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1.  Key Findings 

 Support for the vision was high with 91% of respondents strongly agreeing and 
a further 4% slightly agreeing 

 Support for the aims within the strategy was high, with 92% of respondents 
strongly agreeing and a further 3% slightly agreeing 

 Support for the objectives in the strategy was also high with 90% of 
respondents strongly agreeing and a further 3% slightly agreeing 

 Support for the key drivers in the strategy was again high, 89% of respondents 
strongly agreed and a further 31% slightly agreed. 

 A large number of comments made (13)  were that it is important for local and 
in particular young people to have access to good sporting facilities and that 
developing facilities and participating in sport should be encouraged. 

 

 13 comments were also made that AEK Boco is a positive asset to the 
community that is contributing to the health and wellbeing of local people.  

 

 5 comments were made regarding concerns about extending facilities at 
Greenbank Road and AEK Boco and the negative impact this may have on 
residents due to potential noise and light pollution. 

 

 3 comments were made that the action plan is too generic and does not give 
enough detail for specific sites. The same amount of comments were made that 
the action plan needs to be fair to all members of the community.  

 2 comments were made that AEK Boco should be encouraged to grow and 
expand their facilities. 2 comments were made that the more facilities provided 
for active lifestyles the better. 2 comments were also made directly in support 
of the recommendations at Greenbank Road, Fisher Road and Tennis Court 
Road 

 Support for the recommendations at Greenbank Road was very high, 222 
comments were made that they agree. Only 7 comments were made that they 
do not agree with the recommendations. 

 Support for the recommendations at Tennis Court Road were also high, 213 
comments were made in agreement and only 1 comment made that they do not 
agree. 

 Support for Fisher Road recommendations were also high 212 comments were 
made that they were in agreement and only 1 comment made that they did not 
agree. 

 3 emails were received in response to the consultation which referred 
specifically to Greenbank road and AEK Boco objecting to the proposals to 
construct flood lighting and associated infrastructure at the site. The concerns 
were raised regarding the impact on residents living nearby. 
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2. Consultation purpose, methodology and 
response 
 

Research Objectives 

The purpose of this consultation was to seek views and gather opinions from groups 
and organisations on improving the quality of playing pitches, indoor and built sports 
facilities across the district.   

 

 

Methodology 

 

Process 

The consultation process was supported by a dedicated consultation webpage which 
hosted all consultation documents, an online survey and a paper survey to 
download. The online consultation system sent out a notification to registered users 
informing them of the consultation and providing links to this information:  

 

https://consultations.southglos.gov.uk/consult.ti/sports_pitch/consultationHome 

 

As part of the consultation we also welcomed comments made online and by letter, 
email, fax and over the phone and these contact methods were promoted on 
consultation literature. 

 

Consultation information was sent to Town and Parish Councils, South 
Gloucestershire councillors and local voluntary and community organisations. 
Notifications were also sent to a range of other stakeholders and interested parties. 
All libraries and One-Stop Shops were also notified of the consultation details and 
asked to cascade the information to any interested parties. 

 

Survey 

 

The survey was open from Tuesday 30th January 2018 until Tuesday 24th April 2018 

 

 

Sample and Response 

 

There was a total of 350 online responses and 6 emails received to this consultation. 

 

 

 

 

https://consultations.southglos.gov.uk/consult.ti/sports_pitch/consultationHome
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General Caveats 

 
The results of this consultation are not statistically representative of the views of 
South Gloucestershire residents due to the nature of the consultation methodology 
used. The level of response, information gathered and views obtained still provide a 
useful indicator of wider opinion and any important issues that will need to be 
considered. 
 
Due to the software used and the different response options open to respondents, it 
was possible for people to submit more than one response. This has been monitored 
during the consultation period and analysis and it does not appear to have been 
abused or be a significant issue affecting the response. 
 
Any obvious duplicate comments, personal information and comments that can 
identify individuals, have been removed from the comments analysis. 
 
Percentages used in this report have been rounded and may not add up to exactly 
100%. For some survey questions, respondents could select more than one 
response which also means that percentages or number of responses, if added 
together, can total more than 100% or more than the number of responses received. 
 
We have included all responses received direct to us as part of this consultation 
report, however there may be other comments made particularly via social media, in 
comments made to news articles online and in letters to the press that we have not 
been able to practically include. 
 
A full list of all comments made is available on request. 
 

Further Information 

 
This report was produced by South Gloucestershire Council’s Corporate Research & 
Consultation Team. 
 
Further information about this report is available from the Corporate Consultation 
Officer:  
     01454 863297 
     consultation@southglos.gov.uk   
     www.southglos.gov.uk  
    South Gloucestershire Council, Corporate Research and Consultation Team, 
Council offices, Badminton Road, Yate, Bristol, BS37 5AF 
 

 

 

mailto:consultation@southglos.gov.uk
http://www.southglos.gov.uk/
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3. Survey Analysis 

3.1 Vision 

The over- arching vision for playing pitches, indoor and built sports facilities in South 
Gloucestershire is ‘ To progress the development of a network of high quality, 
accessible and sustainable sports facilities capable of promoting healthy lifestyles, 
including a strong health and wellbeing offer and the provision of inclusive services 
for all: enabling the inactive to become active and more residents to fulfil their 
potential by participating in sport and physical activity, thus improving their long-term 
health and wellbeing’. 

Table 1 Q1.   To what extent do you agree with the proposed vision?  

 

Strongly agree 320  
91% 

Slightly agree 15  
4% 

Neither agree 
nor disagree 8 

 2% 

Slightly 
disagree 7 

 2% 

Total 350  
100% 

Base total n= 350 

Support for the vision is high with 91% (320) of respondents strongly agreeing and a 
further 4% (15) slightly agreeing. 

Only 2% (8) of respondents neither agree nor disagree and 2% (7) slightly disagree. 

3.2 Strategy  

Table 2. Q2a To what extent do you agree with the following in the Strategy? 

Aims 

Strongly agree 318 

 92% 

Slightly agree 10 

 3% 

Neither agree nor 
disagree 6 

 2% 

Slightly disagree 3 
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 1% 

Strongly disagree 10 

 3% 

Total  347 

 100% 

Base size n= 347 

Again, support for the aims within the strategy was high, with 92% (318) of 
respondents strongly agreeing and a further 3% (10) slightly agreeing.  2% (6) of 
respondents were neutral. 

Only 3% (10) of respondents strongly disagreed and 1% (3) slightly disagreed. 

Graph 2. Q2. To what extent do you agree with the following in the strategy? 

 

Base size n= 347 

Table 3 Q2b To what extent do you agree with the following in the strategy?  

Objectives 

Strongly agree 273 

 90% 

Slightly agree 9 

 3% 

Neither agree nor 
disagree 7 

 2% 

0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

50%

60%

70%

80%

90%

100%

Strongly agree Slightly agree
Neither agree nor

disagree
Slightly disagree Strongly disagree

2% 3%
1%

3%

92%

Aims



8 
 

Slightly disagree 4 

 1% 

Strongly disagree 10 

 3% 

Total 303 

 100% 

Support for the objectives in the strategy was also high with 90% (273) of 
respondents strongly agreeing and a further 3% (9) slightly agreeing. Only 2% (7) of 
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respondents were neutral. 3% (10) strongly disagreed and 1% (4) slightly disagreed 
with the objectives 

 

 

Base total n= 303 

Graph 3. Q2. To what extent do you agree with the following in the strategy? 

 

Base size n= 303 

 

 

 

Table 4. Q2c To what extent do you agree with the following in the strategy? 

Key drivers 

Strongly agree 266 

 89% 

Slightly agree 8 

 3% 

Neither agree nor 
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 1% 

Strongly disagree 9 

 3% 

Total 300 

 100% 

Base total n= 300 

Support for the key drivers in the strategy was again high, 89% (266) of respondents 
strongly agreed and a further 3% (8) slightly agreed. 5% (14) were neutral. 3% (9) 
strongly disagreed and a further 1% (3) slightly disagreed. 

Graph 4. Q2. To what extent do you agree with the following in the strategy? 

 

Base size n= 300 

 

3.3 Sport Specific Recommendations 

 
Table 5. Q3. Do you have any views on the facility or sport-specific recommendations that you 
would like to share with us? 

 

Table of comments 
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AEK Boco is an important asset to community 13 

Concerns about increase in noise and light 
pollution 5 

Greenbank Road needs to be supported to grow 4 

3G artificial pitches should be installed 3 

AEK Boco needs to be supported by the Council 3 

Changing/toilet facilities needs improving  3 

Information in strategy is misleading/incorrect 3 

We need more sports facilities that are affordable 
for all 2 

Improve use of school facilities for public use 2 

Community are losing green/open space by 
extending facilities 2 

Cricket clubs will struggle 1 

Older generation have not been considered in this 
strategy 1 

Not enough provision for netball 1 
 

A total of 56 comments were made. A large number of comments made (13)  were 
that it is important for local and in particular young people to have access to good 
sporting facilities and that this should be encouraged. 

 

13 comments were also made that AEK Boco is a positive asset to the community 
that is contributing to the health and wellbeing of local people.  

 

5 comments were made regarding concerns about extending facilities at Greenbank 
Road and AEK Boco and the negative impact this may have on residents due to 
potential noise and light pollution. 

 

4 comments were made that the facilities at Greenbank Road need to be 
encouraged by the community to grow. 3 comments were made that there is a need 
for artificial all-weather pitches. 3 comments were made that AEK Boco should 
receive more support from the council.  

 

3 comments were made that some of the information in the strategy was incorrect or 
misleading. 2 comments were made that the emphasis should be on providing 
affordable sports facilities for everyone in the community. 2 comments were made 
that local people feel that the community is losing its open/ recreational space and 
that AEK Boco are taking over the area.  

1 comment was made that they are concerned that cricket clubs will struggle under 
the new proposals. 1 comment was made that the needs of the older generation 
have not been considered in the strategy and 1 comment was made that there is not 
adequate provision for netball in the area. 
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‘I think it’s a great opportunity for the community and football club to grow. As it will be a massive 
social hub for every one of all ages. It’s a great club and ran extremely well by people with in the 
community. If this application is approved, it would mean a lot to the people of the football club 
because it would show how much hard work has been put in over the years.’  
 

 

‘Greenbank road is a great social hub and brings lots of the community together, therefore I 
believe it’s worth investing in the site to improve facilities bring more people together to enjoy 
the playing pitches’ 
 

 

‘It is all about swapping out green leisure facilities for organised sport facilities which means in 
practice that precious green space is lost to intensive, concrete, hard surface sports provision.  
Where do families meet to play a game of football, or anything else egg throwing a Frisbee, 
playing tag or hide-and-seek, with the children in a pleasant open space on a Sunday for instance?  
Activity for health should be about all types of exercise and driving hard for organised sport 
provision is okay if there is room for other activity environments in the area, which there is not.’ 
 

 

 

Table 6. Q4. Are there any other facility or sport- specific recommendations that you think 
should be included? 

 

  

Increase amount of 3G artificial 
pitches/improve football pitches 2 

Provide indoor/outdoor bowls facilities 2 

All areas of the county should be 
included in Strategy 1 

Bridleway improvements 1 

drainage/waterlogging issues need to 
be taken more into account 1 

Parking facilities need improving 1 

Allow Floodlights at AEK Boco 1 

Greenbank Road is no longer a 
community space and has been taken 
over by AEK Boco 1 

 

2 comments were made that there is a need for 3G artificial playing pitches to 
accommodate sports all year round. 2 comments were made in reference to 
providing both indoor and outdoor bowls facilities.  

 

1 comment was made with regards to ensuring that all areas geographically and all 
sports activities are included in the strategy, that there appears to be no 
consideration given to horse riders and access to bridleways. Parking facilities need 
improving, and that AEK Boco should be allowed to have floodlights at their ground.  
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‘More 3g or 4g pitches!? So many cancelled matches from Nov to April! Due to waterlogged 
pitches!’ 

 

 

3.4 Action plan 

Table 7. Q5. Do you have any views on the Action Plan and the way facility types have been 
prioritised? 

  

Action plan is too general/ not specific 
enough on sites 3 

Needs to be fair to all members of the 
community 3 

Supporting growth of facilities and AEK 
Boco is important  2 

The more facilities provided the better 2 

Support for Greenbank Rd, Fisher Rd 
and Tenniscourt Rd developments 2 

Do not reduce facilities 1 

Residents views must be listened to  1 

Too much emphasis on organised sport 1 

3 comments were made that the action plan is too generic and does not give enough 
detail for specific sites. The same amount of comments were made that the action 
plan needs to be fair to all members of the community.  

2 comments were made that AEK Boco should be encouraged to grow and expand 
their facilities. 2 comments were made that the more facilities provided for active 
lifestyles the better. 2 comments were also made directly in support of the 
recommendations at Greenbank Road, Fisher Road and Tennis Court Road.  

1 comment was made that there should be no reductions in sporting facilities that 
resident’s views must also be listened to and that there is too much emphasis on 
organised formal sports facilities and not enough for supporting use of open and 
recreational space. 

 

‘Priority should be given to sporting development fitness morals and physical and mental 
wellbeing of all in the local community.’ 

 

‘The plan is too general and cannot be site specific - each site is different and for this reason FA 
guidelines and Sports England need to look at each individual site before recommendations can 
be made.’ 
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3.5 Specific sites  

Table 8. Q6 Do you agree with the recommendations for specific sites?  

  

Yes agree to Greenbank Road 
recommendations 222 (63%) 

Yes agree to Tennis Court Road 
recommendations 213 (61%) 

Yes agree to Fisher Road 
Recommendations 212 (61%)  

Yes agree to all recommendations 25 (7%) 

No do not agree with recommendations 
Greenbank Road 7 (2%) 

No do not agree with the 
recommendations in strategy 4 (1%) 

No do not agree with Fisher Road 
recommendations 1 (0.3%) 

No do not agree with Tennis Court Road 
recommendations 1 (0.3%) 

Base size n= 350 

Support for the recommendations at Greenbank Road was very high, 222 (63%) of 
comments were made that they agree. Only 7 comments (2%) were made that they 
do not agree with the recommendations. 

Support for the recommendations at Tennis Court Road were also high, 213 (61%) 
of comments were made in agreement and only 1 comment made (less than 1%) 
that they do not agree. 

Support for Fisher Road recommendations were again high 212 comments (61%) 
were made that they were in agreement and only 1 comment made (less than 1%) 
that they did not agree. 

25 comments (7%) were made that they agree with all of the recommendations at all 
sites  

4 comments were made (1%) that they do not agree with any of the 
recommendations made at all sites. 

 

3.6 Other comments 

Table 9. Q7. Are there any other facility issues or scenarios which should be explored? 

  

Support for AEK Boco an asset to the 
community 4 

Outdoor gym provision  2 



15 
 

No formal organised sports needs 
including 2 

All weather facilities/ artificial pitches 2 

Use of Grange school and other 
underused areas need to be considered 2 

Park run facilities extended 1 

Pitch drainage issues 1 

AEK Boco should not be given 
permission to extend facilities 1 

Improve changing facilities 1 

Improve facilities and keep then 
sustainable 1 

Strategy needs to be integrated 1 

4 comments were made that there should be support for developing facilities at AEK 
Boco as this club is an asset to the community. 2 comments were made that they 
would like to see provision made for an outdoor gym facility which is free for all to 
use. 2 comments were made that there needs to be provision for all-weather artificial 
playing pitches. 2 comments were also made that the strategy should look closer at 
The Grange School and other under used sites.  

1 comment was made that Park Run had been successful and should be used as a 
model for other services. AEK Boco should not be allowed to install floodlights as 
this will harm the residents living nearby. Improvements to changing facilities needs 
to be made and that improvements to facilities needs to be sustainable. 1 comment 
was made that the strategy needs to be integrated across all areas of the county and 
not focus on particular areas.  

 

‘There are some local playing areas with outdoor gym facilities e.g. cross trainers. Not everyone 
can afford a gym membership. Where I have seen such facilities these are very popular. More 
should be built.’ 

 

‘What AEK Boco is doing for my son is fantastic. It's not just about kids playing football it's also 
about creating a safe social environment to grow as individuals. The club is giving my son a focus 
and a passion in a constructive way and keeping them off the streets or away from the Xbox! I 
believe this work is vital in order for the club to sustain and grow on the great work they have 
already done but more importantly sets a very high goal for the kids.’ 
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4.0 Profile of survey respondents 

 

Table 10. Q8 Are you answering this survey as a member of the public or on behalf of an 
organisation? 

 

A member of the 
public 265 

 77% 

On behalf of an 
organisation 77 

 23% 

Total 342 

 100% 

The survey was answered mainly by members of the public (77%) 

Age 

Table 11. Q11. What is your age? 

Under 16 7 

 2% 

16-25 28 

 8% 

26-35 39 

 11% 

36-45 152 

 44% 

46-55 89 

 26% 

56-65 16 

 5% 

66-75 8 

 2% 

Over 75 3 

 1% 

Total 342 

 100% 
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The largest number of respondents belong to the 36-45 category (44%) followed by 
46-55 (26%) 

Gender 

Table 12. Q12. Your gender? 

Female 134 

 39% 

Male 204 

 60% 

Prefer not 
to say 2 

 1% 

 340 

 100% 

More males responded to the survey than females (60%/39%) 

 

Disability 

Table 13. Q13. Do you consider yourself to be disabled? 

No 326 

 96% 

Prefer not to say 6  
2% 

Yes- Physical impairment, 
such as difficulty using arms 
or mobility issues which may 
mean using a wheelchair or 
crutches 

3  
1% 

Yes- Sensory impairment 
such as being blind/having 
serious visual impairment, or 
being deaf/having a serious 
hearing impairment 

1  
0% 

Yes- Mental health condition 
such as depression, anxiety 
or schizophrenia 0  

0 
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Yes- Learning 
disability/difficulty such as 
Down's Syndrome, dyslexia, 
dyspraxia) or cognitive 
impairment (such as autistic 
spectrum disorder) 

1  
0% 

Yes- Long standing illness or 
health condition, such as 
cancer, HIV, diabetes, 
chronic heart disease or 
epilepsy 

3  
1% 

Yes- other (please state) 0 

 0 

Total 340 

 100% 

 

Ethnicity 

Table 14. Q14 your ethnicity? 

Arab/Arab British 3 

 1% 

Asian/Asian British- Indian 1 

 0% 

Black/African/Caribbean/Black 
British-Caribbean 2 

 1% 

Black/African/Caribbean/Black 
British- Other  3 

 1% 

Mixed/Multiple Ethnic Groups- 
White and Asian 1 

 0% 

Mixed/ Multiple Ethnic Groups- 
White and Black Caribbean 3 

 1% 

White- 
English/Welsh/Scottish/Northern 
Irish/British 290 

 86% 

White Irish 1 

White- Other 23 
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 7% 

Prefer not to say 12 

 4% 

Total 339 

A full list of postcodes is available on request. 

 

5.0 Analysis of other representations 

5.1 Letters and emails 

3 emails were received which referred specifically to Greenbank Road and AEK 

Boco objecting to the proposals to construct flood lighting and associated 

infrastructure at the site. The concerns were raised regarding the impact on 

residents living nearby. 

1 email was received regarding the issues of water-logged pitches and drainage at 

Yate Outdoor Sports Complex.  

1 email was received explaining the impact of the strategy on local gymnastics 

provision. 

 

Good afternoon, 
 
With reference to football pitch floodlighting proposal at the AE BOCO FC site . 
 
Can you please make a formal note of my objection to the current proposal to construct flood 
lighting on this site.     
 
I do not intend to write a large amount of detail with regard to my reasons as these have been 
formally submitted by the local residents on several occasions and in particular when the last 
application was made a few years ago therefore S.Glos are well aware of the issues. 
My reasons for objecting, summarised : 
 

 Obviously anyone who knows the site will recognise that the positioning of the lighting 
and the proximity of the local residential properties is not acceptable by any standard, 
including the guidelines laid out by the Football Association.    

 Put simply the aspirations of the club in this respect  have outgrown what this site can 
offer. Other sites must be considered by S.Glos that have no impact on the local 
community but support the club and its members  

 
 
 
If specific conditions were to be put in place regarding usage, if the lights were permitted, I would 
have no confidence that they would be adhered to.  My experience of the conditions specified at 
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the time the Club House was going through the planning application process are as follows (these 
were described to me initially by Heather Goddard at the public event and by email) 
 

 No noise after 10.00 and the bar closed - over time this has been ignored particularly at 
weekends during the warmer evenings. 

 No social events - increasing in number yearly held on the areas around the club house 
with associated noise from early mornings to late in the evening  

 Volume  limiter on the music amp in the clubhouse - the club get around this by bringing 
external sound systems to the events mentioned in the bullet above - at times the level of 
noise is completely unacceptable in level and duration.  I have once made a formal, logged 
complaint to S.Glos but after an initial call I received no further feedback 

 
 
Note that I am not seeking for the Club to be removed from the site, only that there is balance 
between the community and its usage and growth of the club. 
 
 
 

 
Reference Site ID 55 Greenbank Playing Fields. 
  
I object most strongly to the proposals being put forward regarding the Greenbank Playing Field 
site in Hanham. The authors of the report appear to have little or no knowledge of the site or past 
issues, or even worse have chosen to ignore them for reasons unknown. 
  
Please see a copy of the FA guidelines that the national association for football sets as the criteria 
to follow when the installation of floodlights & associated infrastructure is being considered. In 
the case of the Greenbank site however anyone wishes to interpret things no one can get away 
from the fact that this location situated in a residential area with houses bordering the site on all 4 
sides fails to meet the criteria by a long way due to the close proximity of a large number of 
houses. It does not & never will support level 6 football. The club have repeatedly been told this. I 
was pleased therefore that an alternative site at Tenniscourt road appears to be be suitable that 
meets the relevant standards & will enable the football club to develop & provide level 6 football 
with associated floodlights. At the end of the day this would benefit less that 5% of the club 
membership who come & go, however the consequences & negative impact on the lives of 
hundreds of residents near to the Greenbank site would be felt for years to come. Residents who 
live nearby have a right to a reasonable quality of life. These proposals would massively affect that 
quality of life including our health. 
  
This issue has been there for over 10 years now ever since AEK BOCO came to Greenbank. I was 
also a Stakeholder on the club’s current leases & signed them off as a Resident representative. If 
there are any changes to the leases then I would expect to be consulted again. All this is 
documented. I have hundreds of emails, meeting notes on the subject of Greenbank playing 
fields. To say it has been & continues to be stressful is an understatement. This needs to be 
brought back under control. I have not yet been allowed to have sight of the completed ground 
grading document for Greenbank site that was promised last year. 
  
This whole sorry saga could have been avoided. Local residents overwhelmingly rejected the 
Football club’s plans for Greenbank site two years ago & at last weeks public meeting made their 



21 
 

views on this issue quite plain again. See report in the Week In Issue 520 – 11 Apr 2018 . It was 
telling that no South Gloucestershire Officer was present that was able to answer any questions 
from residents & and explain the Council’s position. The football club states proudly that they are 
a FA Charter club & Community club. That carries a responsibility to do things correctly & listen to 
the local community when issues arise. You have to question their current position & the wisdom 
of pursuing plans for Greenbank when there is already an alternative solution that meets their 
plans. 
  
South Glos Council needs to provide answers as to why they have let this situation develop again. 
There appears to be a lack of transparency which is very strange to say the least considering past 
events. 
  

 
Dear Sir / Madam 
 
I read with interest the draft strategy papers referring to Playing Pitches and Indoor & Built Sports 
Facilities 
 
Whilst some facilities at Yate Outdoor Sports Complex are mentioned – ie, the Athletics Track and 
the All Weather Hockey Pitch, the football and rugby pitches and the boxing club (albeit on the 
Brimsham Green School property) do not appear to be. 
 
We have 8 grass football pitches, all of which suffer from levels of water logging: 
 
2 x 11-aside 
3 x 9 – aside 
2 x 7 aside 
1 x 5 aside 
 
We also now have a rugby pitch (which also suffers from water logging), which is home to the 
newly formed Yate RFU team 

 
Dear Sir/Madam 
 
AEK Boco are putting forward again proposals that include floodlights, spectator stand & 
permanent fencing at the Greenbank site. This is in addition to similar plans at the Tennis Court 
Road site (opposite Fire Station). 
 
The Greenbank Community Open Space is situated in a wholly residential area & is a shared 
resource with the local community. This proposal is totally out of character with this location & 
would have a serious adverse effect on the quality of life of local residents like myself who live 
immediately on the boundary of the site or nearby. 
 
Most residents are happy with the current level of activity that encourages youngsters both boys & 
girls in pursuing a healthy lifestyle, however this site should not be so overused or developed as to 
cause excess annoyance to its neighbours as per the South Gloucestershire Council lease 
conditions under which the football club operate. This proposal would far exceed the capacity & 
surrounding infrastructure of the Greenbank site. 
 
Some houses including mine are less than 30 metres from one or more of the proposed floodlight 
structures, many within 65 metres. The future Bellway Homes development of 77 homes adjacent 
to the site would be similarly impacted. This is contrary to the Football Association's own planning 
guidelines that are there to avoid such situations arising. 
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Traffic and parking in Greenbank Road & adjacent roads continues to be an issue and would only 
be compounded further. 
 
AEK BOCO has been told repeatedly over the last 10 years that floodlights & associated 
development at this site are not acceptable to local residents. Their previous planning applications 
two years ago were withdrawn after overwhelming rejection locally. 
 
This site is clearly unsuitable for the proposed development plans of the football club.  
 
Regards 

 
The Bristol and District Cricket Association have drawn our attention to the existence of the SGC 

Playing Pitches Draft Strategy which I have reviewed and you can find the club’s comments below. 

 

In terms of the ‘overarching vision’ the club strongly agrees with the SGC’s objectives and also the 

‘aims, objectives and drivers’. 

 

Where the club has concerns is the accuracy of the data that has been included in the report which 

is materially misleading in the areas in which I personally have experience. I have first hand 

experience of the supply shortfall created by the impact of SGC’s decision to withdraw funding 

from sports grounds, and of the quality and use of the pitches at Downend’s own ground (site id 

140), and of the pitches at Badminton Road, KGV, Patchway School, Pomphrey Hill , Westerleigh, 

and Doynton (sites 7, 70, 99, 101, 139, 151). 

 

In summary - 

 

* We do not believe that cricket pitch supply matches demand for a number of reasons 

* We believe that the actual quality of the pitches that we have experience of is materially lower 

than specified in the report and in some cases the pitches are dangerous 

* That if one were to extrapolate our experiences then the overall accuracy of the report is too poor 

on which to base SGC planning activities 

 

 

Specific points - 

 

1. Although the report says that there is unused capacity, the practicalities of securing it for 

Saturday club cricket makes that capacity (if it really does exist) almost unobtainable. When 

Downend 4th were displaced last year I was unable to secure a pitch at Pomphrey Hill, 

Westerleigh, and at Doynton. In Doyton’s case they had theoretical availability as one of their 

teams had disbanded but neither the funding nor the manpowered to prepare the pitch for the games 

we needed. Westerleigh also had capacity on a Saturday but the Parish Council (advised by the 

current cricket users) refused to allow increased use even if an non turf pitch was installed. 

 

 

2. The number of games that can be prepared on a grass cricket pitch contained in the report is very 

misleading and this is very material when calculating the capacity upon which the supply figures in 

the report are predicated. 

 

The report states that ‘each NGB has set a standard number of matches that each grass pitch type 

should be able to accommodate without adversely affecting its current quality (pitch capacity)’ and 

that for a ‘good quality’ grass wicket that is 5 games a season. I have looked for relevant cricket 

guidelines from the English Cricket Board and the only ones that I can find are contained in this 

document recommended guidelines for the construction, preparation and maintenance of cricket 

pitches and outfields 

 

http://pulse-static-files.s3.amazonaws.com/ecb/document/2016/08/29/54dc77cb-0cb0-46ad-a4fe-372259bec20d/ECB_guidelines_for_construction_and_maintenance_of_pitches_and_outfields.pdf
http://pulse-static-files.s3.amazonaws.com/ecb/document/2016/08/29/54dc77cb-0cb0-46ad-a4fe-372259bec20d/ECB_guidelines_for_construction_and_maintenance_of_pitches_and_outfields.pdf
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The document above states that ‘A pitch prepared in the above manner should, given good ground 

and weather conditions, be expected to last for ….. 3-4 games of average club standard.’ In this 

context ‘the above manner’ entails (amongst other things) watering and rolling for 10 days prior to 

the match which something which is not done on council SGC pitches meaning that at best the 

pitch will last 3 games not 5 as stated in the report. This has the effect of reducing the calculated 

capacity of SGC cricket pitches VERY materially. 

 

 

3. The report correctly recognises that -‘In relation to cricket, maintaining high pitch quality is the 

most important aspect of cricket. If the wicket is poor, it can affect the quality of the game and can, 

in some instances, become dangerous.  

 

The ECB document that I referenced above, defines the quality standards of cricket pitches on page 

57. According to that grading system, the pitches at Badminton Road and King George V (the 

pitches where Downend 3rds and 4ths will play this coming season) do not match even the lowest 

recognised standard ‘basic’ on a wide range of criteria. The report however classifies the 

Badminton Road pitch as ‘Good’ and KGV as ‘Standard’. The Badminton Road pitch does not 

even have a water supply to the square, the most basic pre-requisite for pitch preparation. 

 

 

4. In relation to current use of cricket facilities, the data about our own club ground in Downend is 

very misleading.  

 

Although it correctly identifies that there is no further capacity at peak times (weekend afternoons) 

the report states that the ground - ‘Can accommodate an additional 28 matches per season’. I 

am not aware whether the club supplied this information but if we did we must apologise 
for its gross inaccuracy. In addition to the weekend senior games at the ground there were 
c20 junior games, and a number of charity games, cup matches, friendlies and 
Gloucestershire CCC 2nd XI matches.  The pitches at DCC are also used for midweek 
practice. 
 
 
5. If SGC want to expand the cricketing facilities by increasing utilisation of existing 
grounds they must find a way of overcoming the reticence of some parties to do so even 
when non turf pitches are offered to them.  
 
 
6. Lastly the data in the report in respect of ‘cost’ does not seem to differentiate between 
costs that would be borne by clubs that ‘own’ their grounds and those to be borne by 
managing organisations, Parish Councils, or SGC. This may be intentional but we don’t 
see how that helps SGC budget for this potential expenditure.  
 
If the intention of SGC is to provide that funding to clubs like ours then that would be very 
welcome so that we can continue to develop our junior section.  

 
Note – a significant part of the Strategy is on outdoor provision/Playing Pitch 
Strategy 
References to Gymnastics: -  
 

1. The potential need to accommodate increased gymnastics provision across the area 
in order to meet growing demand.( BG National Facilities Strategy highlights the 
need to provide additional dedicated provision to meet the significant demand for 
gymnastics particularly from young people)  
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VISION STATEMENT  
 
To progress the development of a network of high quality, accessible and sustainable sports 
facilities capable of promoting healthy lifestyles, including a strong health and wellbeing offer and 
the provision of inclusive services for all; enabling the inactive to become active and more 
residents to fulfil their potential by participating in sport and physical activity, thus improving their 
long-term health and well-being.” 
 

2. Support the development of key sport facilities by working with NGBs, associated 
parties and local clubs (BG is working with local clubs to improve and enhance 
provision by development of dedicated provision and extending to meet the 
significant demand for gymnastics) 
 

3. Continue to prioritise and support community management and ownership of assets 
to local clubs, community groups and trusts in line with South Gloucestershire’s 
localism principles. (BG is supporting a local club with development of its 
governance framework to ensure its sustainability and to improve management and 
operational systems including financial)  
 

4. Gymnastics - there are two dedicated gymnastics centres in the authority with Yate 
International Gymnastics Centre being the largest. The site is very popular, with the 
club (King Edmund Acro Gymnastics Club) reporting a large waiting list. British 
Gymnastics has indicated it would like to increase the number of dedicated sites to 
support more clubs in the authority, particularly around areas of higher population. 
(Reference to Majestic as well – a club providing a range of disciplines and improved 
standards including to national level. The club has also established strong links to 
the local community including schools)  

 
 
 
Note - as an appendix a section on BG Facilities Strategy – other sports have 
been included  
 
British Gymnastics Facilities Strategy 2017- 2021  
 
https://www.british-gymnastics.org/documents/clubs-schools-and-leisure-
centres/8551-facility-strategy-2017-2021/file  

 

 
 

5.2 Town and Parish Councils 

 

Members of Community, Leisure and Environment Committee at Dodington Parish Council met on 

25th April 2018 and approved the following comments being sent into South Gloucestershire Council 

in relation to the consultation on ‘Draft Playing Pitches, Indoor & Built Sports Facilities Strategies’ 

 We support the development of YOSC as an area-wide and regional facility, but would point 

out that hockey was omitted from the YOSC section. 

 The Strategy needs to engage more with local teams and organisations - considering the 

depth of sport as a community-based activity, it is disappointing that more effort has not 

been put into engagement on a local level. The Strategy needs to quantify need on a much 

https://www.british-gymnastics.org/documents/clubs-schools-and-leisure-centres/8551-facility-strategy-2017-2021/file
https://www.british-gymnastics.org/documents/clubs-schools-and-leisure-centres/8551-facility-strategy-2017-2021/file
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more local and granular level. 

 The Council is concerned about decreasing participation in sport by young women, and 

although the Strategy mentions netball for example, it is largely in the context of replacing a 

facility which is being lost. The Strategy's coverage of sport for young women needs to be 

expanded. 

 The large scale of proposed housing developments, and the likely demographic of occupants 

being younger people with families, means that more sports provision is essential. This 

would be a mix of new provision and also, importantly, increasing existing capacity by 

improvements such as pitch drainage. 

 It is important to set up and maintain communication between local councils and sporting 

clubs and organisations, to enhance coordination and to avoid duplication. 

 There is a need to encourage financial viability of club premises and clubhouses through 

associated social activities, e.g. catering and events. The Strategy needs to encourage the 

development of such facilities. 

 It is surprising that there is no mention of Park Run in the Strategy, as it is such a major 

activity. Park Run has been a major success, with 500 runners being seen at Chipping 

Sodbury each week. This has had an impact on the toilet facilities of the established sports 

clubs, which will need support to allow them to continue to host this activity. 

 Innovations such as the recent Park Run for partially sighted people (VII Park Run) should be 

welcomed and supported. 

 Park Run, along with Cycling Sportives and triathlons are an example of how sport at one 

location attracts people from a wide geographical area, and this is a common pattern. Sports 

clubs in urban areas do not just cater for their immediate area, and a whole-town 

perspective is essential. 

 Best practice from neighbouring authorities should be looked into and potentially adopted – 

one of these being the aqua fit for people recuperating after operations, etc… 

CONSULTATION RESPONSE TO SOUTH GLOUCESTERSHIRE DRAFT PLAYING PITCHES STRATEGY 

Response from: 

Thornbury Town Council  

The Town Hall 

35 High Street 

Thornbury 

Bristol 

BS35 2AR 

24 April 2018 

Thornbury Town Council has considered in detail the draft strategy and would like to make the 

following points: 

1. There are numerous factual errors in the document in terms of the number of pitches 

available and facilities on the sites. I have listed some examples below. 

2. In the document it states there is only one adult pitch at the Mundy Playing Fields. 

There has always been two and the Town Council in the last few years has 

purchased land and developed a further two adult pitches on the Poulterbrook site so 

there are now four adult pitches available. 

3. The pitch at Castle 6th form has not been in use for at least two seasons 
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4. There is no rugby pitch with changing room sited at the 6th form site. 

5. There is no consideration given to the fact that the new developments in Thornbury 

have been asked to supply 2 new pitches at Park farm. 

In conclusion the Council has looked at the consultation paper and noted numerous errors especially 

in regard to the number of pitches in Thornbury, it is therefore not an acceptable basis on which to 

develop a strategy for the town and the Town Council would welcome a meeting with South 

Gloucestershire Council to clarify the facts and figures relating to pitches and facilities in Thornbury. 

 

 

Appendices 

A copy of the consultation survey 

                South Gloucestershire Playing Pitches, Indoor and Built Sports Facilities Strategy              

 

                                                                    
 

  We are seeking your views on the draft strategy, this survey should take no        
longer than 10 minutes 

 

  The overarching vision for playing pitches,indoor and built sports facilities  in South    
Gloucestershire is  "To progress the development of a network of high quality, accessible and 
sustainable sports facilities capable of promoting healthy lifestyles, including a strong health and 
wellbeing offer and the provision of inclusive services for all; enabling the inactive to become active and 
more residents to fulfill their potential by participating in sport and physical activity, thus improving their 
long-term health and well being" 

 

Q1 To what extent do you agree with the proposed vision? 
    

 Strongly agree    

 

 Slightly agree    

 

 Neither agree nor disagree    

 

 Slightly disagree    

 

 Strongly disagree    

 

Q2 To what extent do you agree with the following in the strategy? 

  Strongly agree  Slightly agree  Neither agree nor 
disagree 

 Slightly disagree  Strongly disagree  

 Aims                



27 
 

 

 Objectives                

 

 Key drivers                

 

Q3 Do you have any views on the facility or sport specific recommendations that you would like to share with us? 

 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

_______________________________________________ 

 

Q4 Are there any other facility or sport-specific recommendations that you think should be included? (Please use the space 
below to tell us what you think they are) 

 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

_______________________________________________ 

 

Q5 Do you have any views on the Action plan and the way facility types have been prioritised? 

 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

_______________________________________________ 

 

Q6 Do you agree with the recommendations for specific sites? (please identify which sites you ar referring to in your 
response) 

 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

_______________________________________________ 

 

Q7 Are there any other facility issues or scenarios that you think should be explored?  
 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

_______________________________________________ 

 

                                                                       About you 

 

 This section is really important as it helps us to gain a better understanding of the views of different 
people and how they could be impacted by any changes.  this information will remain confidential and 
will be used for analysis purposes only.  Your personal information wil not be published and individuals 
will not be identified 

 

Q8 Are you answering this survey as? 
    A member of the public 

   On behalf of an organisation 

 

Q9 Please tell us the name of your organisation below 

 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

_______________________ 
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Q10 Please tell us your full postcode? 

 __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

_______________________ 

 

Q11 What is your age? 
   Under 16 

   16-25 

   26-35 

   36-45 

   46-55 

   56-65 

   66-75 

   Over 75 

 

Q12 You gender? 

   Female 

   Male 

   Prefer not to say 

 

Q13 Do you consider yourself to be disabled? 
   No 

   Prefer not to say 

   Yes- Physical impairment, such as diffculty using arms or mobility issues which may mean using a wheelchair or crutches 

   Yes- Sensory impairment such as being blind/having serious visual impairment, or being deaf/having a serious hearing impairment 

   Yes- Mental health condition such as depression, anxiety or schizophrenia 

   Yes- Learning disability/difficulty such as Down's Syndrome, dyslexia, dyspraxia) or cognitive impairment (such as autistic spectrum 
disorder) 

   Yes- Long standing illness or health condition, such as cancer, HIV, diabetes, chronic heart disease or epilepsy 

   Yes- other (please state) 

 

 Other Please state _____________________________________________________________________________

________________ 

 

 

Q14 Your ethnicity 
   Arab/Arab British 

   Asian/Asian British- Bangladeshi 

   Asian/Asian British- Indian 

   Asian/Asian British - Pakistani 

   Asian/Asian British- Chinese 

   Asian/Asian British- other 

   Black/African/Caribbean/Black British-African 

   Black/African/Caribbean/Black British-Caribbean 

   Black/African/Caribbean/Black British- Other  

   Gypsy or traveller of Irish heritage 

   Mixed/Multiple Ethnic Groups- White and Asian 

   Mixed/Multiple Ethnic Groups- White and Black African 

   Mixed/ Multiple Ehtnic Groups- White and Black Caribbean 

   Mixed/ Multiple Ethnic Groups- Other 

   White- English/Welsh/Scottish/Northern Irish/British 

   White Irish 



29 
 

   White- Other 

   Other Ethnic Group 

   Prefer not to say 

 

                                           Thank you for taking the time to complete this survey, please press submit 
 

 

 


