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EQUALITY IMPACT ASSESSMENT AND ANALYSIS (EqIAA) 
 

Request for Landlord’s permission to carry out improvement works at 
Greenbank playing fields 

 
 

SECTION 1 – INTRODUCTION 
 
This EqIAA should be read in conjunction with the Consultation Output Report. 
 
South Gloucestershire Council has been formally approached by AEK Boco Football Club, as 
landlord of Greenbank playing fields, to give landlord’s permission to apply for planning permission 
to undertake a number of proposed site enhancements. 
 
This request has become necessary as the club’s continuing success has meant that they now 
need to future proof their home ground to comply with the Football Association’s Standards for 
Step 6. This would require a number of improvements to the facilities on site. 
 
The improvement requests are as follows: 
 

1. to install floodlighting around the main grass pitch, to comply with FA Standard Step 6. 

2. to install a 1.8m high permanent fence, around the perimeter of the main pitch, with gates 
for the control and safety of spectators during matches to comply with FA Standard Step 6. 

3. to install 2 permanent covered spectator areas adjacent to the main pitch to comply with FA 
Standard Step 6. 

4. to increase use of the main pitch by: 1 weekday evening match, if floodlights are used 
these will be off by 21.30hrs and; 1 Saturday match, if flood lights are used these will be off 
by 19.30hrs. 

5. to move cricket provision to Fisher Road playing fields. 

6. to rotate the main pitch, only if required, to accommodate reduced impact on immediate site 
neighbours to alleviate lighting concerns and accommodate potential conflict with the main 
sewer that runs along the north boundary of the site. 

AEK Boco FC are a Charter Standard FA Community Football Club with 44 teams consisting of 38 
Junior/Colts teams (girls and boys), 4 mens and 2 ladies adult teams. The teams play across three 
sites of Greenbank, Tennis Court and Fisher Road playing fields as their home grounds. 
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SECTION 2 – RESEARCH AND CONSULTATION  
 
 
Research 
 
Equality data for each individual member of the football club is not available. However, information 
is available in respect of the following protected characteristic groups:- 
 

 Age – the club provides opportunities for both youth and adult members.  It is not anticipated 
that the proposals would negatively impact on their participation and has the potential to 
enhance their participation through more and higher quality opportunities and facilities. 
 

 Disability – people with disabilities are encouraged to take part in the footballing opportunities 
offered and in using the facilities of the site. Some of the proposals are likely to improve 
accessibility and facilities for both participants and spectators, providing an enhanced impact 
for people with disabilities. 

 

 Sex – the majority of teams are made up of males, however, it is important to note that there 
are female teams (both youth and adult) and as such, opportunities are provided for both males 
and females. 

 

 Race - The most recent research conducted by the council in respect of equalities in football is 
the “South Gloucestershire Council Annual Equalities Report for Football and Cricket: 2016/17 
season”.  The research report found that all those football clubs responding to the council’s 
equalities survey stated that it is their policy to ensure no discrimination, equality of opportunity 
for all, and good relations between all (regardless of characteristics such as Gender, Race, 
Sexual Orientation, Disability, Religion/Belief etc.).  The report concluded that: “Overall the 
breakdown indicates that a variety of ethnic groups are represented in the membership of the 
football teams hiring SGC facilities”. 

 
It is also noted that teams have a mix of protected characteristics, for example, young and female. 
 
 
Consultation 
 
Consultation was conducted between 10th September and 5th October 2018 and was supported 
by a dedicated consultation webpage which hosted an online survey and a paper survey for 
download.  The consultation methodology is described in the Consultation Output Report, however 
it is noted that: 
 

‒ The consultation information and a paper copy of the survey were posted to 1,786 
households within 600m distance from the playing fields. 

‒ 11 notices were also placed on Fisher Road, Tennis Court Road and Anchor Road to notify 
residents of the consultation. 

‒ As part of the consultation comments made online and by letter, email, and over the phone. 
‒ A consultation drop-in event took place on Tuesday 25th September 18:00 – 20:00 at 

Longwell Green Community Centre where residents could talk to officers from the council 
 
Data emerging from the consultation survey is shown in the following tables. 
 
Note regarding the following data tables:- 

 Areas highlighted GREEN are those where the proportion of respondents with this 
characteristic is 10% or more above the overall response (shown in the “Total” column).  

 Areas highlighted RED are those where the proportion of respondents with this characteristic is 
10% or more below the overall response (shown in the “Total” column). 
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Table 1 – Table to show responses to the question: Regarding the installation of floodlighting, to what extent would this have any negative effect on your 
household/premises? 

 

Total 

Sex Age Age aggregate Disability Ethnicity 

Respondents 
Female Male 

16 to 

24 

25 to 

34 

35 to 

44 

45 to 

54 

55 to 

64 

65 to 

75 Over 75 

Working 

age 

Retirement 

age Disabled 

Non 

disabled BAME 

White 

Other 

White 

British 

Base 641 266 319 21 39 136 159 78 110 46 433 156 40 534 9 33 515 

Positive or no effect 67% 72% 66% 100% 85% 82% 71% 54% 57% 61% 74% 58% 65% 71% 89% 82% 70% 

Small negative effect 8% 6% 9% 0 0 7% 7% 8% 14% 17% 6% 15% 5% 8% 0 6% 8% 

Moderate negative effect 8% 9% 8% 0 10% 4% 8% 13% 11% 9% 7% 10% 3% 7% 11% 9% 7% 

Strong negative effect 16% 13% 17% 0 5% 7% 14% 26% 18% 13% 12% 17% 28% 14% 0 3% 15% 

Total negative effect 32% 28% 34% 0% 15% 18% 29% 47% 43% 39% 25% 42% 36% 29% 11% 18% 30% 

                  

Table 2 – Table to show responses to the question: Regarding the increased use of the main pitch with an additional evening match (finishing by 21.30) 
and Saturday match (finishing by 19.30), to what extent would this have any negative effect on your household/premises? 

 

Total 

Sex Age Age aggregate Disability Ethnicity 

Respondents 
Female Male 

16 to 

24 

25 to 

34 

35 to 

44 

45 to 

54 

55 to 

64 

65 to 

75 Over 75 

Working 

age 

Retirement 

age Disabled 

Non 

disabled BAME 

White 

Other 

White 

British 

Base 643 269 318 21 39 136 159 78 113 46 433 159 42 534 10 33 517 

Positive or no effect 59% 63% 59% 90% 85% 77% 61% 45% 47% 52% 67% 48% 52% 64% 60% 82% 63% 

Small negative effect 11% 11% 10% 10% 3% 9% 14% 14% 9% 13% 11% 10% 14% 10% 20% 3% 10% 

Moderate negative effect 9% 8% 10% 0 8% 4% 6% 12% 19% 13% 6% 17% 0 8% 0 12% 7% 

Strong negative effect 21% 18% 21% 0 5% 10% 18% 29% 26% 22% 15% 25% 33% 18% 20% 3% 20% 

Total negative effect 41% 37% 41% 10% 16% 23% 38% 55% 54% 48% 32% 52% 47% 36% 40% 18% 37% 
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Table 3 – Table to show responses to the question: Regarding the two permanent covered spectator areas, to what extent would this have any negative 
effect on your household/premises? 

 

Total 

Sex Age Age aggregate Disability Ethnicity 

Respondents 
Female Male 

16 to 

24 

25 to 

34 

35 to 

44 

45 to 

54 

55 to 

64 

65 to 

75 Over 75 

Working 

age 

Retirement 

age Disabled 

Non 

disabled BAME 

White 

Other 

White 

British 

Base 640 268 317 21 39 136 157 78 111 46 431 157 42 532 9 33 514 

Positive or no effect 70% 75% 69% 100% 85% 85% 75% 55% 61% 65% 77% 62% 67% 73% 89% 85% 73% 

Small negative effect 7% 5% 9% 0 0 6% 6% 12% 11% 9% 6% 10% 5% 7% 0 3% 7% 

Moderate negative effect 5% 4% 6% 0 5% 1% 4% 9% 8% 2% 4% 6% 2% 5% 0 12% 4% 

Strong negative effect 17% 16% 17% 0 10% 8% 15% 24% 20% 24% 13% 21% 26% 14% 11% 0 16% 

Total negative effect 29% 25% 32% 0% 15% 15% 25% 45% 39% 35% 23% 37% 33% 26% 11% 15% 27% 

                  

Table 4 – Table to show responses to the question: Regarding the installation of a 1.8m high fence; to what extent would this have any negative effect on 
your household/premises? 

 

Total 

Sex Age Age aggregate Disability Ethnicity 

Respondents 
Female Male 

16 to 

24 

25 to 

34 

35 to 

44 

45 to 

54 

55 to 

64 

65 to 

75 Over 75 

Working 

age 

Retirement 

age Disabled 

Non 

disabled BAME 

White 

Other 

White 

British 

Base 639 269 315 21 39 136 159 78 109 45 433 154 41 532 9 33 513 

Positive or no effect 70% 72% 69% 95% 85% 83% 70% 58% 64% 67% 74% 65% 68% 72% 89% 79% 73% 

Small negative effect 5% 4% 7% 0 8% 4% 8% 4% 4% 9% 6% 5% 5% 5% 0 12% 4% 

Moderate negative effect 6% 7% 5% 0 0 3% 5% 10% 9% 4% 5% 8% 5% 6% 11% 3% 6% 

Strong negative effect 19% 17% 19% 5% 8% 10% 17% 28% 23% 20% 15% 22% 22% 17% 0 6% 18% 

Total negative effect 30% 28% 31% 5% 16% 17% 30% 42% 36% 33% 26% 35% 32% 28% 11% 21% 28% 
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Table 5 – Table to show responses to the question: Regarding the re-orientation of the pitch within the site boundaries, to what extent would this have 
any negative effect on your household/premises?  

 

Total 

Sex Age Age aggregate Disability Ethnicity 

Respondents 
Female Male 16 to 24 

25 to 

34 

35 to 

44 

45 to 

54 55 to 64 

65 to 

75 Over 75 

Working 

age 

Retirement 

age Disabled 

Non 

disabled BAME 

White 

Other 

White 

British 

Base 630 266 312 21 39 135 157 78 106 45 430 151 42 525 9 33 509 

Positive or no effect 76% 79% 77% 95% 87% 90% 74% 65% 77% 78% 80% 77% 74% 79% 89% 85% 78% 

Small negative effect 6% 5% 7% 0 8% 4% 8% 9% 6% 2% 7% 5% 7% 5% 0 6% 6% 

Moderate negative effect 4% 5% 4% 0 3% 1% 6% 5% 5% 7% 4% 5% 0 4% 0 9% 4% 

Strong negative effect 13% 12% 12% 5% 3% 5% 12% 21% 12% 13% 10% 13% 19% 11% 11% 0 12% 

Total negative effect 23% 22% 23% 5% 14% 10% 26% 35% 23% 22% 21% 23% 26% 20% 11% 15% 22% 

                  
Table 6 – Table to show responses to the question: Regarding the relocation of the pitch to Fisher Road, to what extent would this have any negative 
effect on your household/premises? 

 

Total 

Sex Age Age aggregate Disability Ethnicity 

Respondents 
Female Male 

16 to 

24 25 to 34 

35 to 

44 

45 to 

54 55 to 64 

65 to 

75 Over 75 

Working 

age 

Retirement 

age Disabled 

Non 

disabled BAME 

White 

Other 

White 

British 

Base 628 267 310 20 39 136 156 75 111 41 426 152 39 525 10 31 507 

Positive or no effect 88% 89% 88% 95% 90% 93% 85% 85% 88% 88% 88% 88% 90% 88% 90% 90% 88% 

Small negative effect 3% 2% 3% 5% 5% 2% 1% 4% 5% - 2% 4% - 3% - 3% 3% 

Moderate negative effect 3% 3% 2% - - 3% 4% 3% - 5% 3% 1% 3% 2% 10% - 2% 

Strong negative effect 6% 6% 7% - 5% 2% 10% 8% 6% 7% 6% 7% 8% 6% - 6% 7% 

Total negative effect 12% 11% 12% 5% 10% 7% 15% 15% 11% 12% 11% 12% 0% 11% 10% 9% 12% 
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SECTION 3 - IDENTIFICATION & ANALYSIS OF EQUALITIES ISSUES 
AND IMPACTS 
 
 
The following presents an analysis of the consultation results in respect of the feedback elicited 
from Protected Characteristic groups:- 
 
 
Floodlighting 
 
(Total percentage of consultation respondents stating a negative effect: 32%) 
 
Older people (aged 55+) and disabled people were more likely than average to say that the 
installation of floodlighting would have a negative effect on their household/premises. 
 
Females, younger people, people from BAME backgrounds and people from “White Other” 
backgrounds were less likely than average to say that the installation of floodlighting would have a 
negative effect on their household/premises. 
 
 
Increased use of the main pitch 
 
(Total percentage of consultation respondents stating a negative effect: 41%) 
 
Older people (aged 55+) and disabled people were more likely than average to say that increased 
use of the main pitch with an additional evening match (finishing by 21.30) and Saturday match 
(finishing by 19.30) would have a negative effect on their household/premises. 
 
Younger people, non-disabled people and people from “White Other” backgrounds were less likely 
than average to say that increased use of the main pitch with an additional evening match 
(finishing by 21.30) and Saturday match (finishing by 19.30) would have a negative effect on their 
household/premises. 
 
 
Permanent covered spectator areas 
 
(Total percentage of consultation respondents stating a negative effect: 29%) 
 
Older people (aged 55+), disabled people and males were more likely than average to say that the 
two permanent covered spectator areas would have a negative effect on their household/premises. 
 
Females, younger people, non disabled people, people from BAME backgrounds and people from 
“White Other” backgrounds were less likely than average to say that the two permanent covered 
spectator areas would have a negative effect on their household/premises. 
 
 
Installation of a 1.8m high fence 
 
(Total percentage of consultation respondents stating a negative effect: 30%) 
 
Older people (aged 55+) were more likely than average to say that the installation of a 1.8m high 
fence would have a negative effect on their household/premises. 
 
Younger people, people from BAME backgrounds and people from “White Other” backgrounds 
were less likely than average to say that the installation of a 1.8m high fence would have a 
negative effect on their household/premises. 
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Re-orientation of the pitch within the site boundaries 
 
(Total percentage of consultation respondents stating a negative effect: 23%) 
 
People aged 45-64 and disabled people were slightly more likely than average to say that the re-
orientation of the pitch within the site boundaries would have a negative effect on their 
household/premises. 
 
Younger people, non disabled people, people from BAME backgrounds and people from “White 
Other” backgrounds were less likely than average to say that the re-orientation of the pitch within 
the site boundaries would have a negative effect on their household/premises. 
 

Relocation of the cricket pitch to Fisher Road 
 
(Total percentage of consultation respondents stating a negative effect: 12%) 
 
People aged 45-64 and disabled people were more likely than average to say that the relocation of 
the pitch to Fisher Road would have a negative effect on their household/premises. 
 
Younger people, disabled people, people from BAME backgrounds and people from “White Other” 
backgrounds were less likely than average to say that the relocation of the pitch to Fisher Road 
would have a negative effect on their household/premises. 
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Further Comments Received via the Consultation 
 
A significant number of comments were received in response to the consultation and these are 
covered in detail in the Consultation Output Report.  The following provides an overview of key 
themes emerging which have the potential to impact in respect of protected characteristic groups. 
 
 
Light Pollution 
A number of comments received stated that additional light pollution can make it more difficult for 
children to sleep.  In addition, people of working age who work shift patterns have the potential to 
be affected as mentioned via the consultation comments.  It is also noted that older or elderly 
people and disabled people could be potentially proportionately more impacted. 
 
 
Noise 
Points were raised concerning noise particularly during the evenings.  Similarly to light pollution, a 
number of comments received stated that additional noise can make it more difficult for children to 
sleep.  In addition, people of working age who work shift patterns have the potential to be affected 
as mentioned via the consultation comments.  It is also noted that older or elderly people and 
disabled people could be potentially proportionately more impacted. 
 
Swearing and bad language was also raised by consultees.  This impacts everyone.  It is also 
noted that, in particular, this was raised as a significant negative impact in respect of children in the 
area. 
 
 
Vehicles - parking and congestion 
Concerns were raised in relation to increases in traffic, resulting air pollution, and parking which all 
impact on people’s safety.  In particular, it is noted that increased traffic and high levels of parked 
vehicles in the surrounding areas can present dangers particularly for children, elderly and 
disabled people seeking to safely use the highways, cross roads safely etc.  It is also pointed out 
that children and people with some medical conditions will be proportionately more impact should 
air quality be negatively affected. 
 
The risk of increased parking pressures on surrounding roads may impact negatively on site 
neighbours who may have to park further from their homes than they would normally experience 
on non-match days.  In terms of the protected characteristic groups, this would have a 
proportionately greater negative impact for site neighbours who are older and/or disabled (i.e. the 
protected characteristics of “Age” and “Disability”). 
 
 
Public access and use 
The over-arching principle of access for the public was raised, affecting everyone.  It was 
specifically raised that opportunities for children wishing to use the space could be reduced.  
 
 
Relocation to Fisher Road  
It was commented that relocation may reduce accessibility to and maintenance of the site. 
 
 
Supportive comments 
Opportunities are offered on this site and people of a wide range of ages, both males and females 
and people with disabilities access these opportunities as well as people from BAME backgrounds.  
The enhancement of the site through the implementation of the improvement requests is likely to 
have a knock-on positive impact for all those taking up the opportunities on offer. 
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SECTION 4 - EqIAA OUTCOME 
 
  

Outcome Response 
 

Reason(s) and Justification 

Outcome 1: No major change 
required. 

 
 

It is clear that both positive and negative impacts 

arise which relate to equalities. 
The groups identified via this EqIAA where a 

negative impact has been noted are Older, 

Disabled and Younger people. 
The groups identified via this EqIAA where a 

positive impact has been noted are Younger 

people. 
It is important that a balanced view be taken 

between the positive impacts to be realised via the 

sporting opportunities on offer and the 

requirements of local community. 
The equalities issues arising as detailed within 

Section 3 of this EqIAA relate to the Planning 

process.  As such, the council’s decision as 

Landlord would be better informed of the impact on 

protected groups in the local community if the 

planning process was completed prior to a decision 

being made. This approach would not result in 

negative equalities related impacts.   

Outcome 2: Adjustments to 
remove barriers or to better 
promote equality have been 
identified. 

 
 

 

Outcome 3: Continue despite 
having identified potential for 
adverse impact or missed 
opportunities to promote equality. 

 
 

 
 

Outcome 4: Stop and rethink.  
 

 
 

 
  

SECTION 5 - ACTIONS TO BE TAKEN AS A RESULT OF THIS EqIAA 
 
The equalities issues arising as detailed within Section 3 of this EqIAA relate to the Planning 
process.  As such, Landlord’s permission to apply for Planning permission would not result in 
negative equalities related impacts.  However, it is clearly noted that the Planning process would 
need to take clear and full account of the equalities issues raised within this EqIAA. 
 
 

SECTION 6 – EVIDENCE INFORMING THIS EqIAA 
 

‒ Potential changes to Greenbank playing fields, Consultation Output Report, October 2018. 
‒ South Gloucestershire Council Annual Equalities Report for Football and Cricket: 2016/17 

season. 
‒ AEK Boco FC information regarding youth and adult teams make-up. 


