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SUBMISSION FOR THE HANKERTON WEBSITE PLAYGROUND DISCUSSION 

DAN LYDIATE, FOLLYFIELD 

 

Introduction  

 

It is evident from the comments placed on this page, alongside a recent leaflet claiming to represent 

all the residents of Old Farm Close, that a small minority of Hankerton residents hold strong views 

in relation to the proposed playground. Within this correspondence, it has become clear to me that 

emotion has clouded judgement. As a result, some of the correspondence published is a mixture of 

misunderstanding and, in some cases, a plain altering of the facts.  

 

When added to an offensive email I have personally received, and a strong belief that no one should 

be subject to harassment in any form, I judged that it was appropriate to redress the balance by 

posting the following accurate information in relation to some of the points that have been made. 

These facts are augmented by my own personal assessment as a resident of Hankerton rather than 

as a member of the Parish Council (PC).  

 

Location 

 

The authors of the Old Farm Close leaflet confirmed the location of the land as being on the left of 

the entrance to Old Farm Close.  

 

This is a matter of public record and the PC has at every step ensured that all interested parties were 

aware of the location. This included my own organisation of a site clearance in April 2019, an event 

none of the neighbouring residents attended despite their apparent claims of being interested in how 

the site is used.  

 

Legalities  

 

The PC has sought and secured independent advice on the legalities of using the site as a 

playground. This advice is unequivocal; the site has planning permission granted by Wiltshire County 

Council to be a playground and none of the covenants on the site override this. Further, the houses 

on Old Farm Close were built on the condition that the site was sold to the Parish Council for a 

nominal fee to be used as a playground (later referred to in subsequent documents as a ‘public open 

space’). These facts are a matter of public record which can be accessed in hard copy on request to 

the PC.  
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Artist’s Impression  

 

The artist’s impression of the site on the Hankerton website is not a scale architectural drawing but 

was produced by a reputable play equipment company following a site visit. It is therefore judged to 

provide a good representation.  

 

If residents are unsure of its accuracy, however, I would encourage them to visit the site in person. 

By doing so, any concerns over the quality of the artist’s impression could be easily alleviated.  

 

Voting Choices 

 

The Parish held a survey on the use of the site in 2014/15 which resulted in 3 favourite options 

(wildlife area, allotments and a play area) with a wildlife area receiving the most support. A public 

meeting was held to start to take action on this but virtually no-one turned up, therefore  the Parish 

did not at the time develop the land but rather left it to become overgrown and unused. Because of 

this, it seems that support for a wildlife area was insufficient to translate opinion into action. 

 

Moving forward to 2018, a group of Hankerton residents approached the PC specifically requesting 

that the site be used as a playground.  With no other parties independently approaching the PC with 

alternative options until after the current Committee was established, the request led directly to the 

current public debate.   

 

Given the history, I would judge that it is appropriate to give the Parish a clear choice on the most 

recent request to use the land by asking whether it wants a playground. To do otherwise would be 

to ignore the expressed wishes of the group who approached the PC in 2018. If the Parish votes for 

a playground, the decision is made. If it does not, the debate can be broadened, and further 

discussion can occur on how to use the land.  

 

Risks  

 

The PC has always recognised that considerations of risk are important. In equal measure, it has 

also acknowledged that risk is a part of play and, in accordance with relevant guidelines, 

opportunities for play should not be abandoned just because they incur some risk. This stance is 

supported the UK Play Safe Forum who state that: 
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‘Striking the right balance between protecting children from the most serious risks and 

allowing them to reap the benefits of play is not about eliminating risk. Nor is it about 

complicated methods of calculating risks or benefits. In essence, play is a safe and 

beneficial activity. Sensible adult judgements are all that is generally required to derive the 

best benefits to children whilst ensuring that they are not exposed to unnecessary risk.’  

 

(Ball, D. Gill, T. and Spiegal, B. (2013) Managing Risk in Play Provision: Implementation 

Guide, Play Safe Forum, p 6).  

 

As a result, a risk assessment was directed by the PC. This was undertaken in 2018 and, on review, 

was judged by the PC to meet all the requirements of a risk assessment.  

 

Further to this, the PC worked in close cooperation with all interested parties (including the residents 

of Old Farm Close) to develop and detail a list of risks and issues. This list is linked to the voting 

page.  

 

Reflecting on these facts, I am saddened that the authors of the Old Farm Close leaflet felt this 

inclusive process had to be undermined by distributing misleading information without any 

consultation. In doing this, they not only misinterpreted the facts but also failed to acknowledge that 

where valid risk is identified the PC works hard to address the issues. As an example, the PC has 

acknowledged the risk of road safety and is actively investigating possible means of mitigation.  

 

Noting this, I would highlight that life is full of risk, but all risk is manageable. Rather than simply 

listing everything one can think of, residents should help the PC identify and mitigate risk in a 

proactive and responsible manner. Furthermore, residents should recognise that meaningful risk 

management takes time. Demanding immediate answers to complex questions is meaningless.  

 

Funding  

 

The authors of the Old Farm Close leaflet correctly stated that Wiltshire County Council has 

requested the grant of £5,000 to be refunded. Where they mislead, however, is that funding was only 

recalled because it was not spent within the required timescales. The reason for this failure is quite 

simple; it was not spent or match funded because all the effort was consumed by responding to the 

complaints of a very small number of residents rather than proactively developing the project.  

 

Further to this, the authors of the Old Farm Close leaflet state that in any re-application the PC is ‘to 

ensure that the appropriate measures for the health and safety, maintenance and sustainability of 

any play area is taken care of, and these elements will be carefully checked in any future grant 
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applications made to us’. Contrary to undermining the case for a playground, highlighting this proves 

that the PC must have originally met these requirements as the initial funding application was 

successful. It further highlights that to be successful again Wiltshire County Council will ensure that 

everything is in order. If the complainants are convinced that the playground will not meet these 

requirements, why are they concerned about the PC reapplying for the grant?  

 

Finally, I would highlight that I have today received an unsolicited email from a non-government local 

community fund who have become aware of the project. On discussing the playground with them, it 

was indicated that they would in principle match fund a future grant from Wiltshire County Council if 

the Parish conducted a small amount of fund raising itself. Though this option is obviously embryonic, 

it confirms that opportunities to fund the project are available.  

 

Summary  

 

The legal case for the use of the site as a playground is clear, the land was designated for this 

specific purpose when Old Farm Close was built. This fact was recognised by a group of residents 

who wanted the long-promised playground to be built so that they would not have to drive to another 

village to allow their children to play. As a result, it is entirely appropriate to fully investigate the use 

of this site as a playground. Within this, however, it is also important to ensure its development is 

what the current residents of the Parish want. This vote provides the opportunity to answer this 

question.  

 

I therefore encourage all Parish residents to read the facts presented on the website (including the 

issues linked to it), visit the site themselves and make an informed decision before voting. I further 

encourage all residents to respect the outcome of the vote. Whether you are for or against the 

playground, I sincerely hope that we all have a respect for democracy and do not undermine 

community unity by pushing back against a clear decision, whatever that decision may be.   

 


