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Allotments 

Definition 

10.1 This includes all forms of allotments, with a primary purpose of providing 
opportunities for people to grow their own produce. This type of open space may also 
include urban farms. 

Picture 10.1  London Road Allotments 

 

Strategic context 

10.2 Like other open space types, allotments can provide a number of wider benefits to 
the community as well as the primary use of growing produce. These include: 

· the long-term promotion of sustainability and social inclusion  

· bringing together people of different cultural backgrounds 

· improving physical and mental health 

· providing a source of recreation 

· wider contribution to green and open space. 

10.3 The Adopted Local Plan states in Policy R20 that the development of allotment sites 
will not be permitted unless alternative facilities are provided in an appropriate 
location, or the allotments are no longer required in the locality. 

Consultation 

10.4 Only 3.9% of all respondents to the household survey stated they use allotments. 
However, 16.7% did indicate that they would be interested in using an allotment in 
their local area. Reasons given for not already holding an allotment plot included: 

· “don’t know of closest location 

· would love one, but don’t have time 

· not enough time at present 

· they are too big, would like half size plot as we are retired 

· I thought only council tenants were allowed allotments 

· I don’t know how I can access one, and would need help 
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RECOMMENDED LOCAL QUALITY STANDARD  

‘A clean, fertile, well- kept and secure site that encourages 
sustainable communities, biodiversity and healthy l iving. 

The site should have appropriate ancillary faciliti es to 
meet local needs, and be easily accessible’.  

· there are none locally.” 

10.5 2.5% of respondents indicated that allotments were the type of open space they use 
most often. As this is such a low response, care needs to be taken in interpreting the 
results and in particular, extrapolating them.  

10.6 71% of respondents who use allotments most often prefer to access them on foot. 
47% would expect to travel for less than five minutes. 

10.7 A significant problem identified by people who use allotments most often was mis-
use of sites. A minor problem identified was vandalism and graffiti. Respondents 
were satisfied with boundaries, pathways and maintenance and management. 

Setting provision standards 

10.8 In setting local standards for allotments there is a need to take into account any 
national or local standards, current provision, other local authority standards for 
appropriate comparison, site assessments and consultation on local needs. Full 
justifications for the local standards are provided within Appendices H, I and J. The 
recommended local standards have been summarised below in context with the 
allotment sites in the District of Salisbury. 

Quality standards 

10.9 User aspirations from the household survey showed the top five highest rated quality 
factors for this typology to be: 

· good access to site 

· on site security (eg warden/CCTV) 

· clean/litter free 

· toilets 

· litter bins. 

10.10 The majority of respondents to the household survey rated the quality of allotment 
sites as average. Respondents suggested that the most significant problems 
encountered at allotments were related to litter and dog fouling.  

10.11 The quality standard provides the vision for any new provision and also a benchmark 
for existing allotment and community gardens to achieve in terms of enhancement. 
Within Appendix J 
there is further 
explanation on the 
suggested approach 
to future 
benchmarking of 
sites. 
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RECOMMNEDED LOCAL QUANTITY 
STANDARD 

Urban – 0.55ha per 1,000 population 

Rural – 0.38ha per 1,000 population  

Quantity standard 

10.12 The National Society of Allotment and Leisure Gardeners suggest a standard of 20 
allotments per 1,000 households (ie 20 allotments per 2,200 people based on 2 
people per house) or 1 allotment per 200 people. This equates to 0.125ha per 1,000 
population based on an average plot size of 250m2. 

10.13 Table 10.1 below provides details on the breakdown of allotment sites and areas per 
analysis area. It shows the highest number of sites is in the Stonehenge and 
Salisbury City analysis areas, however they also have the smallest and largest 
average site size respectively. The Nadder Valley analysis area has the lowest 
number of sites, followed closely by Mere and District. 

Table 10.1  Quantitative analysis of allotment site s 
Analysis area Number of sites  Total area of 

sites (ha)  
Average site 

size (ha)  

Stonehenge 9 3.4 0.4 

Mere and District 4 3.1 0.8 

Nadder Valley 3 2.3 0.8 

Southern 8 3.5 0.4 

Four Rivers 6 4.1 0.7 

Salisbury City 10 17.1 1.71 
 

10.14 30% of respondents consider the amount of allotments to be ‘about right’, whilst 37% 
had no opinion. 20% felt there to be ‘not enough’ allotment provision whilst 10% felt 
there was ‘nearly enough’.  

10.15 Separate local standards have been set for the urban and rural analysis areas. This 
reflects the different open space and resources and pressures on allotments that the 
different areas of the District experience.  

10.16 The recommended urban quantity standard has been set at 0.55ha per 1,000 
population. This is based on the current provision level in Mere and District analysis 
area and it is an aspiration for the other urban areas to match this provision level.  
The recommended rural standard is 0.38ha per 1,000 population. This is based on 
the current provision level in the Four Rivers analysis area.  
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RECOMMENDED LOCAL 
ACCESSIBILITY STANDARD 

15 minute walktime 

Accessibility 

10.17 The accessibility of sites is paramount in maximising usage as well as providing an 
opportunity for all people to use the site. The local standard provides a realistic travel 
time/distance threshold, based on local needs that can assist in highlighting areas of 
deficiency, as well as ensuring that any new provision is placed in priority areas that 
are outside the recommended local accessibility catchment. 

10.18 The 75th percentile for the City suggests that a 20 minute walk time would be 
considered reasonable for allotments. However the same process results in a ten 
minute walktime for the rest of the District. For residents who use allotments most 
frequently the 75th percentile results in a walktime of up to 20 minutes, however it is 
based on a low baseline of only 17 people. 

10.19 The recommended standard of a 15 minute walktime is based on the 75th percentile 
for the entire District, and is in line with standards derived for other similar local 
authority areas.  This equates to a 1.2km walk along roads and footpaths, or about 
720m as a straight line radius from each site.  

 

 

 

Applying provision standards  

10.20 In order to identify geographical areas of importance and those areas with unmet 
local needs, we apply the quantity standard together with the local standard for 
accessibility. The quantity standards enable the identification of areas that do not 
meet the minimum provision standards, while the accessibility standards will help 
determine where those deficiencies are of high importance. Applying the standards 
together is a much more meaningful method of analysis than applying the standards 
separately and therefore helps with the prioritisation of sites. 

10.21 Table 10.2 below details the current level of provision for each analysis area, and 
when compared to the standard, whether there is a shortfall or surplus of provision. 
The rural standard has been applied to all analysis areas, except for the Salisbury 
city analysis area. 
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Table 7.2  Provision of allotments per 1,000 popula tion 
Analysis area Population Actual Total area 

(ha) 
Quantity standard 

(ha) per 1,000 
population  

Quantity standard 
applied to the 

population (ha)

Shortfall/surplus 
(ha) per 1,000 

population 

Stonehenge 
(Rural)

30172 3.71 0.38 11.5 -7.8

Mere and District 
(Rural)

5601 4.43 0.38 2.1 2.3

Nadder Valley 
(Rural)

7276 2.28 0.38 2.8 -0.5

Southern          
(Rural)

21021 3.5 0.38 8.0 -4.5

Four Rivers 
(Rural)

10816 4.06 0.38 4.1 -0.1

Salisbury City 
(Urban)

39726 17.07 0.55 21.8 -4.8

 

Identifying geographical areas 

10.22 Map 10.1 overleaf shows that there are a large number of towns and villages in the 
rural areas without access to an allotment within a 15 minute walktime.  Key areas 
include: Durrigton, Tilshead, Dinton, Donhead, Fovant, Coombe Bisset, Redlynch, 
Whiteparish, West Grimstead, Middle Winterslow and Porton.  

10.23 Despite the lack of access in these areas, it does not automatically follow that the 
Council should look to provide allotments in each area as allotments are a demand-
led type of open space.  Therefore it is recommended that the Council wait until 
approached by the relevant Parish or Town Council before investigating the feasibility 
of such a site in these areas.   

AL 1 Council to consider planning for new allotment sites in rural areas pending 
proven demand from relevant Parish/Town Council. 

 

10.24 The urban areas of Salisbury City, Amesbury Tisbury and Mere are examined in the 
following pages. 
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Map 10.1  Accessibility catchment mapping for allot ments 
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Map 10.2 Focus upon Salisbury City  

 

Reproduced from Ordnance Survey material with the permission of the Ordnance Survey on behalf of the Controller of Her Majesty's Stationary Office Crown 
Copyright. Unauthorised reproduction infringes Crown Copyright and may lead to prosecution or civil proceedings. Licence No. 100033329, Salisbury District 
Council. Map Scale 1cm =2.201km 
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10.25 Map 10.2 shows that allotment provision in Salisbury city is most dominant in the north and east areas. The Council has identified two 
areas for development in the south of Salisbury for residential development. It should be a priority for one of these areas to contain an 
allotment site. 

10.26 In the central area new provision will be more problematic for the Council as there is a lack of sites available due to housing pressures. 
However should any large scale redevelopment occur in the future, allotment provision should be a priority. 

AL 2 The Council to plan for new residential areas in the south of Salisbury city 
to contain allotment provision. 

 

10.27 Amesbury has two allotment sites, both of which are centrally located.  This leaves a significant area to the east without provision.  New 
provision in this area should be a priority for the Council. 

AL 3 The Council to plan for a new allotment site to the east of Amesbury. 
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Map 10.3 Focus upon Amesbury 

Reproduced from Ordnance Survey material with the permission of the Ordnance Survey on behalf of the Controller of Her Majesty's Stationary Office Crown Copyright. 
Unauthorised reproduction infringes Crown Copyright and may lead to prosecution or civil proceedings. Licence No. 100033329, Salisbury District Council. Map Scale 1cm 
=2.201km 
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Map 10.4  Focus on Mere  

Reproduced from Ordnance Survey material with the permission of the Ordnance Survey on behalf of the Controller of Her Majesty's Stationary Office Crown Copyright. 
Unauthorised reproduction infringes Crown Copyright and may lead to prosecution or civil proceedings. Licence No. 100033329, Salisbury District Council. Map Scale 1cm 
=2.201km 
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10.28 Map 10.4 displays that the Mere area is covered by existing allotment provision, with only a minor area to the west without provision. 
This area is not a priority for new provision. 

10.29 The Tisbury area (Map 10.5 overleaf) has a single site serving the town which provides good accessibility coverage. There is a small 
area to the south west without access and should demand in the future allow for a second site, it should be situated in this area. 
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Map 10.5 Focus on Tisbury  

Reproduced from Ordnance Survey material with the permission of the Ordnance Survey on behalf of the Controller of Her Majesty's Stationary Office Crown Copyright. 
Unauthorised reproduction infringes Crown Copyright and may lead to prosecution or civil proceedings. Licence No. 100033329, Salisbury District Council. Map Scale 1cm 
=2.201km 
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Value assessment 

10.30 Assessing quality and value is fundamental to effective planning. This can be done 
by simply comparing quality, accessibility and usage of sites. Most sites that have a 
high level of usage would normally have good or very good quality and accessibility 
ratings. Most sites with a low level of use would have average or poor quality and 
accessibility ratings. This is because the factors are related and interlinked. However 
there are variations from this, which suggests that these sites would need some 
further analysis. 

10.31 Of the 39 allotment sites in the District, only 11 achieved a low value score. The 
average quality score was 63%, and the average accessibility score 56%. Sites were 
scored above or below the average, and given a level of usage which determined the 
value of the site.  

10.32 Sites scoring high for quality and usage, but with low accessibility included: 

· Quidhampton Allotment (Site ID 320) 

·  Barford Lane Allotments, Downton (Site ID 629) 

· Folly Lane Allotments, Alderbury (Site ID 540) 

· Clarendon Road Allotments, Clarendon (Site ID 348) 

· North Zeals Allotments, Zeals (Site ID 337) 

· Durrington Allotments, Durrington (Site ID 524). 

10.33 These sites are of high value and should be protected. Accessibility issues should be 
addressed to maintain the high level of usage and to ensure that the facility is 
accessible to all existing and potential users. 

10.34 Sites that scored high for accessibility and usage, but with low quality included: 

· Stratford Allotments, Salisbury (Site ID 101) 

· London Road Allotments, Salisbury (Site ID 214). 

10.35 These sites are of high value and should also be protected and improved where 
necessary, in order to increase user satisfaction, and encourage new users to take 
up allotment plots. 

10.36 Four sites scored low for quality and accessibility, but with high usage levels. These 
sites should be prioritised for site improvements, and protected from development as 
they are of high value. The sites in need of priority improvements are: 

· Down Barn Road Allotment, Winterbourne Gunner (Site ID 370) 

· The Limes Allotments, Shrewton (Site ID 487) 

· Bodenham Allotments, Bodenham (Site ID 304) 

· Burcombe Allotments, Burcombe (Site ID 275). 

10.37 Fourteen allotment sites scored high for quality, accessibility and usage and are of 
high value to residents, allotment users. They are also potentially of high importance 
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as a wildlife habitat. These sites must be protected and should be used as a 
benchmark for all other sites. The highest scoring sites were: 

· Avon Bank Road Allotments, Ablington (Site ID 566) 

· Antrobus Road Allotments, Amesbury (Site ID 731) 

· Jack Paul Close Allotments, Mere (Site ID 330) 

· Fonthill Bishop Allotments, Fonthill Bishop (Site ID 254) 

· Hindon Allotment Gardens, Hindon (Site ID 266) 

· Weaveland Road Allotments, Tisbury (Site ID 411) 

· High Street Allotments, Alderbury (Site ID 537) 

· Cow Lane Allotments, Salisbury (Site ID 746) 

· Salisbury Road Allotments, Steeple Langford (Site ID 472) 

· St Andrews Road Allotments, South Newton (Site ID 480) 

· The Tunnel Allotments, Bishopdown (Site ID 153) 

· Warwick Close Allotments, Salisbury (Site ID 221) 

· Coldharbour Lane Allotments, Salisbury (Site ID 223) 

· Fisherton Farm Allotments, Salisbury (Site ID 896). 

Summary and recommendations 

10.38 Allotments are a demand-led type of open space. It is apparent from this study that 
there is a lack of facilities in the more rural settlements. However, it is not feasible for 
an allotment site to be provided in each settlement as there may not be sufficient 
demand to justify new provision. Parish councils should identify to the Council where 
there are waiting lists for allotment plots and review the level of demand at a local 
level. 

AL 1 Council to consider planning for new allotment sites in rural areas 
pending proven demand from relevant Parish/Town Council. 

AL 2 The Council to plan for new residential areas in the south of Salisbury 
city to contain allotment provision. 

AL 3 The Council to plan for a new allotment site to the east of Amesbury. 

 


