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Foreword 
 

 

The purpose of this document is to present proposals for the regeneration of Eastfield Park, 

Northampton, to Northampton Borough Council for their consideration and future mutual 

discussion.  The proposals have been prepared by Friends of Eastfield Park following 

extensive discussion and consultation with local residents and other interested parties. 

 

The proposals are not intended to form a rigid plan for the Park’s regeneration but rather a 

general submission indicating the type of Park that the Friends would like to see developed 

with some firm suggestions regarding the facilities we would like to see provided. 

 

We fully understand that the Borough Council may have its own ideas for the Park’s future 

but we hope that through shared discussion we may arrive at a plan that is acceptable to 

both parties.  It is our desire that, in the future, we will be able to manage the Park in 

partnership. 

 

The Friends also realise that funding is likely to be a major issue.  While we hope that the 

Council will be able to meet some of the development costs, we do not expect it to meet all 

of them.  Rather, once a detailed plan has been accepted and costed, we will together be in 

a much stronger position to apply for improvement grants from third parties.   

 

One of the aims of Friends of Eastfield Park is eventually to win a Green Flag Award for the 

Park.  As it says on the Green Flag Award website
1
, “Regeneration of a park or greenspace 

benefits whole communities and raises the profile of a particular area. It is a vehicle for 

community involvement and a means of securing funding, not least from the Heritage 

Lottery Fund.” 

 

 

Friends of Eastfield Park (FoEP) 

August, 2008 

 

  

                                                           
1
 http://www.greenflagaward.org.uk/award/benefits/ Accessed 23/07/08 
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SUMMARY 
 

This document presents 23 proposals, and a number of other ideas, for the regeneration of 

Eastfield Park, Northampton.  The proposals have been developed by the Friends of Eastfield 

Park (FoEP) for consideration by Northampton Borough Council.  

 

Part I of the document gives a brief introduction to Eastfield Park and the FoEP.  It goes on 

to describe the research and consultancy carried out by FoEP and concludes with an 

explanation about how the proposals were developed. 

 

Part II introduces, discusses and describes each proposal in turn.  Since the proposals form 

the most important part of the document, they are listed in full below under the three 

headings used in Part II. 

 

Part III briefly describes the next steps that FoEP would like to see taken towards the 

regeneration of Eastfield Park.  It suggests that FoEP and the Borough Council should work 

together to produce a Regeneration Plan and a Management Plan for Eastfield Park based 

on the proposals in this document. 

 

 

THE PROPOSALS 
 

Part II, Section A.  Access, Drainage & Antisocial Behaviour: 
 

Proposal 1:  Eastfield Park should be provided with signs directing the way to its entrances. 

 

Proposal 2: The Park should be provided with proper entrances including information 

boards and maps of the Park, at its main access points from Booth Lane North, Skiddaw 

Walk, Apple Tree Walk (approaching from Kettering Road), Apple Tree Walk/Greenside 

(approaching from Greenfield Avenue), Newby Court and Greenside (eastern end). 

 

Proposal 3:  Eastfield Park should be provided with a safe and secure car park that does not 

detract from the natural beauty of the Park. 

 

Proposal 4a: A new and improved land-drainage system should be installed in the area 

between the Lake and the Skiddaw Walk entrance, and in other parts of the Park prone to 

waterlogging.  

 

Proposal 4b: A hydrological survey of Eastfield Park and its catchment, including both 

natural drainage and constructed drains, should be commissioned, primarily to identify 

possible water sources that could be used to supply the ponds and Lake, but also to 

comment generally on patterns of water flow and drainage in the area.  This survey should 

also report on whether or not there is any possibility of reinstating the original water supply 

to the ponds.  Outflows from the Lake and ponds should be raised and kept clear of debris 

and in a good state of repair. 

  



 Proposals for the Regeneration of Eastfield Park, Northampton 

v 
 

 

Proposal 5:  All-weather, wide, wheelchair friendly, footpaths should be constructed in the 

Park as follows: 
 

i. A cross-park path  

ii. A perimeter path  

iii. A path around the Lake  

iv. A path forming a circuit through the Wildlife Appreciation Area.   

v. A short path near the southern end of Apple Tree Walk forming a smooth link 

with Greenside. 

 

Proposal 6:  Increased lighting and CCTV should not be installed in Eastfield Park without a 

full consideration and consultation regarding its real (rather than its perceived) benefits.  

Rather, the Borough Council, FoEP and other agencies, should work closely together to 

create initiatives that would increase pride in the community and social control by other 

means, including well-organised events and activities, improved play and sports facilities, 

and a greater role for everyone, especially young people, in the management of the Park. 

 

 

Part II, Section B:  Areas within the Park 
 

Proposal 7: The Parkland Zone should be managed in a sensitive manner to protect its 

heritage and wildlife values.  In particular, a more sensitive mowing regime should be 

adopted.  The area should not be built on or have paved paths crossing its central area but 

there is no objection to mowing paths through the longer grass or to erecting appropriate 

statues and other works of art.  Information boards, though very desirable, should only be 

placed around the margins of the area (along the all-weather paths).  A botanical survey of 

the area should be carried out including a full inventory of the trees both native and non-

native.  Trees should be mapped and labelled with both common and scientific names.   

 

Proposal 8: The Borough Council should approve the concept plan for the Wildlife 

Appreciation Area and should assist FoEP in producing detailed scale plans with estimates of 

the costs involved in implementing the plans.  The Council should also support FoEP in 

seeking grants for the implementation of the plans. 

 

Proposal 8a: In the mean time, the Council should support the regeneration of the area by 

removing silt from the ponds under the guidance of a conservationist from FoEP. 

 

Proposal 9: The area between the Lake and Greenside should be developed as a public 

activity area to include such things as play areas for children and a fitness circuit for adults.  

Ample open space should be left for ‘unorganised’ spontaneous sport and play. 

 

Proposal 10:  The Borough Council should consider developing the area of Eastfield Park 

between the football pitches and Howard Biley Gardens / St Gregory’s Mews to provide 

changing rooms and indoor sports facilities.  Consideration should also be given to including 

a café within the development plans, to be located between the new sports facilities and 

the Lake. 



 Proposals for the Regeneration of Eastfield Park, Northampton 

vi 
 

 

Proposal 11: The Spinney Zone should be developed to provide adventurous activities for 

young people including a dirt cycle track and an adventure trail.  The development should 

be carried out in a sensitive manner that enhances the wildlife value of the zone.  A strip of 

thick vegetation should be left between the development and the gardens beyond. 

 

Proposal 12:  The bullring should be conserved for its historical interest with new trees 

being planted to replace those removed.  The area within should be developed as an 

outdoor entertainment area with only structures that would enhance this use.  Information 

boards should be positioned outside the ring. 

 

Proposal 13:  The primary use of Eastfield Park Lake should be angling, followed by 

conservation and related activities (such as bird watching).  Any activities that conflict with 

these uses should not be allowed.  Policy decisions relating to the management of the Lake 

should be in the hands of FoEP, providing it consults with both the Eastfield Angling Club 

and the Wildlife Trust. 

 

 

Part II, Section C:  Activities within the Park 
 

Proposal 14:  An historical research project should be set up to discover as much as possible 

about the history of Eastfield Park from the earliest times to the present, including its links 

with Northampton’s shoe industry.  A second project should focus on recent social history 

based on the memories of residents. 

 

Proposal 15:  FoEP will continue to collect and collate biodiversity data relating to Eastfield 

Park.  At a later date they will provide details about the more interesting species for 

inclusion on park information boards. 

 

Proposal 16:  The Borough Council should support FoEP to work in association with trained 

teachers to develop information leaflets and educational packs relating to Eastfield Park.  In 

addition to information boards at the Park’s entrances and labels on trees, all features of 

interest should be provided with descriptive boards.  Information boards should also be 

provided throughout the ‘Wildlife Appreciation Area’ describing some of the more 

interesting species and their habits.  The information should be presented in a manner that 

is interesting, informative and accessible to children. 

 

Proposal 17:  Various walking or jogging circuits through the Park should be suggested with 

the length of each circuit shown on a map.  The map could be made available as a leaflet or 

shown on information boards. 

 

Proposal 18:  Anti-fouling laws should be strictly enforced in Eastfield Park and dogs should 

be kept out of children’s play areas.  The Council’s Animal Welfare Officers and FoEP should 

jointly consider organising events in the Park, and promoting children’s activities, that would 

encourage responsible dog ownership.  
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Proposal 19:  The Borough Council should recognise the advantages of having a local group 

(Eastfield Angling Club) overseeing fishing on Eastfield Park Lake and should acknowledge 

the contribution made by the Club to the overall management of the Park.  This recognition 

should be reflected in the Council’s support for the Club by, for example, keeping the fees 

for fishing rights as low as possible, backing grant applications and providing practical 

assistance where needed.  

 

Proposal 20:  Any new sports facilities on Eastfield Park should be appropriately situated in 

the eastern half of the Park taking note of the zonation plan.  Facilities should be available 

to the general public, preferably free of charge.  (We accept that it would probably be 

necessary to make a charge if indoor facilities are provided.) 

 

Proposal 21:  Adventurous play equipment that encourages both the mental and physical 

development of children should be provided in Eastfield Park.  Apparatus for the youngest 

children should be situated closest to housing.  Facilities for older children should be located 

mainly in the Lake and Spinney Zones with the more robust and adventurous equipment in 

the latter.   

 

Proposal 22:  Adequate seating, and ‘rest stops’ for wheelchair users, should be available 

within the Park.  They should be carefully located to enable users to get the best use from 

them.  Groups of picnic tables should be placed in suitable locations.  All seats and picnic 

areas should be provided with suitable, frequently emptied, litter bins. 

 

Proposal 23:  The Borough Council and FoEP should work together to promote greater use 

of Eastfield Park, particularly by encouraging organisations, institutes, etc. to make use of 

the Park for public events that bring benefit to the local community. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

Figure 1:  ‘Easter @ Eastfield 2008.’  A ‘Family Fun’ event organised by Friends of Eastfield Park in 

support of Cynthia Spencer Hospice and supported by the Bushland Road Co-op and The Inn Place. 

Despite the snow (melted by the time this picture was taken) around 50 children joined in the fun. 
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Part I.  INTRODUCTION TO THE PROPOSALS 

 

A. EASTFIELD PARK 
 

Eastfield Park lies towards the summit of a low hill to the north of the Nene Valley.  The hill 

is capped with Boulder Clay over Oolitic Limestone but where the Park is located, on the 

flank of the hill, the underlying strata are composed mainly of variegated clays and silty 

mudstones with some limestone and marl.  Much of the Park (especially the area to the 

north of the Lake) is poorly drained despite land drains having being installed in the past. 

 

The land that forms the Park is now entirely within the Eastfield Ward of the Borough of 

Northampton but from medieval times to 1900 it fell within the Parishes of Abington and 

Weston Favell
2
.  A 1671 map of the Abington Estate shows that what is now the western 

half of the Park was then part of a large wooded enclosure known as ‘The Bushie Close’.  

‘Weston Great Close’, in the parish of Weston Favell, covered what is now the eastern half 

of the Park and by 1742 had been added to the Abington Estate then owned by John Harvey 

Esquire.  By late Victorian times, these large fields had been divided into a number of 

smaller ones.  The presence of areas of conspicuous ridge and furrow within the Park is 

evidence of arable farming in medieval times but in more recent times it would appear that 

the land was mainly used as permanent pasture. 

 

For the first quarter of the 20th century the land that now forms Eastfield Park was part of 

the grounds of Weston Favell House, built in 1900 by James Manfield (son of Sir Philip 

Manfield who had founded the first machine-based shoe factory in Northampton). The Lake 

and ponds within the Park are artificial features constructed at that time.  The Lake was 

originally stocked with rainbow trout and used for boating and fishing.  The ponds were part 

of ornamental gardens that were occasionally opened to the public to raise money for 

Northampton General Hospital. In May 1913, when the gardens were opened without 

charge, the Estate employed a Head Gardener with a staff of 14 assistants. 

 

The house and gardens were separated from the rest of the Park by a ha-ha which is still 

evident along part of boundary between Eastfield Park and the House, which became 

Manfield Orthopaedic Hospital and, today, Manfield Grange.  Also enclosed within the ha-ha 

was the Bull Ring consisting of 26 lime trees surrounding a statue of a young man killing a 

boar.  The statue was a feature added by James Manfield and is no longer in the Park but 

the ring of trees is shown on 1886 Ordnance Survey maps and was described in the 1923 

Weston Favell House Estate Sale Catalogue being over 200 years old and possibly associated 

will bull baiting. 

 

In 1923 the house, its grounds, and the entire Manfield holdings in the area (1500 acres) 

was put up for auction in 62 lots.  Lot 62 included the grounds of the present Eastfield Park, 

Cynthia Spencer Hospice and Manfield Grange but, with some other lots, remained unsold.  

A second auction (of 541 acres in 30 lots) was held in 1924 but the house remained unsold.  

Manfield therefore donated it (with 15 acres of land) to become a hospital for crippled 

children.  The present Park has an area of 52 acres (21 hectares). 

                                                           
2
 After a number of boundary changes, Abington Civil Parish was abolished in 1913 and Weston Favell Civil Parish in 1965. 
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During the break-up of the Manfield Estate, Major Arthur Ray (an Honorary Major in the 

Territorial Army and Mayor of Northampton in 1928) acquired part of the grounds of 

Weston Favell House including the Lake, the ornamental gardens, and much of the present 

Park.
3
  He built Eastfield House on the land in 1924 and died in 1944.   

 

By 1950, the site was on the edge of Northampton’s rapidly expanding residential area and 

much of it had been allowed to go wild.  The boathouse was in a ruinous condition; the lily 

ponds were choked; the ornamental gardens overgrown.  The land was acquired by the 

Borough in 1952; dangerous areas were fenced off and much of the land leased for grazing. 

 

The Eastfield Estate was planned in 1953 and built on the southern part of the former 

grounds of Weston Favell House during the following years, thus giving the Park more or 

less its current outline.  In 1957, an article in the Chronicle & Echo suggested that the new 

Eastfield Estate had a ‘rural setting’ with a beautiful Park nearby.  However, local residents 

complained about the lack of safe facilities for children.   

 

As the Borough Council’s own website
4
 explains:  “Constant suggestions were made for the 

adoption of the land, and in 1959 the first steps were taken to develop a children's play 

area.  Then, as time progressed, more and more of the park was opened to the public.  The 

dangerous buildings were removed, the now desecrated lily ponds were filled in and the 

town was thus provided with a further 52 acres of parklands to be enjoyed by the public.” 

 

Today, Eastfield Park has its own unique potential.  It is a diverse area with a variety of 

sections or zones, each with its own special character and features described later in this 

document.  The Lake is now a recognised Local Wildlife Site
5
 and also a valued angling 

resource.  Other parts of the Park are recognised Potential Wildlife Sites.  The ha-ha and 

ridge and furrow are links with the Park’s history and need to be conserved.  The bullring is a 

unique feature that deserves further research and restoration.  The eastern part of the Park 

is largely taken up with football pitches while the western part still retains its rural parkland 

character and, with the Lake, is among the Park’s greatest assets.  Because of its association 

with the Manfield family and therefore the shoe industry, the whole Park is an important 

element in Northampton’s heritage.   

 

However, the Park is not without its problems.  It was never fully restored after its years of 

neglect and currently receives only basic maintenance.  Many local residents regard it as an 

unsafe place, the haunt of vandals and troublemakers.   

 

The Friends of Eastfield Park recognise that anti-social behaviour is a problem both within 

the Park and in the residential areas surrounding it.  However, we also believe that the Park 

should not be regarded as part of the problem, but as part of the solution to the problem.  

We believe that enhancement of the Park along the lines presented in this document can 

only benefit community development and social cohesion in the local area.  Furthermore, 

we believe that progress in this direction has already been made as a result of our activities.  

                                                           
3
 Some descriptions of Eastfield Park confusingly suggest that the Major owned a large part of the Park, including the Lake 

and boathouse, at the same time that Manfield owned a smaller part including the bullring.  This error has been 

incorporated into the Borough’s on-line description of the Park and needs correcting.  
4
 http://www.northampton.gov.uk/site/scripts/documents_info.php?documentID=312 

5
 Formerly ‘County Wildlife Site’ in Northamptonshire. 
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B. FRIENDS OF EASTFIELD PARK 

 
Friends of Eastfield Park (FoEP) was originally formed in November 2006 as a result of local 

interest in improving the Park for the benefit of the whole community.  

 

Funds were obtained for a Park ‘Spring Clean’ that took place in March 2007.  The ‘Spring 

Clean’ proved highly successful with over 100 volunteers joining in over a two day period. 

Support was provided by the British Trust for Conservation Volunteers (BTCV) and 

volunteers included local residents, community groups, Broadmead Baptist Church, Moulton 

College and local councillors. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Figure 2:  ‘Community Involvement.’ Young people from Broadmead Baptist Church help to prune trees 

during the 2007 ‘Spring Clean’ 

 
Work carried out included removing debris and excess reeds from the Lake and ponds; 

cutting back undergrowth and ‘weed’ trees from around the ponds to improve light 

penetration to the water; pruning the side growth from the bullring trees; cutting back 

overgrown trees and ivy in Apple Tree Walk and removing litter.  So successful was the day 

that the budget to hire a shredder had to be extended from two to five days to reduce the 

generated waste wood.  The resulting chippings are being used to make pathways around 

the lake.   

 

Similar clean-up operations were organised in October 2007 and March 2008 and we intend 

to continue arranging such events twice a year.  We also have plans for more frequent but 

smaller conservation and maintenance activities within the Park.  Other activities aimed at 

improving the Park include planting native wild flowers in the pond area and constructing 

log benches near the lake. 
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Figure 3: ‘Making chips while the sun shines.’ Shredding branches removed from trees during the 

2007 ‘Spring Clean’. 

 
FoEP became officially constituted at a public meeting in November 2007.  Membership is 

open to all individuals and groups interested in furthering the objectives of the organisation. 

The FoEP committee consists of up to 12 members and is elected annually.  The current 

committee (Appendix I) has representatives from: 

 

 Eastfield Resident Association  Lakeview Residents Association 

 Eastfield Angling Club    Eastfield Outreach 

 Broadmead Baptist Church    Ward Councillors   

    

The committee also has the active support of the NCC Neighbourhood Co-ordinator, the 

Neighbourhood Warden and the NBC Regeneration Officer. 

 

The Vision of the Friends is: “To create a safe and accessible park with well managed and 

maintained facilities and amenities that enhances the well being of residents living in the 

area. The park should reflect and retain its natural beauty and heritage and be a place to 

relax, learn and be inspired.” 

 

The Friends also hope to see Eastfield Park becoming a greater focus for community 

cohesion and participation.  We fully support well-organised events in the Park and have 

plans to organise our own events in co-operation with other local groups.  On Easter Sunday 

2008 we organised a ‘Family Fun’ event with an Easter Trail, Scavenger Hunt, Egg & Spoon 

Races and other activities.  The event was organised in aid of Friends of Cynthia Spencer 

Hospice and received support from the Bushland Road Co-op, The Inn Place and Morrison’s.  

Despite inclement weather on the day, around 50 children took part in the Easter Trail.  
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C. PUBLIC CONSULTATION 

 
FoEP recognises that perceptions of the Park and how it should be managed and developed 

differ considerably among local residents.  We have therefore consulted widely with local 

residents about the future of the Park.  This has been achieved through informal discussions 

with users and non-users of the Park, a ‘formal’ questionnaire delivered to all households 

around the Park, and two public meetings. 

 

Consultations and discussions have taken place at various events organised on the Park, 

including our own clean-up activities and fun-days.  For example, the Park Zonation Plans 

(discussed later in this document) were displayed at the ‘Battle of the Bands’ event in March 

2007 and discussed with members of the public.  We have also consulted informally with 

people using the Park, including dog-walkers, teenagers using the ‘Multi Use Games Area’ 

(MUGA), anglers, passers-by and even teenage motorcyclists using the Park illegally.  In 

addition we have spoken to friends and neighbours who do not use the Park. 

 

The questionnaire survey was carried out in July 2007 in order to elicit views from 

households around the park on proposals for footpaths and car parking, local recreational 

use of the park, safety concerns and possible improvements to the Park. A total of 97 

responses were received. 

 

A full report of the survey has been widely circulated.  (Further copies are available from 

FoEP.)  The results were consistent with our informal discussions and showed that: 

 

• The Park has little appeal to many people who regard it as unsafe and lacking 

amenities.  

• Residents wanted a Park with improved safety, better access and more play areas.  

• Many residents value the open ‘wild’ spaces to wander in. 

• Many residents were in favour of improving the park, but were cynical that any 

improvements would last. 

 

The questionnaire was confined to the area immediately around the Park where residents 

were bound to be aware of its existence.  Our informal discussions further away showed 

that people living well within the Park’s catchment area, were often unaware that the Park 

was there.  One lady, who regularly walks along Booth Lane North, thought that the Park 

consisted only of sports pitches.  When she was directed to the rest of the Park she 

commented how beautiful and well kept it was!   

 

During the summer of 2007, young people associated with the street football project were 

interviewed about what they did, where they went and what they wanted to do in their 

spare time, and how they felt about living in the area.  Twenty young people aged 7 -14 

were interviewed. 

 

The responses revealed that the park was an important playground for them and that they 

would like to see more play opportunities such as dirt track for motorbikes, assault courses, 

an adventure playground, and swings and slides (see Appendix II for full results). 
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At the public meetings, in addition to publicising the work and achievements of FoEP in the 

hope of recruiting new members, we have also presented some of our ideas for public 

comment.  At the first meeting, for example, we presented a concept plan for the creation 

of a ‘Wildlife Appreciation Area’ in the area around the ponds.  This received the approval of 

those attending.  At the second meeting we put forward some of our ideas for paths within 

the Park and invited comment on the layout of paths. 

 

Members of FoEP have also been involved in other kinds of research and consultancy 

regarding the Park.  One member has been researching the history of the Park while 

another has (with the help of staff from the Northamptonshire Biodiversity Records Centre 

and other local interest groups) been building up a data-base of animal and plant species 

recorded in the Park.  The same member has also been involved in informal discussions with 

ecologists from the University of Northampton and staff from the Northants Wildlife Trust 

regarding wildlife conservation within the Park.  Similarly, the angling members of FoEP 

have been involved in negotiations with the Environment Agency regarding improvements 

to the angling facilities on the Lake and training programmes for new anglers. 

 

Members have attended conferences organised by GreenSpace, a charity that works to 

improve parks and green spaces by raising awareness, involving communities and creating 

skilled professionals, and ACRE (Action with Communities in Rural England).     

 
D. DEVELOPMENT OF PROPOSALS 
 

The FoEP committee has spent a great deal of time deliberating over the future 

regeneration of Eastfield Park.  We have considered the results from the public consultation, 

held ‘visioning exercises’ to generate new ideas, produced concept plans and schemes of 

our own, critically evaluated and refined them, discussed them with people outside the 

group at public meetings and other events and then further refined them.  All the time we 

have sought to produce ideas that will be in the long-term interests of the local community 

and that will produce the greatest benefit to those who use, and those we hope will use, 

Eastfield Park.  The results of our deliberations are the Proposals contained in Part II of this 

document. 

 

As we wrote in the Preface, “The proposals are not intended to form a rigid plan for the 

Park’s regeneration but rather a general submission indicating the type of Park that the 

Friends would like to see developed with some firm suggestions regarding the facilities we 

would like to see provided.”   

 

While we do not necessarily agree on all the fine detail contained in the proposals, we do 

have a broad consensus on the most important issues facing the Park and how these should 

be tackled.  The fine detail can be left to expert planners and architects but we hope that 

the Borough Council will agree in general terms with our suggestions and that, after further 

negotiations, we can together work out a detailed brief to be submitted for professional 

planning, costing and formal approval.  
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Part II.  THE PROPOSALS 

 
The Proposals are set out under three broad headings.  The first section deals with issues 

touching the whole Park or large parts of it, mainly to do with access and drainage; the 

second section deals with management of different areas or zones with the Park; the third 

with activities carried out within the Park.   

 
Section A.  ACCESS, DRAINAGE & ANTISOCIAL BEHAVIOUR 

 
A1. Pedestrian Access to the Park 
 

A number of the people we spoke to in Headlands Ward, including one in Debdale Road and 

another at the eastern end of Broadway, did not know how to find their way into Eastfield 

Park even though they live well within a kilometre of an entrance.  There are no signs 

directing people to the Park and it is hidden from most main roads in the area.  It does have 

a short frontage on Booth Lane North but this is largely obscured by trees and bushes.  Even 

if people get a glimpse of the Park they probably see only sports pitches and may have no 

idea of the lake and parkland beyond. 

 

Proposal 1:  Eastfield Park should be provided with signs directing the way to its 

entrances. 
 

As a minimum requirement there should be sign posts (e.g. ‘Pedestrian Access to Eastfield 

Park’) at the following locations: 
 

• On the grassy area at the junction of Broadmead Avenue and Grange Road with 

Greenfield Avenue, 

• Near the Park entrance on Booth Lane, 

• On Churchill Avenue pointing down Skiddaw Walk, 

• On the Kettering Road pointing down Apple Tree Walk. 

 
A2. Entrances to the Park 
 

There is open access to the Park from Greenside and along Apple Tree Walk, and restricted 

access from Booth Lane and Lake View.  For security reasons, there is no direct access from 

Manfield Grange and Cynthia Spencer Hospice despite the fact that these border directly 

onto the Park.   

 

The Park entrances from Booth Lane and Lake View are unwelcoming and almost 

unrecognisable as official park entrances.  The Booth Lane entrance looks more like a gap in 

a hedge than an approved gateway to a large suburban park.  No information about the 

Park is provided at any of its entrances.  There are no maps of the Park on display. 
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Figure 4: ‘Welcome to Eastfield Park.’  The Booth Lane entrance to the Park is little more than a gap in 

the hedge with an unwelcoming ‘NO GOLFING’ sign.  There is nothing to tell visitors they are entering a 

public park.  

 
Proposal 2: The Park should be provided with proper entrances including information 

boards and maps of the Park, at its main access points from Booth Lane North, Skiddaw 

Walk, Apple Tree Walk (approaching from Kettering Road), Apple Tree Walk/Greenside 

(approaching from Greenfield Avenue), Newby Court and Greenside (eastern end). 

 

These six locations cover the four corners of the Park and the centres of its two longer sides.  

Where there is open access to the Park it might be ridiculous to erect a ‘portal’ (such as an 

arch or gateway) through which people had to pass but some such structure might be 

appropriate at the Booth Lane and Skiddaw Walk entrances.  At the other sites a simple 

marker (such as a monolith) might be appropriate if suitably labelled (e.g. ‘Welcome to 

Eastfield Park - Part of Northampton’s Manfield Heritage’).  Information boards and a map 

of the Park should be included at all six sites.  Preferably, the entrance structures should 

reflect the Edwardian era when the Park was at its peak as part of James Manfield’s Weston 

Favell House Estate. 

 

A3. Car Parking 
 

Apart from a small car park at the end of Skiddaw Walk, there are no public car parks close 

to Eastfield Park.  Although many residents live within easy walking distance of the Park and 

we prefer, for environmental reasons, for people to walk to the Park, there are times when 

it is necessary to arrive at the Park by car.  Available street parking is very limited and 

insecure.  We believe that the provision of suitable parking facilities would increase the 

number of people using the Park. 

 

Proposal 3:  Eastfield Park should be provided with a safe and secure car park that does 

not detract from the natural beauty of the Park. 
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It is possible that the car park at the end of Skiddaw Walk could be extended without 

spoiling the Park.  We would also like consideration given to constructing a car park within 

the wooded area south of the sports pitches.  This area is unattractive, has a low 

conservation value, and is barely considered as part of the Park.  It is possible that vehicular 

access could be provided by a road linking the car park with the present roundabout on 

Booth Lane North at the junction with the road into Northampton College.  This stretch of 

road already has a 20mph speed limit. 

 

A car park here would already be separated from the housing to the south by a strong metal 

fence and could be partially screened from the rest of the Park by leaving some of the 

present trees in place.  However, steps would need to be taken to reduce the possibility of 

vandalism to parked cars, to prevent cars being driven from the car park onto the Park and 

to prevent non-users of the Park (especially College students) from using it. 

 

It is possible that other facilities requiring vehicular access (such as the café, changing rooms 

and indoor sporting facilities discussed later in this document) could also be located in, or 

close to, this area.  

 

A4. Water Levels & Drainage 
 

It has already been mentioned that, despite land drains having being installed in the past, 

much of the Park is poorly drained.  The area to the north of the Lake, in particular, is often 

waterlogged and inconvenient to cross.  This is a major deterrent to Park use.  FoEP has 

discussed this problem with a drainage contractor who believed that it was necessary to 

install a new and improved land drainage system. 

 

Proposal 4a: A new and improved land-drainage system should be installed in the area 

between the Lake and the Skiddaw Walk entrance, and in other parts of the Park prone to 

waterlogging.  

 

Lack of water flow into the ponds and Lake is also a problem.  Both conservationists and 

anglers complain about low water levels in the Lake and ponds.  The water supply to the 

ponds was cut off some years ago and, although a supply of surface water has been directed 

into the upper pond, this only balances loss through seepage and evapotranspiration during 

rainy periods.  Any overflow from one pond feeds into the next in sequence.  Flow from the 

lowest pond feeds into the Lake so the impact of reduced flow is felt throughout the system. 

 

Although some steps, such as raising the outfall from the Lake and each of the ponds and 

dredging the ponds to deepen them, could be taken to improve the situation immediately, 

there would be considerable advantage in finding a new source of ground water that could 

be directed into the ponds and hence into the Lake. 

 

Proposal 4b: A hydrological survey of Eastfield Park and its catchment, including both 

natural drainage and constructed drains, should be commissioned, primarily to identify 

possible water sources that could be used to supply the ponds and Lake, but also to 

comment generally on patterns of water flow and drainage in the area.  This survey 
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should also report on whether or not there is any possibility of reinstating the original 

water supply to the ponds.  Outflows from the Lake and ponds should be raised and kept 

clear of debris and in a good state of repair. 

 

Although we consider Proposal 4a as urgent, there could be advantage in waiting until the 

hydrological survey was carried out before commissioning new land-drainage.  However, 

this should not be allowed to delay progress on other Park developments such as the 

construction of paths. 

 

A5. Paths within the Park 
 

At present, there are paths along the southern and western perimeters of Eastfield Park 

(Greenside and Apple Tree Walk respectively).  There are no paths across the Park or around 

its northern and eastern margins. 

 

Many local residents want to see an all-weather path across the Park, linking Eastfield and 

Lakeview, and other surfaced paths around the Park improving access to its various areas.  

The FoEP committee strongly agrees with this though many would prefer not to see paths 

cutting through the centre of the Parkland Zone referred to later.  Furthermore, we believe 

that full access should be provided to wheelchair users and that therefore most of the paths 

should allow wheelchairs travelling in opposite directions to easily pass each other.  

Consideration should also be given to making the cross-park path an official cycle route. 

 

 

Proposal 5:  All-weather, wide, wheelchair friendly, footpaths should be constructed in 

the Park as follows: 
 

vi. A cross-park path linking the Eastfield Estate with Lakeview, probably from Newby 

Court to Skiddaw Walk, with a branch from around Tarn Croft and another linking with 

the footpath leading to Baldwin Close. 

 

vii. A perimeter path linking the eastern end of Greenside with the Booth Lane entrance 

and the Booth Lane entrance with the northern end of Apple Tree Walk as it leaves 

the Park.  To the east of the Skiddaw Walk entrance this path should follow the margin 

of the grassed area so as not to impinge on the football pitches.  To the west of that 

entrance the path should take a more direct route across the Park but to the north of 

the trees in the Parkland Zone. 

 

viii. A path around the Lake linked at the western end of the Lake to the cross-Park path 

and at the eastern end to the Perimeter Path.  FoEP would like the eastern part of this 

path and its link to the Perimeter Path to be constructed as a boardwalk. 

 

ix. A path forming a circuit through the Wildlife Appreciation Area.  The route of this 

path is discussed later under ‘Ecological Zone’ in Section B2. 

 

x. A short path near the southern end of Apple Tree Walk forming a smooth link with 

Greenside. 
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All of these paths should meet the criteria mentioned above.  Additionally, sharp corners 

should be avoided in favour of smooth curves, partly to assist wheelchair users and partly to 

reduce the chance of people ‘cutting corners’.   

 

It is suggested that, as illustrated in Figure 2, these paths can be designed so as to form a 

number of circuits of various lengths that people can jog or ride around. 

 
Figure 5:  ‘Paths within the Park.’  One possible arrangement for paths within Eastfield Park that 

satisfies the criteria discussed in Part II, Section 5.  Most of the paths should be wide enough for 

wheelchairs to pass comfortably, but some of the shorter connecting paths could be narrower.  The dotted 

line at the eastern end of the Lake (where there are shallow pools of water when it is wet) is a boardwalk.   

 
A6. Antisocial Behaviour 
 

Antisocial Behaviour is considered here because it affects the whole community and is one 

of the main reasons given by people for not making better use of the Park.  We suspect that 

it has also been a reason why the Borough Council has not previously invested more in the 

future of the Park.  It is frequently mentioned as a reason for not installing various amenities 

within the Park. 

 

There are various levels of antisocial behaviour.  The lowest level often results from people 

causing incidental damage or annoyance while carrying out activities that they enjoy.  

Playing loud music in a public place would be an example.  Children destroying a log pile 

built for conservation purposes and rolling the logs into a pond would be another, more 

serious, example. Teenagers riding motorcycles across the Park, churning up the grass and 

disturbing the peace is still more serious because of the risks involved but in none of these 

cases is there necessarily a deliberate intention to cause harm or annoyance to others. 

 



 Proposals for the Regeneration of Eastfield Park, Northampton 

Friends of Eastfield Park, August 2008  12 

 

It is only in its most extreme forms that this kind of behaviour is actually threatening to 

most members of the community and, when people do find it threatening, it is often 

without good reason.  The teenagers who ride motorbikes across the Park may appear 

threatening but most of them are polite and considerate when spoken to.  

 

If a popular activity is considered suitable for Eastfield Park, we should try to provide 

appropriate facilities for it in the Park; if is not considered suitable we should either request 

suitable facilities to be provided elsewhere or we should encourage people to take up 

another activity which is suitable for the Park.  

 

For example, because of the noise levels involved, teenage motorcyclists need to be 

provided with suitable facilities away from the Park, but boys who love to roll logs into 

ponds can be provided with logs in a part of the Park away from the ponds where they can 

make dens, build bridges, roll logs down slopes, etc., in the hope of diverting them away 

from the pond area.  At the same time we should make it as difficult as possible to destroy 

the log piles built for conservation purposes.   

 

Many of the proposals put forward later in this document are aimed at making the Park a 

more interesting place for children and teenagers.  We believe that this will have a very 

positive influence on their behaviour and divert them away from antisocial activities.  It is 

what we mean when we say that the Park should not be regarded as part of the problem, 

but as part of the solution to the problem. 

 

We hope that Park improvements will also lead to a reduction in the instances of deliberate 

vandalism but we fully recognise that all structures in the Park will need to be as vandal-

proof as they can be.  For example, instead of using wood for seats, information boards, 

observation platforms, etc., they should be made from fire-resistant recycled plastic. 

 

More serious acts of violence are a serious threat though probably an over-estimated one.  

Some local residents have called for improved lighting and/or CCTV in the Park.  The 

evidence that improved lighting reduces crime is, however, controversial. it could even 

make things worse.  As stated on The British Astronomical Association's Campaign for Dark 

Skies (CfDS) website
6
, “Extra lighting is often assumed to reduce crime without question.  

However, this is not the case.  Some lighting is so poorly designed or installed that it can 

actually encourage crime.”   

 

A Home Office Review
7
 does, however, conclude that “improved lighting should be included 

as one element of a situational crime reduction programme”.  However, this is mainly 

because it “leads to an increase in perceived public safety”.  The Review also states that 

“Since these studies did not find that night-time crime decreased more than day-time crime, 

a theory of street lighting focussing on its role in increasing community pride and informal 

social control may be more plausible than a theory focussing on increased surveillance and 

increased deterrence.” 

 

                                                           
6
 http://www.britastro.org/dark-skies/index.html  Accessed 23/07/08 

7
 Home Office Research Study 25, “Effects of improved street lighting on crime: a systematic review” David P. Farrington 

and Brandon C. Welsh (2002) 



 Proposals for the Regeneration of Eastfield Park, Northampton 

Friends of Eastfield Park, August 2008  13 

 

FoEP believes that there are other, more effective ways, of increasing community pride and 

social control that we would rather support these than increased lighting and CCTV. 

 

Proposal 6:  Increased lighting and CCTV should not be installed in Eastfield Park without a 

full consideration and consultation regarding its real (rather than its perceived) benefits.  

Rather, the Borough Council, FoEP and other agencies, should work closely together to 

create initiatives that would increase pride in the community and social control by other 

means, including well-organised events and activities, improved play and sports facilities, 

and a greater role for everyone, especially young people, in the management of the Park. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

Figure 6: ‘Unwelcome heritage.’  This picture was taken early in 2007 before such wreckage was 

removed from the Park.  Now there are barriers to prevent unauthorised vehicles from being driven onto 

the Park, we hope that similar sights are a thing of the past. 
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Section B.  AREAS WITHIN THE PARK 

 
Early on in its history, FoEP recognised that Eastfield Park is made up of a number of areas 

or zones, each with its own attributes and potential and each requiring its own management 

strategy.  Accordingly, plans were drawn up recognising six zones.  These were displayed in 

March, 2007, at the ‘Battle of the Bands’ in the Park, and have been on view at both public 

meetings.   

 

These original zones are illustrated in Appendix III.  Recently, however, we have adjusted the 

zone boundaries as shown in Figure 7, below.  In some cases the zones have natural limits 

such as a fence or hedge; in other instances one zone merges into another and the borders 

are arbitrary.  This is of little concern at present but when it comes to making more detailed 

management plans, it may be necessary to produce maps showing exact boundaries. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Figure 7: ‘Eastfield Park Zones.’  The zones differ slightly from those on view at public meetings and 

included in Appendix III.  The text describes the more important differences. 

 

B1. The Parkland Zone 
 

This zone occupies most of the area in the western half of the Park between the Lake and 

Apple Tree Walk, but excludes the wooded area around the ponds and the area immediately 

surrounding the bullring.  Recently we have excluded the wooded area to the west of Apple 

Tree Walk and a narrow strip along the northern perimeter of the Park linking this wooded 

area to the area around the ponds.  These have been added to the Ecological Zone. 

 

This zone is one of the most attractive areas within the Park and retains much of its 

character from the days when it was part of the Manfield Estate.  It consists of grassland 

with scattered mature trees including both native and non-native species.  The area was 

once cultivated (evidenced by the presence of ridge and furrow in this area) but was used as 

pasture in more recent times.  Evidence suggests that during the 17th century much of it 

was wooded. 
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Although the area is unlikely to meet the criteria to be included in the Northamptonshire 

County Council Action Plan for Lowland Wood-pastures and Parklands it does have some of 

the characteristics of this vegetation structure and deserves further investigation.  

Preliminary investigations by staff from the Wildlife Trust have indicated that this area could 

well become a recognised Local Wildlife Site (formerly County Wildlife Site).  Vegetation 

surveys would be easier and more thorough if grass and wildflowers were allowed to grow 

longer, particularly in spring and early summer.  If the area does become a Local Wildlife 

Site, there will be a strong case for mowing this area only one or twice a year.   

 

Great care should be taken with any developments that might damage the heritage and 

wildlife interest in this area.
8
  Hard-surface paths, for example, should only pass through the 

margins of the zone and should not cut across its centre.  There is, however, no objection to 

paths being cut through longer grass to allow people to conveniently walk through it.  

Similarly there would be no objection to a limited number of statues or other works of art 

being erected in this area.  If chosen sensitively they could even enhance the heritage value 

of the area.  Steps should also be taken to improve this area as an educational resource with 

information boards and labels on trees. 

 

Proposal 7: The Parkland Zone should be managed in a sensitive manner to protect its 

heritage and wildlife values.  In particular, a more sensitive mowing regime should be 

adopted.  The area should not be built on or have paved paths crossing its central area but 

there is no objection to mowing paths through the longer grass or to erecting appropriate 

statues and other works of art.  Information boards, though very desirable, should only be 

placed around the margins of the area (along the all-weather paths).  A botanical survey 

of the area should be carried out including a full inventory of the trees both native and 

non-native.  Trees should be mapped and labelled with both common and scientific 

names.   

 

B2. The Ecological Zone 
 

This zone is centred on the four ponds in the northern part of the Park and includes the 

wooded area as far as Baldwin Close and the Skiddaw Walk entrance.  Originally it included 

the area of grass between the ponds and the bullring but we recently added this to the 

Bullring Zone and extended the Ecological Zone to include the wooded area to the west of 

Apple Tree Walk with narrow ‘corridor’ strip along the northern perimeter of the Park 

linking this to the pond area.  We also added the island on the Lake to the Ecological Zone. 

 

In the days of the Manfield Estate, the area around the ponds was a beautifully landscaped 

rock garden in which the ponds were a key feature.  Paved paths ran through the garden 

and the edges of the ponds were, at least partly, lined with large sandstone blocks.  Today, 

the paving stones and sandstone blocks lie scattered around the area, mostly buried or half 

buried in the ground or else thrown into the ponds, mixed up with bricks and other debris 

from the demolition of estate buildings. 

                                                           
8
 The MUGA (Multi Use Games Area) is, rather inappropriately, situated in this area. 
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When FoEP was formed this area was vastly overgrown and it was difficult to penetrate 

through the scrub to reach the upper pond.  The ponds were heavily shaded and obstructed 

with litter, fallen trees and other debris.  The two middle ponds were, and remain, heavily 

silted while the upper and lower ponds were choked with vegetation (Phragmites reeds in 

the upper pond and Typha, the reed mace, in the lower pond).   

 

FoEP has already done a lot to improve this situation (Part I, Section B).  The upper pond, for 

example, is now easily reached and about a quarter of the emergent vegetation has been 

removed from the ponds.  Nevertheless, the ponds remain in urgent need of restoration or, 

at least, regeneration.  

 

Several local residents have commented that it would be good to see the ponds restored to 

their former glory.  While sympathetic with this notion, FoEP regards it as unrealistic.  Even 

if it were possible to restore the ponds to their Edwardian splendour, it would be too costly 

to maintain them in this condition.  James Manfield employed a huge staff to do so. 

 

However, with the help of volunteers and the support of the Borough Council, it is certainly 

possible to regenerate the ponds as valuable wildlife habitats with facilities for public 

education and enjoyment that remind users of past glories. 

 

The vegetation of the pond area was surveyed by the Wildlife Trust in 1992 and both 

vegetation and aquatic invertebrates in 2005.  In 2005, the area did not meet County 

Wildlife Site criteria.  At present it is a ‘Potential Wildlife Site’. 

 

Our own observations reveal that the aquatic invertebrate fauna is richer than that 

discovered in the Trust’s survey.  We have also been able to add the common toad (Bufo 

bufo) to the Northamptonshire Biodiversity Records Centre’s list of species found in the 

area.  Common toads have suffered an unexplained decline in numbers in recent years and 

we believe their presence should confer on the ponds, and the area around them, a better 

level of protection and management than they have at present. 

 

FoEP has developed a concept plan for creating a ‘Wildlife Appreciation Area’ within the 

Ecological Zone.  This plan was presented at our first public meeting and received general 

approval from those present.  The idea is not to turn the area into a Nature Reserve but to 

provide an area where a range of suitable habitats for plants and animals exist alongside an 

area with easy public access where people can observe and enjoy the wildlife.  The area 

between the ponds and the houses would be developed as a ‘refuge area’ with fairly thick 

vegetation, log piles, nesting boxes, etc., while the area between the ponds and the park 

would be an ‘observation area’ with reduced vegetation, observation platforms, planted 

wild flowers, etc.  Appendix IV includes a more detailed description of the concept plan for 

this area.  It should be noted that, in addition to a number of minor tracks for people to 

wander along in this area, there should also be an all-weather wheelchair-friendly path 

through the refuge area near the Park perimeter, following the line of the existing path.  

Another similar path should be constructed through the observation area, linked to both 

ends of the previous path so that wheel-chair users can complete a circuit through the area.   

 



 Proposals for the Regeneration of Eastfield Park, Northampton 

Friends of Eastfield Park, August 2008  17 

 

Proposal 8: The Borough Council should approve the concept plan for the Wildlife 

Appreciation Area and should assist FoEP in producing detailed scale plans with estimates 

of the costs involved in implementing the plans.  The Council should also support FoEP in 

seeking grants for the implementation of the plans. 
 

Proposal 8a: In the mean time, the Council should support the regeneration of the area by 

removing silt from the ponds under the guidance of a conservationist from FoEP. 

 

B3. The Lake Zone 
 

This is the large area of more or less open grassland between the Lake and Greenside.  

Originally the zone included the Lake itself but this large body of water and its immediate 

surroundings clearly requires its own management plan and is therefore dealt with 

separately in Section B7, below.  The north-western extension of this zone is probably better 

considered as part of the Bullring Zone and the north-eastern extension as part of the Sports 

Zone. 

 

This area has an area of ridge and furrow and the remains of a hedge line probably no older 

than the Manfield estate.  Otherwise, it appears to have little heritage or conservation 

value.  It is one of the best areas that could be used to provide facilities for public benefit 

without damaging the natural qualities of the Park.  Such facilities could include play areas 

for children and fitness circuits for adults.  It would be important, however, to leave plenty 

of open space for ‘unorganised’ or spontaneous sport and play which, it is believed, have 

the greatest benefit in reducing childhood obesity.
9
 

 

The grass in this area should be mowed regularly and the facilities well-maintained. 

 

Proposal 9: The area between the Lake and Greenside should be developed as a public 

activity area to include such things as play areas for children and a fitness circuit for 

adults.  Ample open space should be left for ‘unorganised’ spontaneous sport and play. 

 

B4. The Sports Zone 
 

This zone includes the large grassed area between Booth Lane North in the east and the 

Lake and Ecological Zone in the west.  It also includes the area of trees and scrub that runs 

alongside Booth Lane and extends behind Howard Biley Gardens and the St Gregory’s Mews 

development.  The area of grass, trees and scrub to the north of Eleanore House, shown as 

part of the Lake Zone on the maps, is probably better considered as part of this zone. 

 

a) The grassed area: 
 

The grassed area can be subdivided into two halves: the eastern half has two, well-

established football pitches that make good use of the space available; the western half is 

the poorly drained area referred to in Section A4 of this document.  A football pitch was 

marked out on this latter area in 2007 despite the land being waterlogged for much of the 

year.  Unless this area is suitably drained it is inappropriate for a sports pitch. 

                                                           
9
 The Lancet, 362: 627 - 627 “Unorganised” sports best for preventing childhood obesity.  W. Kondro (2003) 
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Nevertheless, this zone is the best one in which to focus organised sporting activities.  This 

does not mean restricting organised activity to this zone nor does it mean excluding 

spontaneous activity from the area.  It is all a matter of priorities. 

 

The grassed area should be managed much as it is at present with the grass mowed 

regularly and the pitches maintained in good order. 

 
b) The trees and scrub: 
 

The belt of trees running alongside Booth Lane, and the line of taller trees extending 

towards the Lake behind Howard Biley Gardens, date back to the days of the Manfield 

Estate (but not before).  The ‘hedgerow’ separating the trees and scrub from the football 

pitches also dates back to the Manfield Estate but does not correspond to any hedge line on 

earlier maps.  The smaller trees and bushes between these limits have grown up since the 

sale of the Manfield Estate.  These features have little heritage value and low conservation 

value, although any development of the area should, as far as possible, preserve the more 

mature trees. 

 

This is the area mentioned in Section A3 as a possible site for a car park.  It is possible that 

other facilities requiring vehicular access could also be located in this area.  There is 

sufficient space for a building or buildings containing changing rooms, showers, etc. and 

facilities for indoor sports.  If located here the buildings would be close to Howard Biley 

Gardens and St Gregory’s Mews and would not detract from the general attractiveness of 

the rest of Park.  Screening trees could be left between the buildings and Eleanore House / 

Howard Biley Gardens and St Gregory’s Mews. 

 

There is also a demand for a Park Café.  This could be built at the western end of this area, 

easily reached by people using the Lake or the sports and play facilities, and with access 

from Booth Lane North through the proposed car park. 

 

The recent feasibility study for a new or improved community facility serving the Eastfield 

Area
10

 recommended a new building on Eastfield Park south of the Lake (within our Lake 

Zone) with “access from the courts off Grange Road”.  New buildings in the scrub area of the 

Sports Zone would offer similar advantages to building in the Lake Zone but with fewer 

disadvantages.  In particular, there would be less damage to the Park and existing residential 

areas although it would be further from the Eastfield Estate. 

 

Proposal 10:  The Borough Council should consider developing the area of Eastfield Park 

between the football pitches and Howard Biley Gardens / St Gregory’s Mews to provide 

changing rooms and indoor sports facilities.  Consideration should also be given to 

including a café within the development plans, to be located between the new sports 

facilities and the Lake. 

 

                                                           
10

 “The way ahead: community facilities for Eastfield, Northampton”, Partners in Change, Final Report, May 2008. 
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FoEP fully realises that such a development would require detailed planning by suitably 

qualified people but we have produced a ‘sketch plan’ (Figure 8) purely to illustrate the kind 

of development we have in mind. 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 
Figure 8: ‘Sketch plan illustrating possible development in the trees and scrub area of the Sports 

Zone.’  a) Indoor sports, changing rooms and other community facilities, b) Park café, c) Access road from 

Booth Lane North, d) Car parks. 

 

B5. The Spinney Zone 
 

This zone consists of the wooded area between the football pitches (Sports Zone) and the 

northern perimeter of the Park between the Booth Lane and Skiddaw Walk entrances. 

 

The spinney (probably a shelterbelt) dates back to the Manfield Estate and no earlier.  It was 

surveyed by the Wildlife Trust (as ‘Eastfield Park Pines’) in 1992 and 2005.  The first survey 

concluded that the area was “low in botanical diversity and likely to stay so, but a useful 

area of mature trees for birds and insects”.  The second survey concluded that the site did 

not then meet the selection criteria for County Wildlife Site status but that “opening up 

small areas of densest shade should encourage development of a richer woodland flora”. 

 

FoEP would like to see this area opened up for adventurous activities by young people.  The 

facilities provided could include a dirt cycle track and an outdoor adventure trail with 

obstacles, bridges, rope swings, etc.  Clearly, such developments would require a thorough 

risk assessment and equipment that was as vandal-proof as possible. 

 

Opening up this area, if done sensitively, could improve its wildlife value.  A strip of thicker 

vegetation should be left along the northern perimeter of the area to provide a ‘wildlife 

corridor’ from the Ecological Zone to the Booth Lane entrance, leading towards Kendal 

Close, Little Billing Arbour and on to Lings Wood.  True, this may not be a very effective 

corridor but there is a chain of green sites in that direction and this provision within the Park 

can only strengthen that chain.  Vegetation of the right kind would also deter people from 

crossing from the Park into the gardens beyond. 

 

Proposal 11: The Spinney Zone should be developed to provide adventurous activities for 

young people including a dirt cycle track and an adventure trail.  The development should 

be carried out in a sensitive manner that enhances the wildlife value of the zone.  A strip 

of thick vegetation should be left between the development and the gardens beyond. 
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B6. The Bullring Zone 
 

This zone includes the grassed area within and surrounding the Bullring.  It was recently 

extended out towards the Lake and ponds, while a small part of its northern margin was 

added to the Ecology Zone. 
 

The Bullring is one of the most interesting features within the Park.  It might be thought to 

date back only to the days of the Manfield Estate but it is clearly shown on 1st Edition 

Ordnance Survey maps (surveyed in 1883).  The 1923 Sale Catalogue for the Weston Favell 

House Estate claims that the Bullring (then a circle of 26 lime trees) was over 200 years old 

and that it had possibly been associated will bull baiting.  Although the number of trees has 

now been reduced to only ten, the circle still has considerable historical interest.  It is 

important that it should be conserved and that new trees are planted to replace those that 

need to be removed.   
 

Once, a statue of a young man killing a boar was mounted on a plinth in the middle of circle.  

Now only the plinth remains.  Some residents have called for the restoration or replacement 

of the statue.  The original statue is probably beyond repair; FoEP considered its 

replacement but believe that the area could be put to better use without the inconvenience 

of a statue in this position. 
 

Apart from its heritage value, the Bullring has value as a focal point within the Park.  The 

land here is somewhat higher than the rest of the Park and the ground is comparatively 

firm.  The area is also partly sheltered by trees to the north and east.  FoEP found that the 

Bullring was an ideal centre of activity for its Easter ‘Family Fun’ event.  In the future the 

Bullring could be used for out-door dance and drama and small-scale music events.  It would 

be very suitable, for example, as a location for a children’s May Festival with boys and girls 

dancing in and out around the trees.  The heavy plinth at the centre of the ring could 

interfere with such activities and should be removed. 
 

If anything was to be constructed within the circle it should be Edwardian (or earlier) in 

character and of a nature that did not interfere with the areas potential use for 

entertainment and organised children’s activities.  Careful consideration should be given to 

the location of information boards, litter bins and park furniture. 
 

Proposal 12:  The bullring should be conserved for its historical interest with new trees 

being planted to replace those removed.  The area within should be developed as an 

outdoor entertainment area with only structures that would enhance this use.  

Information boards should be positioned outside the ring. 

 

B7. The Lake and Lake Margins 
 

Under this heading we include the Lake itself, its banks, and its immediate surroundings.  

Issues relating to drainage and water levels were discussed in Section A4. 
 

The Lake was constructed early in the 20th century by James Manfield as part of Weston 

Favell House Estate.  It was originally stocked with 1300 rainbow trout and used for boating 

and fishing.  A boathouse, which also served as a tea-house, was located on its banks but 

this was demolished many years ago. 
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The Lake vegetation was surveyed by the Wildlife Trust in 1992 and 2005.  Eighteen species 

of wetland plant, including four from the ‘Fen, Swamp and Marsh Indicator Species’ list, 

were recorded during the 2005 survey and the site was declared a County Wildlife Site (now 

Local Wildlife Site).  This means that the Trust has an interest in its management. 
 

The 2005 survey also drew attention to the large areas of Phragmites reedbed within the 

Lake and the importance of these as a valuable habitat for wildlife including reed warblers 

and reed buntings.  The report drew attention to the fact that fishermen at the Lake had 

called for more reedbed to be removed and added, “Clearing the reedbeds will be 

detrimental to the wildlife value of the lake.”  Another management issue raised in the 2005 

report was the existence of Himalayan balsam in the Lake.  As a highly invasive, non-native 

species, this species is undesirable and needs to be controlled. 
 

The fishing rights on the Lake are held by Eastfield Angling Club which is represented on the 

FoEP committee.  Its members play a very active part in our clean-up operations.  They 

helped remove some of the Phragmites reeds from one of the Park ponds, an act 

recommended by the Wildlife Trust; they also removed some from the Lake, an act 

considered undesirable by some conservationists. 
 

Most sensible conservation requires compromise and balance.  Reedbed is undoubtedly an 

important habitat for many aquatic animals as well as birds, but it also increases the rate of 

silting and water loss.  Too much reedbed in a shallow lake can rapidly lead to loss, not only 

of open water, but of the lake itself.  The famous reedbeds of the Norfolk Broads have been 

managed by people for centuries. 
 

FoEP, with both anglers and conservationists among its members, is ideally positioned to 

make the compromises and achieve the balance required for appropriate management of 

such issues.  Already we have agreed that reeds should only be fully removed from the 

southern shore of the Lake; fishing swims should be cut through the reeds on the northern 

shore and the reeds at the eastern end of the Lake should be left entirely.  Of course, 

management plans need to be reviewed and possibly revised from time to time. 
 

Proposal 13:  The primary use of Eastfield Park Lake should be angling, followed by 

conservation and related activities (such as bird watching).  Any activities that conflict 

with these uses should not be allowed.  Policy decisions relating to the management of 

the Lake should be in the hands of FoEP, providing it consults with both the Eastfield 

Angling Club and the Wildlife Trust. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Figure 9: ‘Eastfield Lake in the Autumn Sun’:  A haven for anglers and a recognised Local Wildlife Site. 
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Section C.  ACTIVITIES WITHIN THE PARK 

 

C1. Heritage 
 

As has been mentioned earlier in this document, the heritage value of Eastfield Park relates 

mainly to the period when the land was part of James Manfield’s Weston Favell House 

Estate, thus giving the Park a link with Northampton’s shoe industry.  There are, however, 

Park features which predate James Manfield’s ownership such as the Bullring and ridge and 

furrow.  Some of the Park boundaries also date back to more ancient times when the land 

fell in the parishes of Abington and Weston Favell. 

 

One member of the FoEP committee has been researching the history of the Manfields 

while another has been searching for information about field names, land use, etc. further 

back in time. 

 

It would be interesting to know more about the Bullring.  How old are the trees that form it?  

How old is the feature itself (the present trees could be replacements)?  Was the ring ever 

used for bear- or bull-baiting (at one time both popular ‘sports’ in this country)?  Did the 

ring have some other function such as some kind of memorial?  It would also be of interest 

to know more about land ownership in the area and how land use changed from medieval 

times onwards.  Some of this information may be difficult, even impossible, to find but it 

would be worth creating a research project to discover as much as possible about the 

history of the Park from the earliest times to the present. 

 

There is also a wealth of memories relating to the Park’s more recent history, very little of 

which has been recorded.
11

  A separate project could research recent social and oral history 

based on such memories, before it is too late. 

 

Proposal 14:  An historical research project should be set up to discover as much as 

possible about the history of Eastfield Park from the earliest times to the present, 

including its links with Northampton’s shoe industry.  A second project should focus on 

recent social history based on the memories of residents. 

 

C2. Conservation 
 

As previously explained, Eastfield Park Lake is a Local Wildlife Site while ‘Eastfield Park 

Ponds’ in Zone 2, and ‘Eastfield Park Pines’ in Zone 5, are Potential Wildlife Sites.  Much of 

Zone 1, the Parkland Zone, could soon become a Local Wildlife Site based on recent surveys 

by the Wildlife Trust. 

 

 

 

                                                           
11

  But see, for example, “Major Ray's Estate - Eastfield Park - Lakeview - Northampton” BBC, Write ’04, Jeanette Jordan, 

June 2004, available from: 

 http://www.bbc.co.uk/northamptonshire/features/poetry_prose/2004/write/j_jordan_02.shtml (Accessed 18/08/08) 
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FoEP also wants much of Zone 2, the Ecological Zone, to become a Wildlife Appreciation 

Area, ‘an area where a range of suitable habitats for plants and animals exist alongside an 

area with easy public access where people can to observe and enjoy the wildlife’. 

 

FoEP is collecting as much information as it can about the Park’s biodiversity.  This is being 

done with the help of the Northamptonshire Biodiversity Records Centre at Lings House and 

other interested groups such as the Northants Bird Club and the Northants Bat Group.  At 

the beginning of the year we had a list of 119 plant species recorded from the Park but only 

sixteen species of animal (including ten birds).  These figures reflect the fact that surveys 

carried out by the Wildlife Trust have mainly been concerned with plants.  More species of 

animal have since been added to the list but we will not be collating our records until later 

this year. 

 

FoEP will continue to encourage proficient amateur naturalists to collect and submit records 

and it is likely that we will organise our own survey of the Park’s aquatic fauna later this 

year.  We already know that the invertebrate fauna of the four ponds is usually much richer 

than that indicated by the Wildlife Trust’s survey in 2005, when only four species were 

found.  There is a distinct possibility that we will be able to involve staff from the University 

of Northampton in compiling records for certain groups.  Committee members have also 

accompanied Wildlife Trust staff on newt and bat surveys in the Park. 

 

Proposal 15:  FoEP will continue to collect and collate biodiversity data relating to 

Eastfield Park.  At a later date they will provide details about the more interesting species 

for inclusion on park information boards. 

 

C3. Education 

 

Eastfield Park is a valuable educational resource and local schools should make better use of 

it.  This can be encouraged by providing teachers with more information and educational 

support regarding the Park, particularly relating to its history and wildlife.  There are two 

main ways in which this can be achieved: 

 

1. Teachers can be provided with information leaflets and study packs regarding the 

Park’s history and wildlife.  Other ways of using the Park as an educational resource 

can also be suggested, such as measuring the height of trees using simple 

trigonometry, plotting the position of trees using a compass and tape, recording tree 

shadows at different times of day, or using different parts of the park and its features 

to stimulate creative writing. 

 

2. More information can be provided within the Park.  We have already mentioned the 

importance of information boards at the Park’s entrances and of having the trees in 

the Parkland Zone correctly labelled.  Other information boards should be located 

around the park, particularly in the ‘Wildlife Appreciation Area’ but also around the 

Lake and at points of particular interest (Bullring, ha-ha, etc.).  Such signs would 

benefit the general public as well as teachers and children. 
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Proposal 16:  The Borough Council should support FoEP to work in association with trained 

teachers to develop information leaflets and educational packs relating to Eastfield Park.  

In addition to information boards at the Park’s entrances and labels on trees, all features 

of interest should be provided with descriptive boards.  Information boards should also be 

provided throughout the ‘Wildlife Appreciation Area’ describing some of the more 

interesting species and their habits.  The information should be presented in a manner 

that is interesting, informative and accessible to children. 

 

C4. Walking and Jogging 
 

A number of people walk or jog in the Park to obtain exercise in pleasant surroundings.  

Provision of paths, as described in Section A5, would assist such activities especially if 

smooth curves are preferred to sharp corners.  The paths should be planned so as to offer a 

number of possible circuits within the Park.  The enjoyment could be enhanced if people 

knew how far they had walked or jogged. 
 

Proposal 17:  Various walking or jogging circuits through the Park should be suggested 

with the length of each circuit shown on a map.  The map could be made available as a 

leaflet or shown on information boards. 

 

C5. Dog Walking 
 

Dog walking is probably the most popular activity in the Park.  Adequate facilities are 

provided to enable dog owners to clean up after their pets but a number of irresponsible 

dog owners fail to use them.  (One responsible dog owner complained about this and 

requested CCTV to film offenders in the act!) 
 

Dog excrement is not a particularly serious problem in Eastfield Park but where it is found it 

does pose a risk to human health, particularly in the case of children.  Toxocara canis, a 

roundworm parasite often found in dog faeces, can infect people causing anything from 

mild, flu-like symptoms to asthma, epilepsy, serious eye damage and even permanent 

blindness.  It is an offence under the Dogs (Fouling of Land) Act 1996 for a person not to 

clean up if their dog fouls a public place.  Neighbourhood Wardens may issue offenders with 

a fixed penalty notice of £50. 
 

The Borough Council is doing a good job in promoting responsible dog ownership
12

 and we 

would like to suggest that the Council’s Animal Welfare Officers take advantage of some of 

our events in Eastfield Park to further their aims.  It might even be possible to organise 

some special event for dog owners at which responsible ownership is encouraged.  

Organising a competition in local schools for the best anti-fouling poster should also be 

considered in the hope that children might educate their parents! 
 

Proposal 18:  Anti-fouling laws should be strictly enforced in Eastfield Park and dogs 

should be kept out of children’s play areas.  The Council’s Animal Welfare Officers and 

FoEP should jointly consider organising events in the Park, and promoting children’s 

activities, that would encourage responsible dog ownership.  

                                                           
12

  See, for example, the Good Dog Campaign Newsletter available from: 

http://www.northampton.gov.uk/downloads/Spring_-_2008_1_.pdf (Accessed 28/07/08) 
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C6. Angling 
 

Angling is another popular activity within the Park.  As mentioned previously, the fishing 

rights on the Lake are held by Eastfield Angling Club which is represented on the FoEP 

committee.   

 

Anglers are usually good custodians of the waters they fish and the Eastfield anglers are no 

exception.  Apart from playing an active part in FoEP clean-ups, they have negotiated with 

the Environment Agency for the provision of fishing platforms and have helped to install 

these.  They have plans to install special platforms for disabled anglers and also intend 

running training programmes for those new to the sport.  Members of the Club, working 

with FoEP, were also responsible for constructing log benches on the banks of the Lake.  

Their contribution to the management of the area around the Lake (and the Park in general) 

deserves to be recognised by the Borough Council. 

 

Being a local group, the Eastfield Angling Club is ideally suited for establishing, implementing 

and enforcing angling policy on the Lake.  With other members of FoEP they are able to 

determine policy for the management of the Lake itself. 

 

Proposal 19:  The Borough Council should recognise the advantages of having a local group 

(Eastfield Angling Club) overseeing fishing on Eastfield Park Lake and should acknowledge 

the contribution made by the Club to the overall management of the Park.  This 

recognition should be reflected in the Council’s support for the Club by, for example, 

keeping the fees for fishing rights as low as possible, backing grant applications and 

providing practical assistance where needed.  
 

Other proposals that would benefit anglers include those discussed in Sections A4, A5 and 

B7.  The need to increase the water level in the Lake (Section A4) is particularly important 

and could become critical in prolonged hot dry weather.   

 

C7. Sport 
 

Apart from the football pitches in the Sports Zone and the ‘Multi Use Games Area’ (MUGA) 

in the Parkland Zone, the Park has no facilities for organised sport.    This is not in itself a 

major problem; FoEP would rather see the Park used intensively by the general public for 

‘unorganised’ or spontaneous sport than by a relative few keen sportsmen who belong 

to a club for a particular activity and who might only use the Park periodically for a 

couple of hours.  We favour inclusiveness and making maximum use of the Park. 
 

Nevertheless, we have identified the Sports Zone as being the area where more facilities for 

organised sport could be located.  We have earlier recommended that consideration should 

be given to providing indoor facilities and changing rooms in the wooded area south of the 

football pitches (Section B4). 

 

The MUGA has open access and is used casually as well as for organised activities.  Casual 

users include students from Northampton College.  Any new facilities located in the park 

should be available to the maximum number of people for the greatest public benefit.  

However, if demand ever outstrips availability, priority should be given to local users. 
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The MUGA could be sited in a more suitable location away from the Parkland Zone.  FoEP 

has debated whether it should be moved or remain where it is.  Probably the most sensible 

compromise is to leave it where it is but, when it has reached the end of its useful life, to 

remove all traces of it.  In future, facilities should be located in more suitable locations with 

preference being given to the Sports Zone for ‘organised sport’ and the Lake Zone and 

Spinney Zone for ‘unorganised’ spontaneous sport and play with the more ‘adventurous’ 

activities directed towards the Spinney.  

 

Proposal 20:  Any new sports facilities on Eastfield Park should be appropriately situated 

in the eastern half of the Park taking note of the zonation plan.  Facilities should be 

available to the general public, preferably free of charge.  (We accept that it would 

probably be necessary to make a charge if indoor facilities are provided.) 

 

C8. Play 
 

Play is important to a child’s development and learning.  It is the means by which most 

children demonstrate their desire to explore, investigate and understand their 

surroundings.  We therefore favour play that encourages such development rather than 

that which involves dull, repetitive, uninspiring behaviour.  This means, for example, 

that we would much prefer a wooden ‘fort’ with steps, ladder, rope bridge, holes to 

climb through, various possible routes to take and a slide to exit, than a traditional 

‘climb-up - slide-down’ metal slide.   Similarly, knotted ropes and tyres on chains are 

preferred to traditional swings.  The equipment provided in the central adventure 

playground at Stanwick Lakes gives a good idea of the kind of adventurous play facilities 

we would like to see in Eastfield Park. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

Figures 10 & 11: ‘Child Development through Play.’  Challenging play equipment for children at 

Irchester Country Park (left) and Stanwick Lakes (right). 
 

Play equipment for pre-school children should be located closest to housing and could be 

placed alongside Greenside (or even on the green spaces between the houses) for residents 

of the Eastfield Estate, and close to the Skiddaw Walk entrance for those living in Lake View.  

The favoured site for equipment for older children is the Lake Zone with the most 

adventurous equipment for teenagers in the Spinney Zone.  The positioning of facilities 

should be done so as to allow plenty of space for spontaneous activity and unorganised 

sport in these areas.  
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Proposal 21:  Adventurous play equipment that encourages both the mental and physical 

development of children should be provided in Eastfield Park.  Apparatus for the youngest 

children should be situated closest to housing.  Facilities for older children should be 

located mainly in the Lake and Spinney Zones with the more robust and adventurous 

equipment in the latter.   

 

C9. Relaxation 
 

Some people simply want to sit down in the Park, relax, possibly have a picnic, and admire 

the view in peaceful surroundings. 

 

The way that the Park is zoned encourages more boisterous activities to take place in the 

Sports Zone in the east, and the Lake Zone in the south-east of the Park, while the Parkland 

zone in the west and the Ecology Zone in the north-west are for quieter, more peaceful 

activities.  (NB! This does not rule out the Parkland Zone or the Ecology Zone being used by 

children for play but no special resources for play would be provided in these areas.  Play 

would therefore focus on exploring these areas and making use of their natural resources - 

possibly the best kind of play!  While such play is not necessarily quiet, it is probably less 

disturbing that a large group of children making use of climbing equipment or having a 

spontaneous game of football with no referee!) 

 

Although the Bullring Zone (between the Parkland and Ecology Zones) is designated for 

‘entertainment’ such as music and drama, these activities would be held infrequently and 

would not generally disturb the peace of the surrounding areas.  Rather, music and drama 

would not be disturbed by sport and play on the other side of the lake and could be enjoyed 

in relative peace.  Appropriate music could enhance the peaceful enjoyment of the Park. 

 

Although some people are prepared to sit on the ground, the very poor provision of seating 

within the Park is, for many, a major disincentive to the relaxed enjoyment of the Park.  As 

mentioned earlier, members of FoEP and the Eastfield Angling Club have constructed log 

benches on the banks of the Lake and we hope to provide more of these in the future but 

there is a need for a lot more seating at regular intervals within the Park, particularly for 

older members of the community.  Paths should also be provided with ‘lay-bys’ to enable 

wheelchair users to get off the main route and relax.  Like seats, these should be positioned 

to give users the best views of the Park.  Groups of picnic tables should be placed in suitable 

areas such as between the Ecology Zone and the Bullring, the south-west corner of the 

Parkland Zone and the eastern edge of the Lake Zone. 

 

All seats and picnic areas should be provided with tough, fire-resistant, enclosed, easily 

emptied litter bins (such as the Glasdon Brunel bin
13

) rather than the ‘wire baskets’ used in 

the past.  Bins should be emptied and inspected frequently.  

 

Proposal 22:  Adequate seating, and ‘rest stops’ for wheelchair users, should be available 

within the Park.  They should be carefully located to enable users to get the best use from 

them.  Groups of picnic tables should be placed in suitable locations.  All seats and picnic 

areas should be provided with suitable, frequently emptied, litter bins. 

                                                           
13

 http://viewer.zmags.com/showmag.php?mid=sgpsd#/page12/ (Accessed 06/05/08) 
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Figure 12 (left): ‘10/10 for dogs; 0/10 for humans.’  The bin for dogs’ mess is fine but the litter bin was 

unsuitable even before vandals got to it.  Contained, fire resistant, bins are needed. 
 

Figure 13 (right): ‘Come you who are weary …’  A variety of seats are required at Eastfield Park; this 

one is at Sywell Country Park. 

 

C10. Special Events 
 

FoEP wants to see more people using the Park.  We firmly believe the more that people use 

the Park, the safer it will become.  We welcome ‘casual’ use of the Park but we want to see 

small groups organising their own informal activities and larger groups organising more 

‘formal’ events for parts of the community or for the whole community. 

 

FoEP intends to organise its own events (probably four a year in addition to the clean-up 

operations) but we want to see other groups organising, or taking part in, such activities.  

We welcome the fact that the Borough Council will be organising its own activities for 

promoting sports development and play and that some of these will take place in Eastfield 

Park.   

 

We hope that we will be able to work together to encourage other organisations, institutes, 

etc. to make use of the Park for its own purposes.  It would be really good, for example, if 

some music group was able to put on a concert in the Park, or if a local school could do an 

open-air drama.  We have earlier mentioned the possibility of the Council’s Animal Welfare 

Officers organising some event for dog owners at which responsible ownership is 

encouraged.   

 

Proposal 23:  The Borough Council and FoEP should work together to promote greater use 

of Eastfield Park, particularly by encouraging organisations, institutes, etc. to make use of 

the Park for public events that bring benefit to the local community.  
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Part III. THE WAY AHEAD 
 

Friends of Eastfield Park recognises the enormous potential of Eastfield Park and is wholly 

committed to its regeneration.  This is why its members have been prepared to devote time 

and energy, mind and muscle, to improving its present condition.  We are optimistic and 

positive about the Park’s future. 

 

Unfortunately, this optimism is not shared by all members of the local community.  Many 

are apathetic concerning the Park and, even among those who cherish it, there is pessimism 

about its future.  It is this apathy and pessimism that has sometimes prevented more people 

from being involved in our public activities.  

 

When discussing the Park with local residents it has become apparent that this cynicism 

largely results from the attitude that ‘nothing will be done’ and that this attitude comes 

from the fact that, in the past, little has been done to improve the Park. 

 

We believe, however, that recent improvements to the Park have begun to change attitudes 

for the better.  The more that people see progress, the more they will use the Park and 

engage with FoEP.  After much time spent working in the Park and talking about it, we think 

the time has come for a quantum leap forward in the Park’s renewal. 

 

We consider that such rapid progress is best achieved by FoEP and the Borough Council 

working together to produce a fully costed Regeneration Plan for the Park based on the 

Proposals presented in this document.  This Regeneration Plan should be accompanied by 

a Management Plan detailing how the Park would be maintained after the regeneration is 

complete. 

 

Members of FoEP want to be fully involved the whole process.  We do not expect all of our 

suggestions to be adopted without change, but we do want to be involved in the discussions 

and decision making process.  We believe that there is great strength in such cooperation 

and that this will become evident when we make joint applications to grant-awarding 

bodies. 

 

FoEP has a vision for Eastfield Park.  While that vision may not be perfect, it is based on local 

knowledge, consultation, research, discussion, and the expertise of its various members.  It 

is an inclusive vision, aimed at benefiting the whole community, and a realistic vision, 

including only developments which can be achieved and are sustainable over a long period 

of time.  We believe it is a vision which will benefit community development and social 

cohesion in the local area, and we hope that FoEP and the Borough Council will work 

together to turn this vision into a reality. 

 
‘Where there is no vision, the people perish.’

14
 

 

  

                                                           
14

 Proverbs 29:18 (King James Version) 
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APPENDIX I 

 

Friends of Eastfield Park Committee Members 
 

 

Name:   Office:  Organisation/Interests: 

Alan Wright    Chair  Eastfield Residents Association  

Kev Wilson    Secretary Eastfield Angling Club 

John Baxter   Treasurer Lakeview Residents Association 

David Acock  Member Boothville Resident 

Philip Buchan   Member  

Scott Collins  Member Liberal Democrat Councillor for Eastfield Ward 

Bernard Kelly  Member Lakeview Residents Association, History & Heritage 

Tony Mallard  Member Eastfield Residents Association 

Vic Smith   Member Broadmead Baptist Church; Ecology & Conservation 

Phil York    Member Eastfield Angling Club 

Linda Martin  Ex officio Neighbourhood Co-ordinator, NCC 
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APPENDIX II 

 

Young Peoples Questionnaire Summary 
(Eastfield Street Football Project - Summer, 2007) 

 
A short interview was carried out with 20 young people, aged 7-14, after Saturday street football on 

the Park.  The survey aimed to discover more about what young people did in their spare time, 

where they went, what they would like to do, and to obtain an opinion on how they felt about the 

area in which they live. 

 

Not surprisingly, as the interviews were carried out on the Park, the Park features strongly in their 

responses. 

 

• In their spare time, the most common activity was football (16) (all boys), console games or 

watching TV (12), playing in the Park (6) or swimming (6). 

 

• Areas where the young people go included clubs (8), playing in the Park (8), or playing 

outside their house (6). 

 

• Things the young people liked about the area: The top answer was aspects of the Park to 

play in, closely followed by the area being friendly and having family living locally. 

 

• Top of the list of things the young people didn’t like about the area was anti-social 

behaviour, particularly burned out cars and joy riding (9) as well as drunks, stealing, fights 

and stabbings.  Two children complained about the lack of play areas. 

 

• When asked what concerned them, ten were worried by ‘stranger danger’; five had no 

worries or gave no response. 

 

• The young people were asked, if money wasn’t an issue, what they would like to see in the 

area.  The responses were for a dirt track for bikes/motorbikes or quad bikes (9), assault 

course (7), adventure playground (4), swings and slide (4), astro turf (4), improvements to 

the MUGA (4), youth club (4) and skate park (3). 

 

• When asked what they would like in a youth club, the young people suggested games like 

pool/snooker, table tennis, etc., followed by somewhere like Berzerk/Hullabaloo (mainly 

girls), and arcade games. 

 

 

 

Full report available on request 

 

Linda Martin 

August 08 
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APPENDIX III 

 

Original Park Zonation (March, 2007) 

as displayed at the ‘Battle of the Bands’ and other Public Meetings 
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P4 

P3 

P2 

P1 

EASTFIELD PARK WILDLIFE APPRECIATIO� AREA: 

Refuge & Observation Areas  

Refuge Areas 
 

Minimum clearance of undergrowth except 
strips alongside main paths (shown red) and 
‘peninsula’ of Pond 4. 
 
Only dangerous trees removed - provide use-
ful screen. 
 
Minor paths (thin green lines) kept open to 
discourage entry to other areas but kept as 
narrow as possible. 
 
Entry to north side of Pond 4 and inflow 
stream blocked with cut branches, etc. 
 
Old inflow to Pond 4 exposed as a feature of 
interest but vegetation/reedbeds on north side 
of pond left intact.  End of peninsula kept 
clear of bushes but sedge on bank left intact. 
 
Nettle beds left for wildlife.  Large bed of 
reedmace left at centre / east side of Pond 1. 
 
Log piles, stone piles, etc. provided in under-
growth. 
 
Nest boxes on trees especially those facing 
observation area of Pond 4. 
 
Wild flowers planted in some areas that can 
easily be seen from observation area (e.g. 
primroses on Pond 4 peninsula). 

Observation Areas 
 

‘Green path’ created from existing minor 
tracks and upgraded for wheelchair use. 
 
Undergrowth kept low and cleared from 
around main paths and wildflower areas but 
otherwise  not removed completely. 
 
Log seats provided in areas overlooking 
Ponds 1 and 4. 
 
Pond-dipping platforms provided on Ponds 1 
and 4 following deepening of ponds. 
 
Appropriate wildflowers planted in selected 
areas (e.g. bluebells, wild garlic south of Pond 
4 under deciduous trees; foxgloves under 
conifers south of Pond 3).  Eventually replace 
some conifers with native broad-leaved trees. 
 
Neat log piles, stone piles, etc. discretely hid-
den in undergrowth. 
  
Wild flower garden (with examples of all 
planted wild flowers) created in area marked 
‘W’ on plan. 
 
Information boards at strategic positions 
around site, particularly along green path but 
also along red paths and in wildflower garden.  
Boards to explain policy as well as providing 
information about wildlife. 

Ponds and ‘stream’ 

 

Reeds cleared from south and east of Pond 4 and Typha cleared from south 
and west of Pond 1.  Silt removed from cleared areas and used to help rein-
force bank.  Banks reinforced with tethered logs where necessary . 
 
Ponds 2 and 3 dredged when convenient. 

 

Eventually Ponds 1 and 4 deepened by increasing height of outflow. 
 
Stepping stones near outflow from Pond 4 and possibly, in the future, 
bridges between Pond 1 & 2, and 2 & 3. 

 V G F Smith (Friends of Eastfield Park) 

8th Nov. 2007 

APPENDIX IV 

 

‘Wildlife Appreciation Area’: Concept Plan 
 

The basic concept is to divide the Wildlife Appreciation Area into two zones: a refuge zone 

between the ponds and the houses, and an observation zone between the ponds and the 

open parkland.  The refuge zone vegetation would consist of trees with a thick undergrowth 

of bushes, brambles and nettles while the observation zone would have scattered trees and 

low grasses and herbs, allowing a clear view across the ponds to the area beyond.  Apart 

from offering places for animals to hide away, the refuge zone should, if the vegetation is of 

the right type, form a barrier between the Park and the residential area that both screens 

the houses from view and protects the residents from intruders.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

In the above plan, the paths shown in red are existing paths and should be kept open and 

made suitable for wheelchair users.  The thick green line represents a new path through the 

observation area.  The exact preferred route has been changed since this plan was drawn 

but it should also be suitable for wheelchairs, thus forming a complete circuit through the 

Wildlife Appreciation Area.  The thin green lines represent tracks suitable only for walkers. 

 
(NB.  Pond numbers shown on the above plan agree with those used by the Wildlife Trust.  They have been 

reversed from when the plan was originally presented in November 2007.) 


