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1. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

 

The report examines the need for the provision of community facilities in the North Ward of 
Maidstone. Through an examination of current supply of both facilities and services available to the 
local population, a detailed analysis of the profile of the resident population and its needs (Sections 
4 and 5), this report sets out findings options for consideration (Section 6). 

Given the lack of any policy standards, the report seeks to inform decision makers on the type of 
provision that could serve the needs of the residents of North Ward by examining policies, best 
practice and case studies (Section 3). 

Section 7 provides a review of potential funding sources that could be explored in the delivery of a 
community facility. 

Finally Sections 8 and 9 provide the overall conclusions and suggest an action plan of next steps. 

 

Key findings from sections 4 and 5 highlight the following in relation to proving a greater 

understanding of the need for and nature of services and facilities at a potential community centre 

for north ward. These include: 

 

Based upon the evidence gathered in support of the present study, it provides the following key 
findings: 

 

Demand and Supply  

¶ There is currently a lack of suitable community facilities in North Ward 

¶ North Ward does not demonstrate any atypical characteristics, this suggests the need for a 

flexible community centre that can adapt to a wide range of need 

¶ North Ward is a complex area with distinct sense of identity in its neighbourhoods on either 

side of Royal Engineers Road (A229) (e.g. Penenden Heath, Chatham Road area, 

Ringlestone) 

¶ There is a large and growing population and therefore growing demand 

¶ The housing stock is expected to grow by 24% based upon current planning permission, 

this will result in a similar growth in population and demand for services 

¶ /ÎÅ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ ËÅÙ ÁÓÓÅÔÓ ÉÎ ÔÈÅ ÁÒÅÁ ɉ3Ô &ÁÉÔÈȭÓ (ÁÌÌɊ ÉÓ ÎÏ ÌÏÎÇÅÒ ÆÉÔ ÆÏÒ ÐÕÒÐÏÓÅ 

¶ Lack of GP survey and health facilities more widely. 

¶ Lack of youth facilities. 

¶ Limited provision of small community halls, some linked to local churches and may be 
perceived as limited in use/ availability, Penenden Heath Social hall is not fit for purpose. 

¶ Limited meeting places e.g. cafes and declining number of public houses in the area, 
potentially for older people to meet socially 
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¶ Limited spaces for indoor fitness sports activities 

¶ Small but significant user groups would benefit greatly from a community centre where 
third part providers could deliver health care, advice, support etc. (e.g. unpaid carers 

especially young carers, those with long-term health conditions, young parents, non-native 

English speakers, lower income elderly people, lower income families). 

 

Sites, Delivery and Management  

¶ North Ward can be considered as distinct from the adjacent town centre area with its own 

identity or identities  

¶ !ςςω ÁÄÄÓ ÔÏ ÔÈÅ ÄÉÆÆÉÃÕÌÔÙ ÏÆ ÓÅÌÅÃÔÉÎÇ Á ÓÕÉÔÁÂÌÅ ÌÏÃÁÔÉÏÎ ÔÈÁÔ ÃÁÎ ÂÅ ÐÅÒÃÅÉÖÅÄ ÁÓ ÂÅÉÎÇ ȬÆÏÒ 

ÁÌÌȭ 

¶ S106 developer contributions provide an opportunity to (part) fund a community facility 

¶ A community facility will need to involve a range of service providers and partners 

¶ Given the lack of GPs surgeries in North Ward the community Centre should allow for a 
range of possible partnership opportunities with the local NHS such as screening clinics, 

nurse, heath visitor, health advice, visiting GPs, etc. A suitable space would be required in 

the building. 

¶ Re-use or conversion of existing buildings is likely to prove unsuitable 

¶ A dedicated new build community facility appears to best suit current and future need 

¶ Careful consideration will need to be taken in selecting a site that best suits all the 
community -Springfield offers greatest choice of sites 

¶ The question of one or two community facilities needs to be explored further, notably in 
relation to the future development at the Maidstone Barracks site in the medium to long 

term. 

¶ Transport use and travel to work data suggest the local population prefer to access services 
in their local area supporting a potential strong use profile for a community centre located 

in North Ward. 

¶ 3Ô &ÁÉÔÈȭÓ #ÈÕÒÃÈ ÃÏÍÍÕÎÉÔÙ ÃÅÎÔÒÅ ÁÓÐÉÒÁÔÉÏÎÓ ÐÒÏÖÉÄÅ Á ÓÔÒÏÎÇ ÐÁÒÔÎÅÒ ÏÐÐÏÒÔÕÎÉÔÙ 

¶ Use of allotment sites could prove highly controversial with local residents 

¶ There is no national standard for a community facility, however best practice provides 

direction 

¶ A working group and steering committee should be established to take the findings of this 
study forward. 

 

This report concludes that North Way clearly presents two geographically distinct  communities 
separated by the Royal Engineers Road (A229). 

As a result this report recommends that MBC consider Option Four in the options appraisal (Section 
6.3 p. 65):  
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ȰDual site approach , requiring two community centres on either 
side of Royal Engineers Road A229 using a combination of MBC/ 

KCC owned sitesȱ 

This option could be phased as follows: 

¶ Short to medium t erm ɀ secure a community facility on the Springfield Mill site (New 
build or Ragroom conversion  if suitabl e) to  meet the immediate demands of the 
growing community as a result  of the current developments  and 24% increase  in 
total North Ward dwellings.  

¶ Longer term: to seek a suitable site (to be determined) on the Penenden Heath side of 
Royal Engineers Way 

 

Further, this report recommends that the client proceeds to the next stage in the 
development of the projec t in line with Action Plan section 9 . 
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2. INTRODUCTION: PURPOSE AND SCOPE OF THIS STUDY 

 

 

Ȱ4(% 0/7%2 /& ! #/--5.)49 4/ #2%!4% (%!,4( )3 &!2 '2%!4%2 4(!. 4(!4 /& 
!.9 0(93)#)!.ȟ #,).)# /2 (/30)4!,ȱ  

Mark Hyman  

 

2.1 PURPOSE 

This feasibility study has been commissioned by Maidstone Borough Council (MBC) to establish the 
need and subsequent nature of the provision of a community facility or facilities to serve the 
residents of North Ward in the Borough of Maidstone. 

Over recent years and number of significant housing developments have been delivered in North 
Ward, with further ones currently under construction or in the planning stages. As a result of these 
developments, both the size and characteristics of the population of North Ward, and their 
associated needs have grown and changed. MBC has identified through the planning process the 
potential for increased demand for community facilities, and the services that may be accessed 
from these, by the local residents.  

As a result, MBC has sought financial contributions from developers using Section 106 agreements: 
a planning obligation that aims to balance the pressure created by the new development with 
improvements to the surrounding area ensuring that where possible the development would make 
a positive contribution to the local area and community. 

Key to this study are the Springfield Library S106 Clauses 5.1.1 and 5.3 and Development Securities 
(MOD Site) Clause 1.1 (see 3.4 below). 

This study seeks to establish whether and the extent to which there is a need for a new community 
facility to serve the residents of North Ward and provide guidance as to the type, scale and possible 
location of such a facility. 
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2.2 SCOPE 

 

The scope of this report is set out in the brief provided by MBC (summarized below) and answers to 
these questions have been provided where possible. Where is has not been possible to provide a 
definitive answer, this study has sought to provide guidance based upon best practice or 
recommend to need for further work in the next steps action plan. 

The feasibility survey on the need for community facilities in the North Ward catchment sought to 
establish. 

1. Baseline evidence base  

a. What is the definition of community facilities? 

b. What is the standard (m2 per 1000 population or equivalent) for community 
facilities in Maidstone? 

c. Are there particular standards that relate to different types of community facilities? 

d. What does Local Plan evidence say? ɀ Draft Local Plan policy DM 23 

e. National policy context. 

 

2. Supply 

a. What community facilities that are currently available in the area, including type, 
opening hours, floorspace, need for investment, constraints, location  etc; 

b. Are there any new community facilities coming on stream in the areas and if so 
when? 

c. Look at the quality of existing provisions 

 

3. Demand (need)  

a. What is current demand for community facilities in the area including how well are 
existing facilities used? 

b. What is the likely increase in population projected for the area? 

 

4. Unmet need 

a. Define unmet need: demand minus supply = unmet need.  To factor in quality 
where it has an impact on unmet need. 
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5. Opportunities to meet need : 

a. Existing or future potential for S106 moneys/provision of on-site facility; 

b. Other resources (Council owned land, buildings, grants); 

c. Land or buildings coming forward for development. 

 

6. Options  

a. Establish criteria for how need should be met  

b.  identify the specific site/building where community facilities might be located to 
meet that criteria  

c.  Identify funding delivery mechanisms 

d. Establish time line for implementation  
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2.3 NORTH WARD - OVERVIEW 

 

It is understood that the proposed community facility  concept would potentially serve the growing 
population needs of the defined catchment area which currently stands at around 3,748 homes, 
with a further 909 under construction or planned over the next five years, and act as a key focal 
point and meeting place for residents. This represents an increase of 24% to the number of 
dwellings in North Ward and will inevitably result in the need for increased capacity for services to 
local residents. However, it is likely given the proposed dwelling types that any future population 
growth will differ from the current resident profile.  

Maidstone Borough as a whole is projected to see the largest real increase in population between 
2011 and 2021 increasing by +20,900 people1. 

The current developments in North Ward are: 

Name Application Reference  Number of Units  

Springfield Library  12/2032  114 units 

Springfield Park  16/507471  310 units 

Springfield Park  05/2350  192 units 

Springfield Mill  current application  293 units 

Total   909 units  

 

 

3ÐÒÉÎÇÆÉÅÌÄ 0ÁÒË !ÒÔÉÓÔȭÓ )ÍÐÒÅÓÓÉÏÎ 

                                                             
1 www.kent.gov.uk/research Interim 2011-based Sub National Population Projections for Kent (2012) 

http://www.kent.gov.uk/research
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3ÐÒÉÎÇÆÉÅÌÄ 0ÁÒË !ÒÔÉÓÔȭÓ )ÍÐÒÅÓÓÉÏÎ 

 

The catchment area for a community covers the entirety of the North Ward of Maidstone Borough, 
and although the proposal may have a greater reach for some uses, any facility will be primarily 
intended to serve local residents. It is therefore important to present a brief profile of the ward, 
which indicates the following: 

 

Á According to the 2011 census, the population of North Ward was 10,210, with a high 
proportion of males at 53.8% compared to borough average 49.4%, average age of 36.7 is 
significantly lower than borough average 40.5%. 1,930 0-15 year olds and 1,230 over 65s 

 

Á Much higher than borough average BME (non-white) population 13.2% compared with 
5.9% - largest non-white ethnic group is Asian/Asian British at 8.7% compared with 
borough average 3.2%. In addition, there is a higher rate of recent arrivals to UK than 
borough average: 11.8% arrived in previous 10 years compared with 5.0% for the borough 
as a whole. Significantly lower than borough average of residents have English as a first 
language at 87.2% compared with 95.1% for the borough as a whole. 

 

Á Parts of North Ward fall in the national top 20% of most deprived wards in relation to 
Health and Disability, Barriers to Housing and Services, Crime and Living Environment. 
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295 residents receive income support, 155 receive attendance allowance and 370 receive 
disability living allowance. There are 445 Out of work benefits claimants which is in line 
with borough average at 6.3% of the 16-64 population. 

 

Á Dominant housing types are terraced, semi-detached and flats, all above borough averages. 
Significantly lower than borough average of owner occupied households (59.6% compared 
with 70.5%). High rates of rented households at 37.9% compare with borough average 
27.3% of which private rented are the most prevalent (20.6% of all households compared 
with 13.0% borough average) 

 

Á 45.8% of people are married, 14.2% cohabit, 26.5% are single, 7.9% are separated or 
divorced and there were 345 widowed people at the time of the published data. 

 

Á The most common employment sectors are Public Administration 16.7% (more than 
double the borough average 7.9%) Wholesale and retail trade 14.1%, Health and Social 
Work 10.5%, Construction 9.1% and education 8.8%. Demonstrating a high dependence on 
the public sector. 

 

Á A very high number of residents walk to their place of employment 24.1% compared to 
11.6% for the borough; there is a commensurate lower use of cars/vans at 53.3% 
compared to 64.2% for the borough. Cycling is almost double that of the borough average. 
27.1% of residents travel less than 2km to work compared to 16.0% for the borough 
ÒÅÆÌÅÃÔÉÎÇ ÔÈÅ ×ÁÒÄȭÓ ÐÒÏØÉÍÉÔÙ ÔÏ ÔÈÅ ÔÏ×Î ÃÅÎÔÒÅ 

 

Á The geography of North Ward is an important consideration in relation to any site choice 
for a community facility. The ward contains two distinct neighbourhoods which can be 
understood as being separated by the major trunk road, the duelled Royal Engineers Road. 
Such road infrastructure is considered both a physical and psychological barrier and was a 
main topic of the community consultation workshop. 

 

The above serves as an introduction and context to North Ward, section 5 (below) expands on this 
further to highlight the types of need demonstrated by the local community, supported by 
qualitative information gained from a community workshop. 
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3  BASELINE EVIDENCE BASE 

 

This section examines the following requirements as set out in the study brief. 

 

1.a. What is the definitio n of community facilities?  

1.b. What is the standard (m2 per 1000 population or equivalent) for community 

facilities in Maidstone?  

1.c. Are there particular standards that relate to different types of community 

facilities?  

1.d. What does Local Plan evidence say? ɀ Draft Local Plan policy DM 2 3 

1.e. National policy context  

 

 

3.1 DEFINING COMMUNITY FACILITIES 

Community facilities - also referred to as social and community infrastructure - can be defined as 

physical facilities for different individuals and communities, which are provided by a range of 

organisations (public, private and voluntary).  

They typically provide for the health, welfare, social, educational, spiritual, recreational, leisure and 

cultural needs of the community they serve, and play an important role in the development of 

vibrant neighbourhoods by creating a sense of place and providing opportunities for people to meet 

and interact socially. 

Community facilities are sometimes defined as: 

¶ health and social care facilities (including GP surgeries, NHS walk-in centres and local care 

centres);  

¶ leisure and sports facilities;  

¶ green infrastructure and heritage assets; 

¶ transport (including footpaths, bridleways, cycleways, highways, public transport, railways 

and car parks); 

¶ community centres or meeting halls; 

¶ youth centres; 

¶ play facilities; 

¶ library and information services; 

¶ cultural facilities; 

¶ places of worship; 



 

14 
 

¶ theatres, public art, heritage centres; 

¶ public house; 

¶ village shops; 

¶ post offices; 

¶ schools and other places of learning. 

This list is not exhaustive, as not all activities and services need customised places to operate and 

local needs can change over time in nature and popularity. Importantly, communities now have the 

opportunity to identify a building or land which is important to their social wellbeing, and bid for it 

if it comes up for sale. 

Clearly the guidance defining community facilities encompasses a very wide range of buildings and 

uses. This study does not consider many of these as core to the brief. North Ward ( as we will see 

below) has a range of shops, pubs, places of worship, schools and so on.  

Therefore, for the purposes of this study, based upon guidance and the need to provide a focused 

report, we will adopt the use of the term COMMUNITY CENTRE for the analysis from 3.4 (below). 
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3.2 WHY ARE COMMUNITY FACILITIES IMPORTANT? 

Community facilities play an intrinsic role in the life of local communities and are crucial for 

economic, social and environmental sustainability of localities. The provision of community 

facilities is particularly important in view of factors such as ageing and growing population and a 

vibrant and effective third sector (charity and voluntary organisations) and faith sectors to provide 

the community with the services they need. 

The majority of national policies on this theme are fairly strategic in their approach and so it is 

possible that they will not match the circumstances in every neighbourhood. The approaches set 

within such documents as Ȭ#ÒÅÁÔÉÎÇ ÔÈÅ #onditions for IÎÔÅÇÒÁÔÉÏÎȭ (DCLG: 2012) aÎÄ Ȭ/ÐÅÎÉÎÇ 

Doors; "ÒÅÁËÉÎÇ "ÁÒÒÉÅÒÓȭ (DCLG: 2012) underpin HM 'ÏÖÅÒÎÍÅÎÔȭÓ ÃÏÍÍÉÔÍÅÎÔ ÔÏ ÈÅÌÐÉÎÇ 

communities provide and run facilities for themselves, all within the ethos of community 

empowerment. 

The Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act (2004) (as amended) states that local planning 
authorities, in preparing their development plans, must have regard to national planning policy 
contained in the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF), published in March 2012. The NPPF 
therefore provides the direction of travel for Local Plans and advises, among other things, that the 
capacity of existing infrastructure and the need for community facilities should be taken into 
account in the preparation of them. The document also places great emphasis on securing 
developments which contribute towards the creation of safe, sustainable, liveable, mixed 
communities with good access to jobs and key services and facilities for all members of the 
community. 

 

3.3 NATIONAL POLICY CONTEXT 

In order to gain a sound basis for the understanding of community facilities and their role for 
Maidstone North Ward, it is important to examine how this question is addressed in the National 
Planning Policy Framework (NPPF). 

ȬCommunityȭ and Ȭcommunity facilitiesȭ are addressed under NPPF Section 8 where the focus is 
clearly on the communities themselves and their outcomes, as opposed to physical buildings and 
other infrastructure.  

Guidance therefore relates to what makes a community healthy and how this might be achieved. 
This is beneficial to local planning authorities as this less prescriptive approach allows local 
decision makers, officers and fundamentally the communities themselves, to work together to 
deliver appropriate local responses to their needs. 

Key concepts and tools include: 

¶ Facilitating social interaction  

¶ Safe and accessible environments 
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¶ Safe and accessible developments 

The relevant paragraphs of NPPF Section 8 (69-71, 74) are set out below: 

 

69. The planning system can play an important role in facilitating social interaction and creating 
healthy, inclusive communities. Local planning authorities should create a shared vision with 
communities of the residential environment and facilities they wish to see. To support this, local 
planning authorities should aim to involve all sections of the community in the development of Local 
Plans and in planning decisions, and should facilitate neighbourhood planning. Planning policies and 
decisions, in turn, should aim to achieve places which promote: 

¶ opportunities for meetings between members of the community who might not otherwise come 
into contact with each other, including through mixed-use developments, strong 
neighbourhood centres and active street frontages which bring together those who work, live 
and play in the vicinity 

¶ safe and accessible environments where crime and disorder, and the fear of crime, do not 
undermine quality of life or community cohesion 

¶ safe and accessible developments, containing clear and legible pedestrian routes, and high 
quality public space, which encourage the active and continual use of public areas. 

 

70. To deliver the social, recreational and cultural facilities and services the community needs, 
planning policies and decisions should: 

¶ plan positively for the provision and use of shared space, community facilities (such as local 
shops, meeting places, sports venues, cultural buildings, public houses and places of worship) 
and other local services to enhance the sustainability of communities and residential 
environments 

¶ guard against the unnecessary loss of valued facilities and services, particularly where this 
×ÏÕÌÄ ÒÅÄÕÃÅ ÔÈÅ ÃÏÍÍÕÎÉÔÙȭÓ ÁÂÉÌÉÔÙ ÔÏ ÍÅÅÔ ÉÔÓ ÄÁÙ-to-day needs 

¶ ensure that established shops, facilities and services are able to develop and modernise in a 
way that is sustainable, and retained for the benefit of the community 

¶ ensure an integrated approach to considering the location of housing, economic uses and 
community facilities and services 

 

71. Local planning authorities should take a positive and collaborative approach to enable 
development to be brought forward under a Community Right to Build Order, including working with 
communities to identify and resolve key issues before applications are submitted. 
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74. Existing open space, sports and recreational buildings and land, including playing fields, should 
not be built on unless: 

¶ an assessment has been undertaken which has clearly shown the open space, buildings or land 
to be surplus to requirements 

¶ the loss resulting from the proposed development would be replaced by equivalent or better 
provision in terms of quantity and quality in a suitable location 

¶ the development is for alternative sports and recreational provision, the needs for which 
clearly outweigh the loss.2 

 

  

                                                             
2 https://www.gov.uk/guidance/national -planning-policy-framework/8 -promoting-healthy-communities 
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3.4 DRAFT LOCAL PLAN POLICY DM23 

In addition to examining what national planning policy tells us about community and community 
facility provision this ÓÅÃÔÉÏÎ ÅØÁÍÉÎÅÓ -"#ȭÓ $ÒÁÆÔ ,ÏÃÁÌ 0ÌÁÎȢ !Ó ÔÈÅ ÐÌÁÎÎÉÎÇ ÐÏÌÉÃÙ relevant to 
North Ward, the Local Plan. 

 

Policy DM 23 Community facilities  

The adequate provision of community facilities, including social, education and other facilities, is an 
essential component of new residential development. 

1. Residential development which would generate a need for new community facilities 
or for which spare capacity in such facilities does not exist, will not be permitted 
unless the provision of new, extended or improved facilities (or a contribution 
towards such provision) is secured by planning conditions or through legal 
agreements unless the specific facilities are identified for delivery through the 
Community Infrastructure Levy. 

2. Proposals which would lead to a loss of community facilities will not be permitted 
unless demand within the locality no longer exists or a replacement facility 
acceptable to the council is provided. 

3. The council will seek to ensure, where appropriate, that providers of education 
facilities make provision for dual use of facilities in the design of new schools, and 
will encourage the dual use of education facilities (new and existing) for recreation 
and other purposes.3 

 

DM 23.1 is key to the objectives of the present study in so far as it relates to the impact of new 
developments on community facilities. The use of S106 or Community Infrastructure Levy to fund 
the development of new community facilities is a key tool at the disposal of MBC in providing the 
services that can meet the needs of the community. 

Regulation 19 Maidstone borough Local Plan  

Regulation 19 modifications to the Maidstone Borough Local Plan refers to community facilities 
primarily under MM48 as follows ȰSustainability of the site and its settlement will be a prime 
consideration in decision making. The council will give preference to settlements and communities 

                                                             
3 Main Modifications:  
https://services.maidstone.gov.uk/meetings/documents/s53581/Appendix%20I%20Schedule%20of%20M
ain%20Modifications%20to%20the%20Submitted%20Local%20Plan.pdf  
 
Minor Modifications:  
https://services.maidstone.gov.uk/meetings/documents/s53584/Appendix%20III%20Final%20Schedule%
20of%20Minor%20Changes.pdf 
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where a range of community facilities and services, in particular school, health, and shopping are 
accessible from the site preferably on foot, by cycle or on public transport.ȱ 4 

  

                                                             
4 Schedule of Proposed Main Modifications to the Regulation 19 Maidstone Borough Local Plan March 2017 
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3.5 TOWARDS A STANDARD FOR COMMUNITY FACILITIES 

Community centres are places in which people meet, participate in activities, access advice and 
information, find enjoyment and have the opportunity to develop group activities with like-minded 
people. They are provided to enable local people to become involved in planning and operating 
activities that can affect their lives educationally, socially and culturally and contribute towards 
thriving communities. 

Apart from private events such as weddings and birthday parties, community centres are typically 
booked by numerous community groups that offer their services to residents. These service 
providers range from Community and Enterprise Groups, Age Concern to Nursery Groups and 
many others. The centres can also used by elected councillors for ward surgeries; these meetings 
are a platform for residents to come and air any concerns they may have through leaders who 
shape services offered within their ward or neighbourhood. 5 

Community Centres play an increasingly important role in bringing local communities together as 
ÒÅÃÏÇÎÉÓÅÄ ÉÎ ÔÈÅ .00& Ȭ(ÅÁÌÔÈÙ #ÏÍÍÕÎÉÔÉÅÓȭ6. They offer a focal point for neighbourhood 
activities and a base for local groups. Councils often work in partnership with volunteers and trusts 
that are responsible for the management of all these facilities, which gives local people a genuine 
role to determine and realise the sort of services and activities they need for themselves. 

This study has reviewed NPPF and the MBC Draft Local Plan and concludes that there is no agreed, 
defined standard for a community facility or community centre.  

! ÆÕÒÔÈÅÒ ÉÎÄÉÃÁÔÉÏÎ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ ȬÓÔÁÎÄÁÒÄȭ ÆÏÒ Á ÃÏÍÍÕÎÉÔÙ ÆÁÃÉÌÉÔÙ ÃÁÎ ÂÅ ÇÁÉÎÅÄ ÂÙ examining the 
Springfield Library S106 Clause 5.3 which states:  

#ÌÁÕÓÅ ωȢυυ ȰÔÈÅ #ÏÕÎÃÉÌ ÓÈÁÌÌ ÅØÐÅÎÄ ÔÈÅ #ÏÍÍÕÎÉÔÙ &ÁÃÉÌÉÔÉÅÓ 3ÕÍ ÏÎ ÔÈÅ ÉÍÐÒÏÖÅÍÅÎÔ ÒÅÎÅ×ÁÌ 
replacement and maintenance of a community facility such as a hall within a one mile radius of the 
,ÁÎÄȱ 

ȰÔÈÁÔ ÔÈÅ #ÏÍÍÕÎÉÔÙ &ÁÃÉÌÉÔÙ ×ÉÌÌ ÂÅ ÎÏÔ ÌÅÓÓ ÔÈÁÎ Ô×Ï ÈÕÎÄÒÅÄ ɉφττɊ ÓÑÕÁÒÅ ÍÅÔÒÅÓ ÉÎ ÁÒÅÁ ÁÎÄ ×ÉÌÌ ÂÅ 
ÐÒÏÖÉÄÅÄ ÔÏ ÓÈÅÌÌ ÆÉÎÉÓÈȱ 

This gives a clear indication as to both location, size and finish of a new community facility for 
North Ward. 

In addition, Development Securities S106 (MOD site) states the definition of "Community Facility" 
in clause 1.1 of the Agreement shall be:  

"Community Facility means a community meeting facility and creche area to be provided within the 
ground floor of the retail unit of the Development or such other community facility which directly 
serves the occupants of the Development;" 

This adds both the concept of a crèche and suggests that the ground floor may serve as a 
community facility or ȟ ÓÉÇÎÉÆÉÃÁÎÔÌÙ ȬÏÔÈÅÒ ÃÏÍÍÕÎÉÔÙ ÆÁÃÉÌÉÔÙȭȢ 4ÈÉÓ ÓÕÇÇÅÓÔÓ ÔÈÁÔ ÃÏÎÔÒÉÂÕÔÉÏÎ ÔÏ Á 
distinct building may be available. 

                                                             
5 https://www.slough.gov.uk/leisure -parks-and-events/activities-at-our-community-centres.aspx 
6 https://www. gov.uk/guidance/national -planning-policy-framework/8 -promoting-healthy-communities 
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Both of the S106 agreements provide useful components to the definition of a community facility 
serving the existing residents of North Ward and those who will occupy dwellings in the new 
developments. 

Rather than adopting a Ȱone size fits allȱ standard, community centres appear to reflect the 
communities, in which they are found, embodying the spirit of NPPF 8.69 (above): 

 

Local planning authorities should create a share d vision with communities of the 
residential environment and facilities they wish to see.  

 

Therefore in order to understand better what the community of North Ward can expect, this study 
will examine examples of community centres to provide an indication as to the: 

 

¶ Range of services offered  

¶ Scale of the facilities  

¶ Mix of rooms and support facilities  

¶ Typical opening hours  

¶ Management arrangements  

 

4ÈÉÓ ÉÓ ÁÄÄÒÅÓÓÅÄ ÂÙ ÅØÁÍÉÎÉÎÇ ÅØÁÍÐÌÅÓ ÏÆ ȬÂÅÓÔ ÐÒÁÃÔÉÃÅȭ ÃÏÍÍÕÎÉÔÙ centres in section 4 below.  
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4 ASSESSING THE SUPPLY 

 

Ȱ7% (!6% !,, +./7N THE LONG LONLINESS, AND WE HAVE FOUND THAT THE ANSWER 
)3 #/--5.)49ȱ 

Dorothy Day 

 

This section examines the following requirements as set out in the study brief. 

 

2.a. What Community facilities are currently in the area?  

2.b. Are there any new community facilities coming on stream in the area?  

2.c. What is the quality of current provision?  

 

4.1 NORTH WARD COMMUNITY FACILITIES 

 
 
We saw in section ς ÔÈÁÔ ȬÃÏÍÍÕÎÉÔÙ ÆÁÃÉÌÉÔÉÅÓȭ ÉÎ .00& ÃÁÎ ÃÏÖÅÒ Á ÂÒÏÁÄ ÒÁÎÇÅ ÏÆ ÓÅÒÖÉÃÅ ÄÅÌÉÖÅry 
buildings. In this section we present a brief review by NPF category of these as they realte to North 
Ward at the time of writing.  
 
 
Health and social care facilities 
 
These include GP surgeries, NHS walk-in centres and local care centres. Currently North Ward does 
ÎÏÔ ÈÁÖÅ Á '0ȭÓ ÓÕÒÇÅÒÙ ÓÉÔÕÁÔÅÄ ×ÉÔÈÉÎ ÉÎ ÔÈÅ ×ÁÒÄ ÎÏÔ ÄÏÅÓ ÉÔ ÈÁÖÅ Á ×ÁÌË-in centre or similar. The 
nearest such facilities are to be found at Brewer St Surgery, Albion Place Medical Practice and Grove 
Green Medical Centre. 
 
A pharmacy is situated on Boxley Road and North Lodge Dental on Heathfield Rd is the nearest site 
for dentistry services. 
 
Leisure, sports, green infrastructure and heritage assets 
 
The most notable sports facility in North Ward is the Gallagher Stadium, home of Maidstone United 
Football Team. It is a relatively new 4,200 capacity football stadium which officially opened on 14 
July 2012. The stadium also houses the main building which holds the club's office/reception, the 
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Spitfire Lounge (clubhouse), classrooms for the club's academy side, the boardroom, changing 
rooms, a physio room and storage rooms. 
 

 
The Gallagher Stadium 

 
North Ward has a number of green open spaces including Taylor Park and adjacent allotments 
bordered by Albert St, Penenden Heath which offers paly area, pavilion toilets, football pitches, 
tennis courts and bowling greens. In addition the River walk along the river Medway allows access 
to a 10km riverside walking route and, although not in North Ward, but very close by, Whatman 
Park offers many leisure opportunities, a large adventure play area and a skate park. Additionally 
the river offers opportunities for boating, rowing, canoeing and angling. 
 

 
Penenden Heath site plan   Whatman Park Play Area 

 

 
River Medway Boat Trip near Springfield Mill 
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The former Whatman Paper Mill at Springlfield, which is subject to a new housing development 
ÁÐÐÌÉÃÁÔÉÏÎ ÆÏÒ ςφσ ÕÎÉÔÓ ÐÒÅÓÅÎÔÓ ÏÎÅ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ ÁÒÅÁȭÓ ÍÏÓÔ ÓÉÇÎÉÆÉÃÁÎÔ ÈÅÒÉÔÁÇÅ ÁÓÓÅÔÓ ×ÉÔÈ σ grade 2 
listed structures including the chimney, engine beam and ragroom. 
 

     
Engine Beam with Ragroom to the rear    Inside of the Ragroom 

 

 
The Paper Mill Chimney undergoing resoration 

 
North Ward contains the Cob Tree Museum of Kent Life which is and open air museum on 28 acre 
site focused on the history of Kent through its food production and farming heritage. It offers 
conference and meetings facilities and a café in addition to it many preserved buildings and 
museum exhibits. This is a paid attraction and is specifically marketed as a visitor attraction and is 
only marginally of use for the immediate local community. 
 
North Ward is well provided for allotments, with 3 sites: 
 
¶ Sandling Road, the largest allotment in Maidstone with 140 plots 
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¶ Sandling lane, 42 plots 
¶ James Street 6 plots 

 
 

 
Sandling Road Allotment looking towards Springfield 

 
 
Community centres or meeting halls 
 
There are four primary venues that fit in this category, these are; 
 
3Ô &ÁÉÔÈȭÓ #ÈÕÒÃÈ (ÁÌÌȟ 2ÉÎÇÌÅÓÔÏÎÅȢ This has been the main community centre in the area for 80 
years but is no longer considered fit for purpose by its management and has been the subject of 
significant redevelopment planning. This will be explored in more detail in section X below 
 

 
3Ô &ÁÉÔÈȭÓ (ÁÌÌ 

 






















































































































