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Q1

Please select which parks management plan you would
like to comment on.

Pavilion Gardens (including the Serpentine), Buxton

Q2

What do you think about the overall detail, content, accuracy and level of information contained in the Park Management
Plan?

Good

Q3

Does the information and content of the plan reflect the priorities and principles of the Parks Strategy?

Yes

Q4

Does the information contained in the Park Management Plan reflect how the park is used?

Yes

Q5

Does the action plan reflect the aspirations for the ongoing management and development of the park?

Probably
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Q1

Please select which parks management plan you would
like to comment on.

Pavilion Gardens (including the Serpentine), Buxton

Q2

What do you think about the overall detail, content, accuracy and level of information contained in the Park Management
Plan?

HPBC seem to have their finger on the pulse of the importance of these open spaces to the residents of Buxton

Q3

Does the information and content of the plan reflect the priorities and principles of the Parks Strategy?

Yes

Q4

Does the information contained in the Park Management Plan reflect how the park is used?

Yes, although no mention of the after dark activities that go on in the undercover car park.

Q5

Does the action plan reflect the aspirations for the ongoing management and development of the park?

Yes

#2#2
COMPLETECOMPLETE

Collector:Collector:   Web Link 1 Web Link 1 (Web Link)(Web Link)
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Q1

Please select which parks management plan you would
like to comment on.

Pavilion Gardens (including the Serpentine), Buxton

Q2

What do you think about the overall detail, content, accuracy and level of information contained in the Park Management
Plan?

The plan is fine as far it goes if your goals are only to meet the needs of its human users. Yet the very basis of a park is that it is a 
space in which people interact with the other parts of life, albeit often in a highly contrived format - manicured lawns, flowerbeds of 
non-native plants, exotic trees species. etc There is no doubt that given such aspirations your plan works perfectly well. Yet England 
is the 29th most denatured country on Earth, its ecosystem reduced mainly by chemical farming. Parks should be one place where an 
account of nature's own well being is addressed. You could maximise the plants that deliver pollen and nectar to insects, one of the 
most threatenened and essential parts of British ecosystems. You could have areas of grassland that were left unmown (50 spp of 
moth alone thrive in such basic grasslands, as well as butterflies, beetles and grasshoppers). You cd have a system of nest boxes, 
but especially for sparrows, starlings, house martins (where appropriate) and swifts, all of which have declined by more than 50% in 
this country. You cd have plans to introduce mainly native high-quality trees (oaks support c400 spp of insect, sycamore many fewer 
and cypress trees c16 spp). In the Pavilion Gardens you cd slectively suport breeding by resident duck and waterbirds. Above all you 
cd work with any number of long established stakeholders such as the Buxton Field Club, Buxton Civic Association to equip yourself 
with free consultancy. Equally a biodiversity strategy could build links with the community, it cd be rolled out as part of environmental 
education strategy (explaining the value of uncut verges, pollinators etc). Sponsorship cd be established to help underpin these 
policies. The overarching point is that at present there is minimal attention to nature - local native wildlife - and if this country is to 
reverse its catastophic failure in the realm of nature conservation, all parts need to implement remedial measures. A local park such 
as those in the High Peak are ripe for this innovation.

Q3

Does the information and content of the plan reflect the priorities and principles of the Parks Strategy?

Yes it does. But I would ask you to consider adding an further conscious goal and priority - an attention to the wellbeing of nature itself,
which is the very basis of a park's quality and value

#3#3
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Q4

Does the information contained in the Park Management Plan reflect how the park is used?

see above

Q5

Does the action plan reflect the aspirations for the ongoing management and development of the park?

see above
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Q1

Please select which parks management plan you would
like to comment on.

Pavilion Gardens (including the Serpentine), Buxton

Q2

What do you think about the overall detail, content, accuracy and level of information contained in the Park Management
Plan?

Very thorough and clear

Q3

Does the information and content of the plan reflect the priorities and principles of the Parks Strategy?

Yes, I feel that the plan should be more explicit about the Council's obligations in relation to the 2nd principle about heritage i.e. to 
maintain the listed park in a proper condition; to preserve its character and apprearance within a conservation area; to limit its 
permitted use as gardens, public walks and pleasure grounds; to keep views of the river clear.

Q4

Does the information contained in the Park Management Plan reflect how the park is used?

Yes

Q5

Does the action plan reflect the aspirations for the ongoing management and development of the park?

Yes

#4#4
COMPLETECOMPLETE
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Q1

Please select which parks management plan you would
like to comment on.

Pavilion Gardens (including the Serpentine), Buxton

Q2

What do you think about the overall detail, content, accuracy and level of information contained in the Park Management
Plan?

The idea for a dedicated cycling link across the park to avoid unsuitable local roads is much-needed and it’s a shame this wasn’t 
developed further.

Q3

Does the information and content of the plan reflect the priorities and principles of the Parks Strategy?

Roughly, yes, although there needs to me more emphasis on sustainable access, eg dedicated cycle routes across the park avoiding 
pedestrian conflict and installation of cycle parking stands.

Q4

Does the information contained in the Park Management Plan reflect how the park is used?

Yes, although fails to acknowledge that it is already well used for cycling.

Q5

Does the action plan reflect the aspirations for the ongoing management and development of the park?

Yes, but interventions to allow cycling are needed sooner rather than later.

#5#5
COMPLETECOMPLETE

Collector:Collector:   Web Link 1 Web Link 1 (Web Link)(Web Link)
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Q1

Please select which parks management plan you would
like to comment on.

Pavilion Gardens (including the Serpentine), Buxton

#6#6
COMPLETECOMPLETE

Collector:Collector:   Web Link 1 Web Link 1 (Web Link)(Web Link)
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Q2

What do you think about the overall detail, content, accuracy and level of information contained in the Park Management
Plan?

I think it lacks specifics. There are several points of concern. One is the references to “small mammals, birds and invertebrates” 
without ever mentioning the presence of - seemingly thriving - a wild brown trout population in the rivers, as well as the sticklebacks in 
the Upper lake. Personally, I would welcome the opportunity to purchase a permit, one day a year, to flyfish on this section of the Wye! 
Catch and release. If just one ticket for one day each week of the season was available, it would generate revenue, but more so, the 
best river conservationists are often FlyFisher men: we keep an eye on the river. I do anyway: I monitor the trout, and have reported 
mine oxide pollution to the EA when it has occurred, because I am drawn to the river. Whilst that might not be popular, illegal bait 
fishing does occur, poaching for food and fathers teaching kids fishing in ways that lead to fish being killed or taken; its management 
is not mentioned. Neither is the presence of signal crayfish in the river, and their management plan. 

A second moot point is the usage of the park for music festivals and similar. There was a recent premises licence notice given for 
such an event for August 2021, seemingly organised by persons with no qualifications or experience in staging such an event. Pre-
Covid, such events, which in Buxton seem designed typically for an elite, high carbon-consuming, affluent travelling audience, have 
caused much damage to the park grassland, and plausibly the waste management and grounds restoration of such events are not fully 
recouped from organisers and this disproportionately use funds provided by local council tax payers that are - demonstrably from the 
plans - under pressure for priorities. As we emerge into a post-Covid world, one would hope that any large public gatherings locally 
would only be managed with the highest levels of experience of event and Covid safety management: this cannot be achieved with an 
unforced event; fencing an event precludes access to the park for those of us paying for its upkeep, but more importantly for whom it 
is our only accessible green space. In any case, the noise issues and congestion, often on the few weeks of the year when we might 
have weather to enjoy these amenities, preclude us, or make them unbearable. The plan should set out a clear strategy for large scale 
public events in the park, other than bandstand performances, with guaranteed time for unimpeded access for residents and general 
visitors to the area coming for the environment, not the consumerism. 

Thirdly, the anti-social behaviour risk assessment is so generic that it’s a joke: it doesn’t work. Both parks and car park are frequented 
by drug users. 

Fourthly, there have been a lot of tree losses in recent years due to winds, and climate predictions mean there will be more. This is 
both a specific risk for the RA, but what’s the strategy for replacing them? With what? 

Fifthly, the environmental aspect is really interesting. The plan acknowledges implicitly that many other green spaces on the town’s 
periphery are likely to be developed in years to come, so the naturalised if ornamental aspects of the park will be even more vital for a 
sense of well-being. They have great avian biodiversity, and it can improve. Kingfishers, dippers, great spotted woodpeckers, tree 
creepers, nuthatches, redwings, common sandpipers, little grebe, grey and pied wagtails, tawny owls, siskins, redpoll, goldcrests, grey 
herons, bullfinches and bramblings as well as all the common garden/parkland birds, black headed and herring gulls, plus occasional 
kestrels and sparrow hawks, are annually present in season, and I’ve seen in gadwall, teal, pink-footed goose, goosander, fieldfare on 
occasions. There are non-native wildfowl that are naturalised over many generations; mandarin ducks are now the second most 
populous duck species on the wye and its tributaries, and Muscovy ducks, and an increasing population of Canada geese. Artificial 
feeding of these latter two is seemingly leading to them being unable to disperse and thrive, and is contributing to an evidently 
increasing population of brown rats which is now causing problems in adjacent properties and indeed further afield. What is the 
management plan? The wild bird life, with a little thought, could both develop, and be a better annotated feature: the information board 
on birds by the upper lake includes coot - I’ve not seen one in six years - and omits many of the more interesting species that are 
present. There are plenty of people who enjoy the two parks with binoculars and a gentle pace, rather than sprinting around in 
fluorescent Lycra! Lockdown has shown us the real value of this, and the context of this plan is the emergence through and from 
Covid: these things are as important as PE, for which the site, with a gun band swimming pool, makes more than adequate provision. 
It’s a balance of priorities, and in the plan the natural/environmental/post Covid mental wellbeing/carbon neutrality feels under balanced 
when compared to the physical jerks and carbon / consumption jerks!
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Q3

Does the information and content of the plan reflect the priorities and principles of the Parks Strategy?

I think it lacks specifics. There are several points of concern. One is the references to “small mammals, birds and invertebrates” 
without ever mentioning the presence of - seemingly thriving - a wild brown trout population in the rivers, as well as the sticklebacks in 
the Upper lake. Personally, I would welcome the opportunity to purchase a permit, one day a year, to flyfish on this section of the Wye! 
Catch and release. If just one ticket for one day each week of the season was available, it would generate revenue, but more so, the 
best river conservationists are often FlyFisher men: we keep an eye on the river. I do anyway: I monitor the trout, and have reported 
mine oxide pollution to the EA when it has occurred, because I am drawn to the river. Whilst that might not be popular, illegal bait 
fishing does occur, poaching for food and fathers teaching kids fishing in ways that lead to fish being killed or taken; its management 
is not mentioned. Neither is the presence of signal crayfish in the river, and their management plan. 

A second moot point is the usage of the park for music festivals and similar. There was a recent premises licence notice given for 
such an event for August 2021, seemingly organised by persons with no qualifications or experience in staging such an event. Pre-
Covid, such events, which in Buxton seem designed typically for an elite, high carbon-consuming, affluent travelling audience, have 
caused much damage to the park grassland, and plausibly the waste management and grounds restoration of such events are not fully 
recouped from organisers and this disproportionately use funds provided by local council tax payers that are - demonstrably from the 
plans - under pressure for priorities. As we emerge into a post-Covid world, one would hope that any large public gatherings locally 
would only be managed with the highest levels of experience of event and Covid safety management: this cannot be achieved with an 
unforced event; fencing an event precludes access to the park for those of us paying for its upkeep, but more importantly for whom it 
is our only accessible green space. In any case, the noise issues and congestion, often on the few weeks of the year when we might 
have weather to enjoy these amenities, preclude us, or make them unbearable. The plan should set out a clear strategy for large scale 
public events in the park, other than bandstand performances, with guaranteed time for unimpeded access for residents and general 
visitors to the area coming for the environment, not the consumerism. 

Thirdly, the anti-social behaviour risk assessment is so generic that it’s a joke: it doesn’t work. Both parks and car park are frequented 
by drug users. 

Fourthly, there have been a lot of tree losses in recent years due to winds, and climate predictions mean there will be more. This is 
both a specific risk for the RA, but what’s the strategy for replacing them? With what? 

Fifthly, the environmental aspect is really interesting. The plan acknowledges implicitly that many other green spaces on the town’s 
periphery are likely to be developed in years to come, so the naturalised if ornamental aspects of the park will be even more vital for a 
sense of well-being. They have great avian biodiversity, and it can improve. Kingfishers, dippers, great spotted woodpeckers, tree 
creepers, nuthatches, redwings, common sandpipers, little grebe, grey and pied wagtails, tawny owls, siskins, redpoll, goldcrests, grey 
herons, bullfinches and bramblings as well as all the common garden/parkland birds, black headed and herring gulls, plus occasional 
kestrels and sparrow hawks, are annually present in season, and I’ve seen in gadwall, teal, pink-footed goose, goosander, fieldfare on 
occasions. There are non-native wildfowl that are naturalised over many generations; mandarin ducks are now the second most 
populous duck species on the wye and its tributaries, and Muscovy ducks, and an increasing population of Canada geese. Artificial 
feeding of these latter two is seemingly leading to them being unable to disperse and thrive, and is contributing to an evidently 
increasing population of brown rats which is now causing problems in adjacent properties and indeed further afield. What is the 
management plan? The wild bird life, with a little thought, could both develop, and be a better annotated feature: the information board 
on birds by the upper lake includes coot - I’ve not seen one in six years - and omits many of the more interesting species that are 
present. There are plenty of people who enjoy the two parks with binoculars and a gentle pace, rather than sprinting around in 
fluorescent Lycra! Lockdown has shown us the real value of this, and the context of this plan is the emergence through and from 
Covid: these things are as important as PE, for which the site, with a gun band swimming pool, makes more than adequate provision. 
It’s a balance of priorities, and in the plan the natural/environmental/post Covid mental wellbeing/carbon neutrality feels under balanced 
when compared to the physical jerks and carbon / consumption jerks!
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Q4

Does the information contained in the Park Management Plan reflect how the park is used?

I think it lacks specifics. There are several points of concern. One is the references to “small mammals, birds and invertebrates” 
without ever mentioning the presence of - seemingly thriving - a wild brown trout population in the rivers, as well as the sticklebacks in 
the Upper lake. Personally, I would welcome the opportunity to purchase a permit, one day a year, to flyfish on this section of the Wye! 
Catch and release. If just one ticket for one day each week of the season was available, it would generate revenue, but more so, the 
best river conservationists are often FlyFisher men: we keep an eye on the river. I do anyway: I monitor the trout, and have reported 
mine oxide pollution to the EA when it has occurred, because I am drawn to the river. Whilst that might not be popular, illegal bait 
fishing does occur, poaching for food and fathers teaching kids fishing in ways that lead to fish being killed or taken; its management 
is not mentioned. Neither is the presence of signal crayfish in the river, and their management plan. 

A second moot point is the usage of the park for music festivals and similar. There was a recent premises licence notice given for 
such an event for August 2021, seemingly organised by persons with no qualifications or experience in staging such an event. Pre-
Covid, such events, which in Buxton seem designed typically for an elite, high carbon-consuming, affluent travelling audience, have 
caused much damage to the park grassland, and plausibly the waste management and grounds restoration of such events are not fully 
recouped from organisers and this disproportionately use funds provided by local council tax payers that are - demonstrably from the 
plans - under pressure for priorities. As we emerge into a post-Covid world, one would hope that any large public gatherings locally 
would only be managed with the highest levels of experience of event and Covid safety management: this cannot be achieved with an 
unforced event; fencing an event precludes access to the park for those of us paying for its upkeep, but more importantly for whom it 
is our only accessible green space. In any case, the noise issues and congestion, often on the few weeks of the year when we might 
have weather to enjoy these amenities, preclude us, or make them unbearable. The plan should set out a clear strategy for large scale 
public events in the park, other than bandstand performances, with guaranteed time for unimpeded access for residents and general 
visitors to the area coming for the environment, not the consumerism. 

Thirdly, the anti-social behaviour risk assessment is so generic that it’s a joke: it doesn’t work. Both parks and car park are frequented 
by drug users. 

Fourthly, there have been a lot of tree losses in recent years due to winds, and climate predictions mean there will be more. This is 
both a specific risk for the RA, but what’s the strategy for replacing them? With what? 

Fifthly, the environmental aspect is really interesting. The plan acknowledges implicitly that many other green spaces on the town’s 
periphery are likely to be developed in years to come, so the naturalised if ornamental aspects of the park will be even more vital for a 
sense of well-being. They have great avian biodiversity, and it can improve. Kingfishers, dippers, great spotted woodpeckers, tree 
creepers, nuthatches, redwings, common sandpipers, little grebe, grey and pied wagtails, tawny owls, siskins, redpoll, goldcrests, grey 
herons, bullfinches and bramblings as well as all the common garden/parkland birds, black headed and herring gulls, plus occasional 
kestrels and sparrow hawks, are annually present in season, and I’ve seen in gadwall, teal, pink-footed goose, goosander, fieldfare on 
occasions. There are non-native wildfowl that are naturalised over many generations; mandarin ducks are now the second most 
populous duck species on the wye and its tributaries, and Muscovy ducks, and an increasing population of Canada geese. Artificial 
feeding of these latter two is seemingly leading to them being unable to disperse and thrive, and is contributing to an evidently 
increasing population of brown rats which is now causing problems in adjacent properties and indeed further afield. What is the 
management plan? The wild bird life, with a little thought, could both develop, and be a better annotated feature: the information board 
on birds by the upper lake includes coot - I’ve not seen one in six years - and omits many of the more interesting species that are 
present. There are plenty of people who enjoy the two parks with binoculars and a gentle pace, rather than sprinting around in 
fluorescent Lycra! Lockdown has shown us the real value of this, and the context of this plan is the emergence through and from 
Covid: these things are as important as PE, for which the site, with a gun band swimming pool, makes more than adequate provision. 
It’s a balance of priorities, and in the plan the natural/environmental/post Covid mental wellbeing/carbon neutrality feels under balanced 
when compared to the physical jerks and carbon / consumption jerks!
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Q5

Does the action plan reflect the aspirations for the ongoing management and development of the park?

I think it lacks specifics. There are several points of concern. One is the references to “small mammals, birds and invertebrates” 
without ever mentioning the presence of - seemingly thriving - a wild brown trout population in the rivers, as well as the sticklebacks in 
the Upper lake. Personally, I would welcome the opportunity to purchase a permit, one day a year, to flyfish on this section of the Wye! 
Catch and release. If just one ticket for one day each week of the season was available, it would generate revenue, but more so, the 
best river conservationists are often FlyFisher men: we keep an eye on the river. I do anyway: I monitor the trout, and have reported 
mine oxide pollution to the EA when it has occurred, because I am drawn to the river. Whilst that might not be popular, illegal bait 
fishing does occur, poaching for food and fathers teaching kids fishing in ways that lead to fish being killed or taken; its management 
is not mentioned. Neither is the presence of signal crayfish in the river, and their management plan. 

A second moot point is the usage of the park for music festivals and similar. There was a recent premises licence notice given for 
such an event for August 2021, seemingly organised by persons with no qualifications or experience in staging such an event. Pre-
Covid, such events, which in Buxton seem designed typically for an elite, high carbon-consuming, affluent travelling audience, have 
caused much damage to the park grassland, and plausibly the waste management and grounds restoration of such events are not fully 
recouped from organisers and this disproportionately use funds provided by local council tax payers that are - demonstrably from the 
plans - under pressure for priorities. As we emerge into a post-Covid world, one would hope that any large public gatherings locally 
would only be managed with the highest levels of experience of event and Covid safety management: this cannot be achieved with an 
unforced event; fencing an event precludes access to the park for those of us paying for its upkeep, but more importantly for whom it 
is our only accessible green space. In any case, the noise issues and congestion, often on the few weeks of the year when we might 
have weather to enjoy these amenities, preclude us, or make them unbearable. The plan should set out a clear strategy for large scale 
public events in the park, other than bandstand performances, with guaranteed time for unimpeded access for residents and general 
visitors to the area coming for the environment, not the consumerism. 

Thirdly, the anti-social behaviour risk assessment is so generic that it’s a joke: it doesn’t work. Both parks and car park are frequented 
by drug users. 

Fourthly, there have been a lot of tree losses in recent years due to winds, and climate predictions mean there will be more. This is 
both a specific risk for the RA, but what’s the strategy for replacing them? With what? 

Fifthly, the environmental aspect is really interesting. The plan acknowledges implicitly that many other green spaces on the town’s 
periphery are likely to be developed in years to come, so the naturalised if ornamental aspects of the park will be even more vital for a 
sense of well-being. They have great avian biodiversity, and it can improve. Kingfishers, dippers, great spotted woodpeckers, tree 
creepers, nuthatches, redwings, common sandpipers, little grebe, grey and pied wagtails, tawny owls, siskins, redpoll, goldcrests, grey 
herons, bullfinches and bramblings as well as all the common garden/parkland birds, black headed and herring gulls, plus occasional 
kestrels and sparrow hawks, are annually present in season, and I’ve seen in gadwall, teal, pink-footed goose, goosander, fieldfare on 
occasions. There are non-native wildfowl that are naturalised over many generations; mandarin ducks are now the second most 
populous duck species on the wye and its tributaries, and Muscovy ducks, and an increasing population of Canada geese. Artificial 
feeding of these latter two is seemingly leading to them being unable to disperse and thrive, and is contributing to an evidently 
increasing population of brown rats which is now causing problems in adjacent properties and indeed further afield. What is the 
management plan? The wild bird life, with a little thought, could both develop, and be a better annotated feature: the information board 
on birds by the upper lake includes coot - I’ve not seen one in six years - and omits many of the more interesting species that are 
present. There are plenty of people who enjoy the two parks with binoculars and a gentle pace, rather than sprinting around in 
fluorescent Lycra! Lockdown has shown us the real value of this, and the context of this plan is the emergence through and from 
Covid: these things are as important as PE, for which the site, with a gun band swimming pool, makes more than adequate provision. 
It’s a balance of priorities, and in the plan the natural/environmental/post Covid mental wellbeing/carbon neutrality feels under balanced 
when compared to the physical jerks and carbon / consumption jerks!
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Q1

Please select which parks management plan you would
like to comment on.

Pavilion Gardens (including the Serpentine), Buxton

Q2

What do you think about the overall detail, content, accuracy and level of information contained in the Park Management
Plan?

A long term vision compatible with the Council's declared support to address the climate change and biodiversity emergency and a 
"commitment to using the expertise of local groups is missing". Parks should be demonstrations of wildlife-friendly gardening and have 
areas to enable people to have a better contact with nature and engage in public education.

Q3

Does the information and content of the plan reflect the priorities and principles of the Parks Strategy?

The plan's strategies should reflect rather different priorities and principles than has been suggested (I mention some of them above). 
The "wildflower and naturalised" parts of the Serpentine should be extended and the Pavilion Gardens be manages as less of a "formal 
urban park".  than it is.

Q4

Does the information contained in the Park Management Plan reflect how the park is used?

Pavilion Gardens and Serpentine should enable increased contact of people with a more natural environment than they do at present 
for their greater appreciation of its benefits to health and enjoyment.The park should be considered  as much the home of the wildlife 
than it is that of humans.

Q5

Does the action plan reflect the aspirations for the ongoing management and development of the park?

With the above in mind, more natural management schemes especially in the Serpentine should be introduced eg improving soil 
health, attracting more pollinators, birds, native trees and flowers, surveying and measuring current wildlife value, less mowing and 
"tidying". The council should widen its community participation from the Friend's group (which does not cover the Serpentine) and the 
Buxton Field Club and Biodiversity group of the Civic Association would be willing to offer their particular expertise.

#7#7
COMPLETECOMPLETE

Collector:Collector:   Web Link 1 Web Link 1 (Web Link)(Web Link)
Started:Started:   Tuesday, February 02, 2021 5:42:55 PMTuesday, February 02, 2021 5:42:55 PM
Last Modified:Last Modified:   Tuesday, February 02, 2021 6:43:36 PMTuesday, February 02, 2021 6:43:36 PM
Time Spent:Time Spent:   01:00:4001:00:40
IP Address:IP Address:   79.73.53.25279.73.53.252
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Q1

Please select which parks management plan you would
like to comment on.

Pavilion Gardens (including the Serpentine), Buxton
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Q2

What do you think about the overall detail, content, accuracy and level of information contained in the Park Management
Plan?

It is encouraging to see the Council develop plans for our public parks, especially looking longer term. However, this plan primarily 
seems to address maintenance issues and care for the ‘built environment’ of our parks and does not address, at all, how our parks can 
become more biodiverse, more linked to other open spaces and more responsive to the well-being needs of the local population 
through the development of the natural environment.
What is missing and therefore desperately needed in these plans is: 
• a long-term vision compatible with the Council’s declared Climate change and biodiversity emergency;
• proper, measurable targets for how the richness of parks will develop; 
• details of how the wider community will be engaged in making our parks more biodiverse;
• a commitment to using the expertise of local groups to ensure biodiversity sits at the heart of Parks’ Strategy
• details of how our parks will link with other open spaces to form green corridors
• details of on-going survey work so that we have an accurate view of what wildlife the parks support and whether this rises or falls 
over the 10 year period
• a comprehensive statement on reducing or stopping the use of pesticides and herbicides and how all practices become ‘nature 
friendly’ and sustainable ;
• changes in maintenance regimes to support and protect wildlife 
• planting policies which will ensure all planting is done with the aim of supporting wildlife, especially pollinators; 
• the integration of the Tree Strategy and on-going thought to the most appropriate species for increasing tree planting in our parks 
and open spaces
• commitment to supporting wildlife in our parks eg through the introduction of bird boxes for selected species
• a commitment to the training of AES staff so that they are adequately aware of the need for and details of the above.
 Detailed comments on the Plan
The introduction refers to a 5 year period for the plan – the title says 2020-2030 which is a 10 year period. This needs clarifying. 
1. Pt.2 & 3 etc There are welcome references to it being “essential” to “engage with the community to understand their needs and 
desires” and to local groups already having been involved in the plan. In the cause of openness, please can a list of who has actually 
been involved in putting the Plan together be included? Buxton Biodiversity and Buxton Field Club, for example, have not been 
involved in this draft and are keen to be actively involved in contributing their knowledge and expertise.
2. Pt. 3 ‘Purpose of the Plan’ sets out 6 purposes, however, nowhere in this plan does it describe or detail: 
a. any means of benchmarking, 
b. how community involvement will be properly achieved or 
c. what standards will be used or how their measurement will be carried out.
This needs to be addressed.
3. Pt. 5 says that context is important and refers back to the draft Parks’ Strategy on this. However, the draft Strategy does not 
include in its context:
a. the need to look at open spaces together with parks; 
b. the emerging national thinking on Nature Recovery Networks; 
c. the statutory duty under NERC 2006 to have regard to the protection and development of biodiversity in parks and open spaces 
and 
d. the role of parks in addressing the Climate Change and Biodiversity Emergency declared by HPBC in October 2019 which stated 
that “natural habitats, wildlife and biodiversity are in peril”.
This needs to be addressed.
4. Pts. 6.2 and 10.2 refer to it not being necessary to have TPOs. This is justified by saying that the land is council-owned and that 
as the Council has policies to protect the environment, TPOs are not necessary. This relies on those policies actually carrying some 
weight and being inviolable and also on future administrations not changing these policies. Therefore it would be preferable to secure 
the future of the trees by having TPOs.
5. Pt.7 refers to the physical assets in the parks. The plan should also detail the natural assets eg trees, resident bird populations, 
native plants, pollinators sustained by the planting etc
6. Pt. 9.5 says that the plan “seeks to protect and enhance the habitats within the park, and the range of flora and fauna they 
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support” and references the connections with other open spaces. However, nowhere in the plan does it give details of how this will be 
achieved. There are no specific actions to this end and it is vital that these be identified and added to the plan.
7. Pt. 10.1 refers to the Serpentine as a “formal urban park” whereas pt. 9.5 says that “although.. formally laid out… does have 
some areas which lend themselves more readily to naturalisation for the benefit of biodiversity”. This is an important distinction and 
needs to be recognised, not least in the accompanying map where areas of naturalisation towards St John’s Road have not been 
identified. 
8. Pt. 11 recognises the “wildflower area and naturalised parts” as physical assets, which is welcome, as is the idea that “future 
management requires further discussion”. This is especially so as the longstanding wildflower area shown by the river has already 
been reduced by two thirds by the Council with no community consultation (a matter upheld as wrong in the decision on a formal 
complaint to the Council on this issue last year) and the routine maintenance schedule at the end of this plan already has an action 
point to “rotavate and reseed” the wildflower area. This action is contrary to advice received in August 2019 from Derbyshire Wildlife 
Trust and implies decisions already having been reached without consultation. Both Buxton Biodiversity Group and Buxton Field Club, 
amongst others, wish to be involved in these discussions.
9. Pt. 13.3 talks about the ‘recreational value’ of the Serpentine. While it acknowledges some of the more ‘sedate’ activities, it does 
not identify any of the potential for interest to be created throughout the park by a new focus on wildlife and biodiversity. 
10. Pt. 13.5 on ‘ecological value’ talks about seeking “to protect and enhance the habitats within the park, and the range of flora and 
fauna they support” but again, there is nothing in this plan that details what this means in practice or how this will be achieved, 
monitored and measured. This must be addressed if it is to be taken seriously as a statement.
11. Pt. 14 talks of a Park Ranger where “the role also has a significant community participation element working closely with the 
Friends group and other community organisations as well as running events and activities”. This is interesting as none of these 
collaborations and activities seem to be widely known about and there is no content in the rest of the plan describing what the 
Ranger’s aims, activities and targets are for the next 10 years. Again, this needs to be addressed.
12. Pt. 16 talks about the importance of “actively engaging and encouraging community participation” and the Friends’ Group for 
Pavilion Gardens, who say that they see their role as ‘encompassing’ the Serpentine.  While it is true that the Friends have done much 
valuable work on the infrastructure of the park, there are several problems here. 
a. the Friends’ Group constitution does not cover the Serpentine; 
b. the Group has absolutely no knowledge or expertise in respect of wildlife, flora, fauna or biodiversity
c.  the Group itself, though listing a reasonable membership, has only 4 active men who neither represent wider views nor 
encourage wider participation by others; 
d. their facebook page only allows posting by their committee members, there are no comments by other people and there is no 
engagement on this page other than some limited ‘liking’ of posts;
e. while the Plan refers to the group seeing “new members join and others leave to progress other projects” this glosses over the 
fact that the group neither attracts nor welcomes new members and people leave because of  being made to feel unwelcome. 
13. Given these points it is therefore disappointing and surprising that the action plan for the Serpentine names, on a repeating basis, 
only the Friends’ Group as having “responsibility” for actions, alongside the Council/AES. This must be addressed to build a proper 
level of community involvement and fulfil the stated commitment: “We are keen to work with and support community involvement and 
initiatives which protect, enhance and promote the town’s green spaces.”
14. Further points about the Action Plan:
a. While the action to “explore opportunities for creating naturalised areas across the site, where appropriate” is welcome, there are 
no specific aims or actions identified relating to how this could develop over 10 years, Also,  appropriate groups to work on this, such 
as Buxton Biodiversity or Buxton Field Club have not been identified as a being “responsible” for delivery, even though they are seen 
as potential “partners”. Again there is an over-reliance on the Friends Group who have no expertise in this respect.
b. There is no vision in the Plan or Action Plan about how the Parks should look or feel in terms of how rich they could or should be 
in terms of wildlife and nature – it is all about maintenance, built things and tidiness. But Parks are green spaces. They should be 
about how this is developed and improved. So actions such as “clear some of the overgrown formal beds at the entrance to the Park 
and plant appropriately” completely ignore the fact and the beauty of these beds as they are; rich in wilder flowers such as primrose, 
cowslip, fritillary and woodruff which are all attractive to pollinators.
15. The Maintenance Schedule for the Serpentine is equally mechanical and focused on tidiness rather than improving biodiversity. 
Why is there a perceived need for 16 cuts a year when a lower level of cutting would vastly improve flower availability for pollinators? 
And as said before, rotavating the remains of the wildflower area by the river is both against the advice of DWT and destructive of the 
native flowers already thriving there eg meadow sweet, knapweed, tufted vetch and birds foot trefoil, and providing nectar and habitat 
for pollinators and other invertebrates.
Please please rethink these plans they could be so much better
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Please, please, rethink these plans, they could be so much better.

Q3

Does the information and content of the plan reflect the priorities and principles of the Parks Strategy?

No. There is no tie up between the Strategy and the Plans. Strategy should set quantifiable aims and objectives, the plans should 
detail how, when and by whom they should be achieved. This plan doesn't do any of that because it is, in essence, just the existing 
maintenance schedule. There is no indication of how this will be improved or changed for a ten year period

Q4

Does the information contained in the Park Management Plan reflect how the park is used?

No. It sees the parks essentially as a created set of assets rather than as green spaces which could be hugely enriched and improved 
for wider community use and involvement, education on the natural world, and activities, both planned and unstructured to help with 
well-being and improving mental health. It gives no details on how the Ranger might work to this effect and gives no details about how 
real community engagement in the parks will be facilitated

Q5

Does the action plan reflect the aspirations for the ongoing management and development of the park?

No. It is merely the existing maintenance schedule and it should be so much more. It has no sense of how things will improve over the 
ten year period.
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Q1

Please select which parks management plan you would
like to comment on.

Pavilion Gardens (including the Serpentine), Buxton

Q2

What do you think about the overall detail, content, accuracy and level of information contained in the Park Management
Plan?

Seems quite detailed

Q3

Does the information and content of the plan reflect the priorities and principles of the Parks Strategy?

Yes

Q4

Does the information contained in the Park Management Plan reflect how the park is used?

Yes

Q5

Does the action plan reflect the aspirations for the ongoing management and development of the park?

Yes
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Q1

Please select which parks management plan you would
like to comment on.

Pavilion Gardens (including the Serpentine), Buxton

Q2

What do you think about the overall detail, content, accuracy and level of information contained in the Park Management
Plan?

I think it is far too complicated to  form an opinion

Q3

Does the information and content of the plan reflect the priorities and principles of the Parks Strategy?

Possibly

Q4

Does the information contained in the Park Management Plan reflect how the park is used?

Yes

Q5

Does the action plan reflect the aspirations for the ongoing management and development of the park?

My only comment is that I hope you don't make the same mistakes when you created a wildflower meadow in the Serentine. It was a 
good idea but not managed correctly afterwards. It was not a wildflower meadow but a cornfield and should have been scratch 
ploughed after blooming to allow the seeds to germinate for the next year.
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Q1

Please select which parks management plan you would
like to comment on.

Pavilion Gardens (including the Serpentine), Buxton

Q2

What do you think about the overall detail, content, accuracy and level of information contained in the Park Management
Plan?

Good as far as it goes but needs to be specific about how and when the goals will be achieved and how will this be audited.

Q3

Does the information and content of the plan reflect the priorities and principles of the Parks Strategy?

Ok

Q4

Does the information contained in the Park Management Plan reflect how the park is used?

Ok

Q5

Does the action plan reflect the aspirations for the ongoing management and development of the park?

The plan is good as far as it goes and it is clear the Council has a number of priorities. My main concern is that it does not emphasise 
the need for radical action on biodiversity and habitat conservation/creation. This is the moment to be bold; to move away from old-
fashioned views of clipped grasslands, tidiness and formal flower beds. The whole park can be an area of much higher ecological value
if the council saw this as a core objective in its plan. It ought to include: an audit of the insect, mammal and aquatic life; planting only 
native trees; planting nectar rich flowers in borders; reducing the 16 mowings p/a to allow grasses to  host insects and capture carbon; 
educating visitors as to why areas are allowed to run a bit wild and why rotten log piles are good  for nature. There are numerous 
possibilities for playing our part in biodiversity and climate solutions through development of our open spaces with nature recovery at 
the forefront.
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Q1

Please select which parks management plan you would
like to comment on.

Pavilion Gardens (including the Serpentine), Buxton
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Q2

What do you think about the overall detail, content, accuracy and level of information contained in the Park Management
Plan?

The detail given is very good in terms of explaining the current approach ie “where we are now” but there is much more that merits 
inclusion in terms of “where do we want to get to?” and “how we propose to get there?”. See section “Gaps” below.

Two points of detail: 

“Exclusively owned by HPBC…” The words “on behalf of the people of the borough” should be added. The Council, although hugely 
influential in the fortunes of the parks, manages it on behalf of the people it represents, rather than in its own right.

Ashbrook Park deserves a mention. As the plans being formulated for the town centre evolve, there could be an attractive continuum, 
part natural and part cultural, from the Serpentine down to Morrisons, as existed in the past. Improvements have taken place in the 
presentation of Ashbrook Park in the recent past and plans for these to continue should be made. Using The Slopes as a part of this 
continuum is also desirable:- it deserves consideration in its ownright as an open space. 

Gaps

A key gap relates to the thinking and ensuing action plans, which fail to integrate environmental considerations with history/culture, 
health and wellbeing.
 
Floral displays could not only comprise period planting but could also be chosen with biodiversity in mind. The planting in the Pavilion 
Gardens could be related to more than one period of their history. Walks through meadows, which would have contained wild-flowers, 
on the way to the Cold Baths are specifically mentioned (The New Buxton Guide” by D. Orme 1821): this gives historical permission 
for meadow flowers to appear in a designated area of the Pavilion Gardens. They could be labelled to identify the period of history they 
related to. A herb garden, reflecting the post-medieval origin of the Pavilion Gardens (and showing what would have been used in the 
kitchens of the day) could also be given space, without spoiling the 19thcentury features. Many herbs are excellent for biodiversity, as 
well as giving off a pleasant aroma. A “physic garden” could be established on The Slopes above the Pump Room, including shrubs 
and herbs that apothecaries would have used. Again, these would be traditional plants beneficial for biodiversity: they would also form 
a link with an important section of the new Crescent Heritage Experience. History and environmental considerations should be 
integrated, not held separate from one another. Sponsorship and volunteer help might be available for such projects. 

“Modern day users” should include the natural world, of which humans are a part! 

The addition of more wild-flowers and of local Peak District tree species could make the Serpentine a richer environment for those 
enjoying walks there. An existing wildflower area has suffered through needless mowing/strimming, which does nothing to enhance its 
appearance and is destructive of its intention. This should be restored and extended. Attractive trees, vistas over the river and 
pleasing glades full of wild-flowers could make a visually arresting, educational and biodiverse environment.  

The untamed natural environment, attracting flowers, invertebrates, insects and birds have been proven in recent studies to contribute 
substantially to the psychological and emotional well-being of all age groups. Recognition of this in the Parks Strategy and robust 
integration of its implications in the strategic goals and Management Plans would be valuable and appropriate.
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Q3

Does the information and content of the plan reflect the priorities and principles of the Parks Strategy?

Much is very good, particularly on the cultural/heritage side but the information and contents reflects the weaknesses in the main 
Parks Strategy. I refer, in particular, to the lack of  integration of environmental considerations with heritage and health/wellbeing in 
both strategic goal-setting and management plans.

Q4

Does the information contained in the Park Management Plan reflect how the park is used?

Yes – how it is currently used - but it does not address ways of enhancing and broadening the use of the park. There is much scope 
for enriching its offering to the user groups identified, whilst also enhancing the environmental health of the Pavilion Gardens, 
Serpentine and other areas (The Slopes and Ashbrook Park) .

Q5

Does the action plan reflect the aspirations for the ongoing management and development of the park?

No. A clear action plan can only reflect a clear Strategy. The draft Strategy for HPBC’s parks does not offer more than an explanation 
of the context and current approach to managing the parks. As a result, the Management Plan for the Pavilion Gardens and Serpentine 
is equally vague. There are:-
• No objectives stated eg to increase accessibility for a greater range of groups with special needs in the Pavilion 
Gardens/Serpentine
• No specific projects designed to achieve the broad objectives eg (continuing the above illustration) introduction of activities or 
facilities directly relevant to adults with learning difficulties
•  No milestones eg (continuing the theme) what the Council would aspire to achieve by the end of (say) each year in relation to the
above project illustration
• No possible costings for associated projects identified or investigation of how these might be financed. 
As a consequence……

The Council may have initiatives, timelines etc in mind – but they are not shown in the Plan. It would be very helpful if a further 
document could be prepared which does this.

One omission is very clear.  Revenue is currently gained through use of the Pavilion Gardens for venues associated with the Buxton 
International Festival and Fringe (rented space for marquees, etc). However, there may be additional ways of gaining the revenue 
necessary to take work forward in all aspects of the Strategy and Management Plans for the Pavilion Gardens/Serpentine and open 
spaces eg The Slopes, Ashbrook Park and Hogshaw. This should form an explicit part of the future Management Plan, where it is clear
that proposed initiatives will required external funding. 

Specialist groups in the fields of heritage, environment/biodiversity and exercise/health/wellbeing need to comment on the detail 
relating to Question 5 in its entirety.  I am sure they will do so. Their knowledge and expertise should be actively embraced.
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Q1

Please select which parks management plan you would
like to comment on.

Pavilion Gardens (including the Serpentine), Buxton

Q2

What do you think about the overall detail, content, accuracy and level of information contained in the Park Management
Plan?

There are no future plans other than maintaining what is already in place.

Q3

Does the information and content of the plan reflect the
priorities and principles of the Parks Strategy?

Respondent skipped this question

Q4

Does the information contained in the Park Management
Plan reflect how the park is used?

Respondent skipped this question

Q5

Does the action plan reflect the aspirations for the ongoing
management and development of the park?

Respondent skipped this question
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Q1

Please select which parks management plan you would
like to comment on.

Pavilion Gardens (including the Serpentine), Buxton

Q2

What do you think about the overall detail, content, accuracy and level of information contained in the Park Management
Plan?

It seems very thorough, though 2 areas of ecological significance are possibly lacking: 
1)border areas where no mowing is carried out until after May, to allow for native wild flowers, insects and birds to flourish 
2) control of the Canada geese population, which has driven out the coots and other smaller birds and destroyed much of the 
grassland.

Q3

Does the information and content of the plan reflect the priorities and principles of the Parks Strategy?

I believe so

Q4

Does the information contained in the Park Management Plan reflect how the park is used?

Yes

Q5

Does the action plan reflect the aspirations for the ongoing management and development of the park?

Not the 2 items listed above under (2)
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Q1

Please select which parks management plan you would
like to comment on.

Pavilion Gardens (including the Serpentine), Buxton

Q2

What do you think about the overall detail, content, accuracy and level of information contained in the Park Management
Plan?

Please correct the name, consistently, across documents and document titles. Pavilion Gardens and Serpentine Walks.

Q3

Does the information and content of the plan reflect the priorities and principles of the Parks Strategy?

Yes. But the overall stagey is light on detail for bio-diversity. There is particular scope for bio-diversity development in Serpentine 
Walks as the park has traditionally included informal planting areas.

Q4

Does the information contained in the Park Management Plan reflect how the park is used?

In the main. More mention might be made of Serpentine Community Garden as a community asset accessed within the park. (Also 
sentence in 10.2 needs amendment. Current suggestion is that SCG is in private ownership along with Serpentine House.)

Q5

Does the action plan reflect the aspirations for the ongoing management and development of the park?

AES staff have suggested an aim to bring the park to Grade 1 listed standard. Their work in uncovering an original pathway should be 
celebrated.

An additional heading is required in the document at point 14 to indicate that management responsible, health and safety, involving 
communities are outlined in relation to both PG and SW. It currently just follows on from specific points about SW.
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Q1

Please select which parks management plan you would
like to comment on.

Pavilion Gardens (including the Serpentine), Buxton

Q2

What do you think about the overall detail, content, accuracy and level of information contained in the Park Management
Plan?

How does this build on and relate back to the Conservation Management Plan which must have existed as part of the HLF funded 
project?
Why does it not include The Slopes?
Why does it not include Ashwood Park? (see also question 3 below)

Q3

Does the information and content of the plan reflect the priorities and principles of the Parks Strategy?

The Parks Strategy specifically refers to 'Pavilion Gardens including The Serpentine, Ashwood Park' but Ashwood Park is not covered 
by the Management Plan.  This reflects HPBC's approach in the past but should not be perpetuated by a new Strategy.

Q4

Does the information contained in the Park Management Plan reflect how the park is used?

Reasonably well.

Q5

Does the action plan reflect the aspirations for the ongoing management and development of the park?

Reasonably so.
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Q1

Please select which parks management plan you would
like to comment on.

Pavilion Gardens (including the Serpentine), Buxton

Q2

What do you think about the overall detail, content, accuracy and level of information contained in the Park Management
Plan?

The plan requires much more detail in all areas. I would like to see the principles of wildlife friendly gardening throughout the plan.

My area of expertise is biodiversity, and I am particularly worried about the Serpentine management plan for the wildflower areas. The 
wildflower areas in the Serpentine have been reduced by two thirds and this decision was upheld as wrong following a formal complaint 
made last year. This plan should commit to at least reinstate the areas using native wildflowers.

The maintenance schedule lists rotovating the wild flower areas which would damage them. This should be immediately removed from 
the schedule. 

Please seek advice on the wildflower areas. They are an asset to the park, and vital to maximise biodiversity.

There should be much more detail about the wildlife in the parks, and commitments such as stopping the use of all pesticides, using 
peat free products, increasing the use of nectar rich flowers, and providing bird and hedgeghog boxes.

The scheme in Ashwood Park to slow the flow of the river and encourage wildlife should be considered for Pavilion Gardens and 
Serpentine. There used to be water voles in the Serpentine, and suitable management to improve the river habitat could encourage 
their return.

Q3

Does the information and content of the plan reflect the priorities and principles of the Parks Strategy?

The Serpentine in particular is suited to an overall policy of improving biodiversity and creating habitats, which could improve the look 
of the park and the visitor experience if well designed. This priority requires much more detail and focus in the management plan.  I 
would also like to see far more emphasis on biodiversity and habitat creation in the parks strategy.
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Q4

Does the information contained in the Park Management Plan reflect how the park is used?

Many people enjoy the wildlife in the Pavilion Gardens and Serpentine. The plan doesn't acknowledge species such as Kingfisher, 
Dipper, Nuthatch, and Brown Trout, how these might be protected, or how biodiversity could actually be improved through wildlife 
friendly management and habitat creation.

Q5

Does the action plan reflect the aspirations for the ongoing management and development of the park?

There should be an aspiration for parks to serve multiple purposes including recreation, heritage and biodiversity. Biodiversity should 
have equal importance in the management plans, which should explore the wider benefits of wellbeing, education, and the future health 
of our environment.


