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Introduction
Neil Allen Associates was commissioned in July 2011 to produce a Strategy for Playing Pitches,
Tennis and Bowls (PPS) for Lichfield District. The study updates the existing strategy (2006), which
identified a series of issues and priorities, including the need to address shortfalls in the amount of
junior and mini football pitches, provide a new artificial surface for hockey and support the
qualitative improvement of sites across the district.
Between 2006 and 2011 there have been many changes, including investment into new and
improved facilities, increased use of school sites and changing requirements for different sports.
Lichfield DC and its delivery partners aspire to maintain and build participation in sport and physical
recreation and ensure that residents in all parts of the district have sustainable and equitable
access to appropriate facilities. To achieve this goal, ongoing monitoring and updates of the
Playing Pitch Strategy to reflect changing priorities are therefore of paramount importance.
Furthermore, as the strategic and policy context for sport and recreation provision continues to
evolve, and new sports are introduced to drive participation increases, investment is under close
scrutiny and there is significant pressure to achieve more and better services with fewer resources.
As well as ensuring that the PPS remains relevant and up to date, this update to the 2006 PPS
provides the opportunity to think innovatively about how services are delivered as well as how
traditional provision can be adopted to meet changing demands and population profiles.
This strategy is therefore required to:


inform decision making on the need for new and enhanced pitch provision at a neighbourhood
level both now, and as the population grows and the profile of the population changes;



support the creation of appropriate policy within the Local Development Framework and
facilitate decisions on the protection and disposal of playing fields;



provide evidence to inform local standards and developer contributions towards playing fields
and outdoor sports facilities;



help to maximise the use of existing resources including school facilities;



inform the emerging leisure strategy and maximise the role that pitch provision can play in
providing high quality opportunities to participate in sport across the district and in maintaining
and increasing levels of participation and physical activity;



guide a strategic and innovative approach to the delivery of playing pitches in the district
linking with local, regional and National Governing Body priorities and in the context of the
challenging financial environment; and



provide

a

strategic

context
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Furthermore national land use policy is changing with the move to a bottom up approach to
planning. An understanding of local aspirations and priorities is one of the key drivers for the
preparation of this PPS. Sport England has stated, ‘there is a fresh drive for localism, promoting
greater accountability for service delivery and improvement and giving more flexibility and
responsibility for delivery to both local authorities and their communities’.
This strategy therefore provides an understanding of the adequacy of pitch and outdoor sports
provision at a local settlement level, as well as district wide.
Strategic Vision
The strategy seeks to support the Council and its partners in the creation of:
'An accessible, high quality and sustainable network of sports pitches and other outdoor sports
facilities, which provides local opportunities for participation by all residents of the district at all
levels of play from grassroots to elite'.
Objectives
The objectives of the strategy link to the achievement of the overarching vision and are as follows:


evaluate current trends and needs of different users, as well as the profile of the local
population;



undertake an audit of all existing pitches, including an evaluation of the quality of pitches and
access to existing facilities;



identify all current users and potential users of pitches and sports facilities in the district;



analyse the adequacy of provision to meet both current and projected need;



identify key priorities and actions, including timeframes and responsibilities; and



agree a strategy for monitoring and review.

Reflecting the contribution that sport and active recreation can make to the achievement of many
wider goals and aspirations of Lichfield District Council, it is critical that the strategy is set in the
context of the Council’s wider strategic priorities’, which are:









Create safe, strong and proud communities
Improve health and well-being
Help people to realize their potential
Involve local people and partners
Protect and enhance the environment for future generations
Develop towns and cities and tackle issues that are important to the rural communities
Provide services that are value for money
Attract investment into the district.
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This strategy therefore evaluates the adequacy of provision for key sports across Lichfield District
and sets out the priorities for action over the coming years. It considers the adequacy of facilities
for:








Football (including American Football)
Cricket
Rugby Union
Rugby League
Hockey
Tennis
Bowls.

These sports have been chosen because they are important in the context of Lichfield District. There
is no evidence of demand for lacrosse or polo or any pitches in the area and these sports have
therefore been excluded from the strategy.
The strategy is set out as follows:











Section 2 –Methodology
Section 3 - Context and Participation Profile
Section 4 – Football
Section 5 – Cricket
Section 6 – Rugby
Section 7 – Hockey
Section 8 – Tennis
Section 9 – Bowls
Section 10 – Strategy and Actions
Section 11 – Monitoring and Review.
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This section summarises the methodology that has been used. The strategy has been developed
in line with 'Towards a Level Playing Field: A Manual for the Production of a Playing Pitch
Strategy' (Sport England, 2003) (TaLPF).
Figure 2.1 summarises the key stages of this methodology which comprises eight stages. These
stages, broadly cover the issues of supply and demand. While stages one to six are largely
numerical calculations, designed to evaluate the current supply and demand, it is steps 7 and 8,
the evaluation of issues and solutions, which are the essential components of a successful
strategy.
Figure 2.1 - The key stages of the Playing Pitch Methodology

Stage 1 Identifying teams

Stage 2 Calculating home games per team per week

Stage 3 Assessing total home games per week

Stage 4 Establishing temporal demand for games

Stage 5 Defining pitches used/required on each day

Stage 6 Establishing pitches available
(allowance for qualitative issues)
Stage 7 Assessing the findings

Key components of a
successful strategy

Stage 8 Finding solutions

TaLPF is currently being updated and a revised methodology is likely to be published in early
2012. The revised methodology takes into account the evolving context of sport and builds on
changes to the national planning framework. It places a greater emphasis on site specific issues
and takes into account trends in the type of facilities, including the growing emphasis on use of
Artificial Grass Pitches (AGPs). Where possible, these changes have been incorporated into the
preparation
of
this
PPS
for
Lichfield
District
Council.
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TaLPF includes only a methodology for pitch sports and there is no formally adopted approach
for an assessment of tennis and bowls. The adequacy of provision for tennis and bowls has been
evaluated through the interpretation of supply and demand. The remainder of this section
briefly summarises the approach that has been undertaken in the preparation of this strategy.
Approach
Demand (Steps 1 – 5)
A full audit of teams playing or wishing to play within Lichfield District was conducted. This audit
process involved:


use of data collected by National Governing Bodies (NGBs) on participation;



cross referencing of NGB data through analysis of records from the 2006 PPS, local league
websites and fixture lists, pitch booking lists and internet research; and



clarification telephone calls with clubs and providers.

To supplement baseline data, a consultation exercise was carried out to provide full
understanding of the issues and challenges currently experienced. This comprised:


distribution of a mixture of postal and electronic surveys to clubs playing within or close to
the district boundaries and follow up telephone calls to none responding clubs;



face to face meetings with key clubs;



distribution of surveys to all schools and follow up telephone calls to none responding
schools (final response 82%);



telephone and email consultations with secretaries of leagues;



email and telephone discussions with Parish and Town Councils (final response 75%);



face to face and telephone discussions with NGBs to discuss key issues and priorities;



discussions with officers of Lichfield District Council and Staffordshire County Council; and



discussions with other external stakeholders including Sport England.

Overall, a high proportion of teams within Lichfield District engaged successfully with the
process. All none responding teams were telephoned on several occasions. Final responses
were:


Football – 70%



Cricket – 64%



Rugby Union – 100%



Hockey – 100%



Tennis – 75%



Bowls – 67%
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Attempts were made to contact all none responding clubs on at least three separate
occasions.
Supply (Step 6)
A full audit of the supply of playing fields is an essential component of a Playing Pitch Strategy. A
detailed audit of the current pitches in Lichfield District was compiled by:


analysing the audit of playing fields and open space (2006 PPS and 2009 Audit of Open
Space, Sport and Recreation Facilities);



reviewing NGB data on pitches and the Sport England Active Places tool;



a detailed survey to all schools and analyzing the findings of the sports club survey;



engaging with Parish and Town Councils to understand provision in their control;



undertaking non technical site visits (in line with the Sport England Matrix) to all public
playing fields and a sample of school sites;



consulting with Grounds Maintenance staff and pitch providers across the district; and



carrying out internet searches and local consultation.

Availability and accessibility
The ownership and accessibility of pitches will influence their actual availability for community
use. In line with Towards a Level Playing Field, the term ‘secured community use’ has been
adopted to define this. This embraces:


all local authority facilities;



school facilities where they are subject to formal community use agreements;



other institutional facilities that are available to the public as a result of formal community
use agreements; and



any facilities that are owned, used or maintained by clubs/private individuals and which, as
a matter of policy and practice, are available to large sections of the public through
membership of a club or through an admission fee.

Pitches in secured community use are pitches where the future use is secured for the coming
seasons by one or more of the following:


a formal community use agreement;



a leasing/management arrangement between the school and LEA requiring;



the pitch(es) to be available to community teams;



policy of community use minuted by school or LEA, including tariff of charges, etc;



minutes of the board of school governors allowing use of pitches by community teams; and



written commitment from the school to the current community team(s) using the pitch(es)
and where it is the intention of the school to maintain access for community teams to its
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pitch(es) at peak times (ie evenings, weekends and/or school holidays) for the next two or
more years.
Strategy Development (Stages 7 and 8)
Following the collation of supply and demand data, calculations were undertaken to evaluate
the adequacy of pitches in the district. These calculations, alongside the key issues arising from
consultations, drive the priorities of the strategy and the actions that emerge from these
priorities.
Artificial Grass Pitches (AGPs)
Artificial pitches are increasingly being used to meet demand for pitch sports. To acknowledge
this, the adequacy of AGPs has been evaluated using the Sport England Facility Planning Model
(FPM). Data for this area of work was supplied following a bespoke run of the FPM undertaken
for Staffordshire by Sport England and the Staffordshire FA.
Geographical Analysis
To fully understand the patterns of supply and demand, the adequacy of provision is analysed
firstly on a district wide level and then within five Housing Market Areas used in the Lichfield
District Council Core Strategy. To support neighbourhood planning, within each Housing Market
Area, ward, settlement and site specific issues are also considered. Table 2.1 sets out the wards
and settlements in each Housing Market Area.
Table 2.1 –Housing Market Areas in Lichfield District
Housing
Market
Area
City of
Lichfield

Population

Wards

Settlement

30,760

Lichfield

Burntwood

32,002

Chadsmead,
Curborough,
Stowe, Boley Park, St Johns,
Leomansley
Chase Terrace, Boney Hay,
Burntwood
Central,
Summerfield, Highfield, All Saints
Chasetown, Hammerwich

Lichfield
District
North

16,363

Longdon,
Armitage
with
Handsacre,
Colton
and
Mavesyn
Ridware,
King’s
Bromley, Alrewas and Fradley

Lichfield
District
South and
East

14,665

Mease and Tame, Whittington,
Bourne
Vale,
Shenstone,
Stonnall, Little Aston

Alrewas, Fradley, Kings Bromley,
Longdon,
Upper
Longdon,
Armitage
with
Handsacre,
Colton, Hill Ridware, Hamstall
Ridware
Shenstone, Whittington, Little
Aston, Drayton Bassett, Edginale,
Harlaston, Hopwas, Stonnall,
Wigginton

Tamworth

4,546

Fazeley

Burntwood

Fazeley

Section 3 sets out the strategic context for pitch provision in Lichfield District. It also provides a full
understanding of the participation profile in sport and physical activity of residents in the district,
as well as their propensity to participate and also comments upon the key population trends
which may influence demand for pitch provision in future years.
Lichfield District Council Playing Pitch Strategy
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Introduction
An understanding of the local strategic context is essential if a strategy is to be effectively
tailored to achieve local targets and priorities. The demographics of a given area can also
impact upon the propensity of a population to participate in different sports.
This section therefore sets out the key policies that impact upon the preparation of this playing
pitch strategy and provides an overview of the demographics of the district and the impact of
this on demand for pitch sports.
Strategic Context
National Level
At a national level, there are several key policies that impact upon the preparation of this
Playing Pitch Strategy:


The draft National Planning Policy Framework seeks to make the planning system less
complex and more accessible, and to promote sustainable growth. This framework is
currently out for consultation. The proposed policy includes a 'presumption in favour of
sustainable development' in order to promote development but highlights the importance
of environmental protection. The presumption champions the right sort of development at
the right level by placing a greater emphasis on having a Local Plan in place. Through the
plan, local communities will have a say in the sort of development they want and need in
their areas. These plans will set out the opportunities for local development and form the
basis for planning decisions.



Planning Policy Guidance Note 17 'Planning for Open Space, Sport and Recreation' was last
revised in 2002 and sets out the Government's policy objectives for open space and sport.
The main requirement is the need for local authorities to produce assessments of open
space need compliant with a methodology set out in an accompanying Companion
Guide. The Lichfield DC PPS fulfils this purpose. The PPG also provides policy guidance on
playing fields and pitches and states that a robust needs assessment of playing pitch is
required, in the absence of which playing pitches must be retained unless one of five
exceptions can be met.



Sport England has been a statutory consultee on planning applications affecting playing
pitches since 1996 and has a long established policy of retention, which is the precursor to
the PPG17 guidance above. Sport England also advises that informed decisions on playing
pitch matters require all local authorities to have an up to date (within the last three years)
assessment of need and a strategy emanating from this.

Local Context
More local to Lichfield District, the preparation of this Playing Pitch Strategy impacts upon, or is
informed by, a number of key documents including;
Local Planning Documents: The LDF Core Strategy is currently in production. This PPS will inform
policies within the Core Strategy and within subsequent more detailed planning documents
Lichfield District Council Playing Pitch Strategy
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including the allocations of land document and supplementary planning documents. These
documents will support the delivery of the priorities of the PPS. Within the new LDF greater
emphasis is being placed on local community needs, in line with the emerging national policy
framework. This updated PPS will therefore analyse needs adopting a local ‘bottom up’
approach.
The existing Lichfield District Council Local Plan, which will be updated by the LDF Core Strategy
sets out major proposals for recreation, identifying recreation zones for sports in both Lichfield
and Burntwood. The recreation zones are included within the plan as a means of direction
proposals for outdoor recreation into appropriate locations within the district. The key areas
allocated as recreation zones are as follows;


An eastern recreation zone east of the A38(T) and north of Tamworth Road.



A western recreation zone south of Walsall Road and east of the proposed Lichfield Southern
Bypass.



A northern recreation zone north of Eastern Avenue



Farewell Lane/Lichfield Road, Burntwood - 23.9 hectares (59 acres)



Hospital Road, Hammerwich - 21.9 hectares (54 acres)



Wharf Lane, Hammerwich - 21.9 hectares (54 acres)

Lichfield DC Open Space, Sport and Recreation Study 2009: This study provides an assessment of
open space across Lichfield DC and gives consideration to the quality and quantity of different
types of open space as well as outdoor sports facilities. The outdoor sports part of the study
draws upon the research undertaken as part of the 2006 PPS, which broadly concluded that
there were surpluses of adult football pitches, but shortfalls of junior and mini pitches, cricket,
rugby and hockey pitches. There were also gaps in access to bowling and tennis facilities.
Supporting the open space assessment, a Green and Open Spaces Strategy has also been
developed. The strategy seeks to promote a holistic approach to the types of facilities that are
provided and the way green and open spaces are used and managed within the district. It sets
out a vision for meeting varied needs, specifies aims and objectives and considers resource
implications. This Playing Pitch Strategy will provide an update to the outdoor sports section of
this document
Lichfield’s Sustainable Community Strategy: This is the strategic plan of the Lichfield District
Strategic Partnership. It sets out the Partnership's long term vision and priorities for the area from
2006 to 2021. The Plan covers a wide range of issues under five themes:






Sustainable Communities
Safer and Stronger Communities
Healthier Communities and Older People
Children and Young People
Economic development and enterprise.

The overall aim of the strategy is to:
‘make measurable improvements to the quality of life of people who live in, work in, and visit
Lichfield District, through actions to improve long term economic, social and environmental
well-being.’

Lichfield District Council Playing Pitch Strategy
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Playing pitches and outdoor sports facilities can make key contributions towards the
achievement of objectives under several of the above strands.
Staffordshire PCT – Staying Healthy Strategy (2008 – 2012): The plan sets out the Primary Care
Trust's (PCT) proposals for the next five years covering specific local health issues. Its vision is to
generate‘a measurable improvement in the health and well being of our population in
response to local need’. The accompanying action plan outlines how to make the vision a
reality. A number of priorities have been identified, many of which the effective provision of
playing pitches in Lichfield District can contribute to.
The strategy sets out evidence that poor lifestyle choices, including physical inactivity, can
greatly increase the risk of ill health. To address the wider determinants of health, the plan
places emphasis on promoting healthy lifestyles and reducing barriers for young people so that
access to services can assist them in overcoming their difficulties. Key to this will be providing
quality outdoor sports facilities that children and young people enjoy. It will be particularly
important that the deprived areas of the district have access to facilities for the outdoor sports
and that the needs of minority groups are considered. Increased levels of physical activity is one
of the primary targeted outcomes of the plan and this is something that effective provision of
playing pitches and outdoor sports facilities can help to achieve.
Lichfield District Play Strategy: The Lichfield District Play Strategy (Lichfield Play Partnership) aims
to drive improvements to play facilities and services that are offered. It sets out how facilities
and services will be improved over the five year lifespan of the strategy. The strategy highlights
links between play and more formal sports participation, in particular referencing the popularity
of football as a form of play. The strategy indicates that the existing stock is not meeting the
needs of residents and sets out an action plan that seeks to improve this situation. This plan
includes the creation of several Multi Use Games Areas (MUGAs) that can be used to
accommodate a variety of sports as well as informal activity. In particular, new provision is
targeted in Alrewas, Mile Oak, Handsacre, Redwood Park (Burntwood) and Darwin Park
(Lichfield). Some of these projects have now been delivered, providing improved play
opportunities for young residents.
Lichfield District Leisure Strategy: The emerging Lichfield District Leisure Strategy will be informed
by this Playing Pitch Strategy and will seek to increase participation in the district, maximising the
range of opportunities provided for residents.
Interrelationship with Neighbouring Authorities
Lichfield District Council is bordered by Cannock Chase District Council, East Staffordshire District
Council, Birmingham City Council, Tamworth Borough Council and Walsall Metropolitan Borough
Council. Given that users travel between authorities, and needs in one authority are impacted
by both supply and demand in another, it is important to consider the issues identified in
neighbouring authorities, and the resulting action points. For contextual purposes, the key issues
and priorities of Playing Pitch Strategies in each of the neighbouring boroughs is summarised
below.
Cannock Chase District Council PPS (2010): In terms of football, the strategy identifies an
oversupply of adult football pitches and shortages of junior and mini pitches. There is known
latent demand, with some teams playing outside of Cannock Chase boundaries due to the
shortfall of pitches of appropriate quality. Furthermore, the amount of surplus adult pitches is not
sufficient to meet the needs of junior teams. Pitch quality is a key issue and there are few
pitches with appropriate ancillary provision. This picture is evident across the District, including in
Rugeley, which is located in close proximity to the Lichfield District Council border.
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There are adequate cricket pitches and only a small deficiency in rugby provision. With regards
artificial grass pitches, the strategy indicates that there is a need to provide an additional two
facilities, one in Cannock and one in Rugeley.
Tamworth Borough Council Playing Pitch Strategy (2009): Like in Cannock Chase District Council,
the Tamworth Borough Council Joint Sports Strategy indicates that there are sufficient adult
football pitches to meet demand, but that there are not enough junior and mini pitches.
Participation in cricket, rugby and hockey is low in the Borough, with just one club in each sport.
There are pressures on the rugby pitches, however there are sufficient facilities to meet the
needs of the cricket club and more than enough hockey pitches.
There is relatively little supply or demand in the west of the Borough, the area adjoining Lichfield
District Council, and as a consequence undersupplies in these parts are small. The majority of
identified shortfalls in provision are located in the east of the borough. The key priorities of the
strategy focus primarily upon improving the quality of existing provision, ensuring that teams are
evenly distributed across pitches and maximising the role that school facilities can play in
meeting demand from the community. The document also suggests the introduction of a
leasing policy of smaller sites to club.
East Staffordshire Playing Pitch Strategy (2009): The strategy identifies latent demand of 1 adult
football pitch and 8 junior football pitches across the district. The quality of provision, particularly
with regards changing accommodation is also highlighted as a problem.
Birmingham City Council Playing Pitch Strategy (2011): The Birmingham City Council Playing
Pitch Strategy (2011) identifies significant shortfalls in provision for football, cricket and rugby
across the city. A separate study also identifies the need for additional AGPS.
With regards Sutton Coldfield, the area most closely bordering Lichfield District, there is an
identified shortfall of 17 adult football pitches. There are also significant quality issues. There are
sufficient cricket pitches and the quality is high, however there are only just enough hockey
pitches, although there are surpluses in other parts of Birmingham. There is no rugby in this part of
the city. Specifically within the Sutton Coldfield area, the strategy prioritises the improvement of
the existing facilities, focusing on the large multi pitch sites, the negotiation of community use
agreements at the existing facilities and the protection of existing sites.
The overall conclusions from these studies are that in the local authorities surrounding Lichfield
District, there are both quantitative (particularly for junior and mini football) and qualitative
issues with the existing pitch stock. It is important that pitch provision within Lichfield District is
considered in the context of issues and priorities in the surrounding areas.
North West Leicestershire Playing Pitch Strategy (2002): This strategy is now out of date and
significant changes are likely to have occured. The strategy does however identify a surplus of
pitches in the area, although like many other authorities, it highlights that there is an inbalance
between adult and junior facilities. There are also significant variations in quality identified across
the district. The key priorities focus on improvements to the quality of both pitches and ancillary
facilities as well as the realignment of pitches to better meet demand.
North Warwickshire Playing Pitch Strategy (2010): Like other nearby authorities, there is an
inbalance of adult and junior pitches and the key focus of the strategy for football is to address
these issues. The strategy also seeks to improve the changing accommodation at football
pitches. While the strategy seeks to protect current cricket pitches, it highlights a potential need
to provide additional facilities for focus clubs and also identifies demand for additional rugby
pitches and an AGP for hockey. For bowls, the key priority is the development of junior bowls
and for tennis; partnership working with clubs is prioritised.
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South Derbyshire Playing Pitch Strategy (2011): This strategy indicates that there are issues with
both the quality and quantity of pitches. There are shortfalls of football, cricket and rugby
pitches, with some teams travelling out of the district as a result. Furthermore, many of the
pitches, tennis courts and bowling greens are not in locations that are appropriate to meet
demand. In addition, the quality of pitches is varying and there are numerous examples of poor
quality pitches. The key priorities identified include improving the quality of existing pitches,
developing new pitches and ensuring that each sub area has at least one hub site and
increasing the amount of schools that offer community use. Asset transfer to clubs and the local
community is also a key target of the strategy.
Population and Sports Participation
This evaluation of population trends and overall participation in sport in Lichfield District
underpins the evaluation of the adequacy of facilities in later sections. This section draws on the
findings from the Sport England Active People surveys and Sport England Market Segmentation,
as well as participation analysis undertaken by the FA. In particular it covers:


Population trends in Lichfield District: What are the population trends in Lichfield and what
does this mean for pitch sports participation?



Sports Participation trends for adults in Lichfield District: Drawn from the Sport England Active
People Survey, what are the overall trends in participation, how are these changing and
what does this mean for pitch sports participation?



Which are the most popular sports played by adults in Lichfield District: Again drawn from
the Sport England Active People survey; and where do pitch sports rank in terms of
popularity when compared with other sports/physical activity?



What is the sporting profile of participants in Lichfield District and where do they live: Using
the Sport England market segmentation data to set out a sports and spatial profile of the
most dominant population groups in Lichfield. How do pitch sports rank in the importance
and the amount of sports played by these groups? Does Lichfield have more or less
potential pitch sports participants when compared with the national profile?



What percentage of adults who play pitch sports now compared to how many adults would
like to play these sports: Again based on the Active People market segmentation survey
findings, what percentage of the Lichfield population do play pitch sports now and where
are they located in the authority? Then what percentage of the Lichfield population would
like to play pitch sports and where do they live?

Lichfield District Population Profile
Analysis of the population profile of Lichfield District provides a context for the interpretation of
participation in sports. The current population profile and projected changes over the 2010 –
2015 period for Lichfield is set out in Table 3.1. This is based on the ONS sub national population
projections for this period. For context, figures for the West Midlands Region and England wide
are also included.
ONS population data is often referenced as trend data, projecting past change into the future.
Local population assessments are frequently more detailed as they account for inward and
outward migration, birth rates, housing growth etc. More detailed local ward based projections
have been used later in this report to inform ward and settlement specific priorities. The ONS
population data has however been used to provide an understanding of district wide trends.
The significant finding from analysis to the projected changes to the population (Table 3.1) is
that over a five year period, the total Lichfield population is projected to increase by 3.8%. The
Lichfield District Council Playing Pitch Strategy
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West Midlands Region population is projected to increase by 3.1% and the England wide
projected increase in population is 4.4%. In short, the population in Lichfield is increasing at a
higher rate than for the region but at a lower rate than national increases. In overall numbers,
the growth in the Lichfield population is 3,900 people.
Table 3.1 Population Projections for Lichfield District, West Midlands Region and England Wide
2010 – 2015 (ONS Sub National Population Projections)
Area

2010

2011

2012

2013

2014

2015

Change
10 -15

%
change
09 -15

Lichfield

99,500

100,300

101,100

101,800

102,600

103,400

3,900

3.8%

West
Midlands

5,46m

5,48m

5,51m

5,54m

5,57m

5,59m

166,400

3.1%

England

52,196m

52,577m

52,953m

53,332m

53,710m

54,087m

2,270m

4.4%

(Source: Sport England Local Borough Profile March 2011)
Age Profile of the Lichfield District Population 2006 – 2015
The age profile of residents of Lichfield over the period 2009 – 2015 is set out in five year age
bands in Table 3.2. This illustrates that the age groups that have the highest representation in
Lichfield are, in order of descending size:


the 45 – 49 and 50 – 54 age groups (blue typeface in the table). Both these age groups
have 7,800 people by 2015. The 45 - 49 age group is projected to increase by 300 people or
4% over the 2009 – 2015 period, whilst there will also be 7800 people in the 50 -54 age group
by 2015 (an 18.2% increase between 2009 and 2015);



the 65 – 69 age group will be the next highest group in Lichfield in 2015 (red typeface in the
table) and this has a population of 7,400 people. This is an increase of 1,200 people (19.4%)
between 2009 – 2015;



the 40 – 44 and 55 -59 age groups (green typeface in the table) will both have 6,800 people
by 2015. For the 40 – 44 age group this represents a decrease of 900 people (11.7%)
between the two years whilst the 55 – 59 age group increases by 200 people (3%); and



the three junior age groups of 5 – 9, 10 – 14 and 15 -19 are the 6th 7th and 8th (respectively)
highest age groups in the Lichfield population by 2015. In total these three age groups will
make up 12,600 people which is 12.1% of the Lichfield population by 2015. Over the five year
period in question, these age groups have increases of 11.3% for the 5 – 9 age group and
decreases of 5% and 6.8% for the 10 – 14 and 15 – 19 age groups respectively.

The key implications of this analysis of the age profile of the district in regard to the playing of
pitch sports are that:


the age groups with the highest population between 2009 – 2015 are not the age groups
that play pitch sports. It is the 40 – 59 age range and the four 5 year age groups across the
40 – 59 age range that are the highest in Lichfield, making up 28.2% of the total population
by 2015;



by 2015, 12,600 people (12.1% of the Lichfield population) will fall within the 5 – 19 junior age
group that play pitch sports;
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of the adult 20 – 35 age group (that play pitch sports), these make up 15,800 people in 2015,
which is 15.2% of the Lichfield population;



combined, the junior and adult age groups for playing pitch sports (aged between 5 – 35)
will make up 28,400 people, out of the total population of 103,400 people by 2015. This
represents 27.3% of the total Lichfield population; and



furthermore, for three of the total six age bands that make up the 5 – 35 age group, the
numbers of people in Lichfield are decreasing between 2009 – 2015.

Table 3.2 - Age Profile of the Lichfield Population for Males and Females and in Five Year Age
Bands 0 – 90+ over the period 2009 – 2015
Lichfield

Indicator
2009

2010

2011

2012

2013

2014

2015

Male

48.6

49

49.5

49.9

50.3

50.7

51.1

Chg 09
- 15
2.5

% Chg

Female

50.1

50.5

50.8

51.2

51.5

51.9

52.3

2.2

4.4%

0-4

5.3

5.4

5.4

5.4

5.4

5.4

5.4

0.1

1.9%

5-9

5.1%

5.3

5.4

5.5

5.6

5.8

5.8

5.9

0.6

11.3%

10-14

6

5.9

5.8

5.7

5.5

5.6

5.7

-0.3

-5.0%

15-19

5.9

5.8

5.7

5.6

5.6

5.6

5.5

-0.4

-6.8%

20-24

4.8

4.9

4.8

4.7

4.6

4.5

4.4

-0.4

-8.3%

25-29

4.8

4.9

5.1

5.3

5.5

5.7

5.7

0.9

18.8%

30-34

5

5.1

5.2

5.3

5.4

5.6

5.7

0.7

14.0%

35-39

6.7

6.3

6

5.8

5.7

5.6

5.7

-1

-14.9%

40-44

7.7

7.6

7.6

7.5

7.3

7.1

6.8

-0.9

-11.7%

45-49

7.5

7.7

7.8

7.9

7.9

7.9

7.8

0.3

4.0%

50-54

6.6

6.7

6.9

7.1

7.3

7.5

7.8

1.2

18.2%

55-59

6.6

6.5

6.5

6.6

6.6

6.6

6.8

0.2

3.0%

60-64

7.7

7.6

7.5

7

6.7

6.6

6.5

-1.2

-15.6%

65-69

6.2

6.6

6.8

7.2

7.5

7.5

7.4

1.2

19.4%

70-74

4.6

4.9

5.1

5.3

5.6

5.8

6.1

1.5

32.6%

75-79

3.5

3.6

3.6

3.8

4

4.2

4.4

0.9

25.7%

80-84

2.3

2.4

2.6

2.7

2.8

2.9

3

0.7

30.4%

85-89

1.5

1.5

1.6

1.6

1.6

1.7

1.8

0.3

20.0%

90+

0.6

0.7

0.8

0.9

0.9

1

1

0.4

66.7%

These trends continue up to 2028, with the proportion of residents aged in groups more likely to
participate in pitch sports declining.
For the purposes of this report, sub-national population projections for the years 2016, 2021 and
2028 have been used. These figures are only available at a district level and take into account
demographic changes as well as inward and outward migration trends in the district. To provide
a broad indication of the likely location of growth, the expected proportion of the total growth,
based on the district’s spatial strategy that will occur in each ward has been used. i.e a ward
with 5% of the anticipated new houses will be assigned 5% of the total growth.
Adult Participation in Sport
The nationally accepted measure of adult participation in sport is the Sport England Active
People survey. The first survey was conducted between October 2005 and October 2006, and
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was a telephone survey of 363,724 adults in England (aged 16 plus). It is unique in providing
reliable statistics on participation in sport and active recreation for all 354 local authorities in
England (a minimum of 1,000 interviews were completed in every Local Authority).
The Active People survey has been updated on the same basis, commencing in October each
year until the following October. The latest Active People survey is AP 4 which commenced in
October 2009 and finished in October 2010. It provides by far the largest sample size ever
established for a sport and recreation survey and allows levels of detailed analysis previously
unavailable. It identifies how participation varies from place to place and between different
groups in the population.
The survey also measures the proportion of the adult population that volunteer in sport on a
weekly basis, club membership, involvement in organised sport/competition, receipt of tuition or
coaching, and overall satisfaction with levels of sporting provision in the local community.
Headline Findings from the Active People 4 Survey
During 2009/10, 6.938 million adults (aged 16 and over) participated in sport three times a week
for 30 minutes at moderate intensity (16.5% of the adult population in England). This is 123,000
more adult participants than the 2007/08 baseline. Compared with Active People Survey 2,
sports participation among non-white adults has increased by 64,100, from 722,800 (16.1%) to
786,900 (17.3%).
Most importantly the survey provides the measurement for the former National Indicator 8 (NI8) adult participation in sport and active recreation. Whilst the profile and reference to NI 8 as a
national indicator is not as evident, it remains the benchmark measure for the percentage of
the adult population who participate in 3 x 30 minutes of moderate sport and active recreation
in any 12 days a month (or rounded for once a week). Any assessment of adult sports
participation has to start with setting out the findings for NI8.
Active People Survey Findings for Lichfield District for former National Indicator NI 8
The trends in adult sports participation in Lichfield District are set out overleaf in Table 3.3. The
corresponding findings for Stafford District and Staffordshire are also set out to provide context.
Stafford District has been chosen as a comparator as as well as being located within
Staffordshire, according to the CIPFA nearest neighbours comparator tool, Stafford is in the
same family group (ie it shares many similarities) with Lichfield.
Table 3.3: Active People Surveys 1 - 4 for the NI8 measure of Adult Sports Participation of 3 x 30
Minutes of Moderate Sport and Physical Activity 3 Times a Week

AP Survey Year/Authority

Active People
1
%

Active People
2
%

APS3/4 (Oct
2008 - Oct
2010)

Rolling 24
Months (Apr
09 - Apr 11)

Lichfield District

22.8

21.9

23.4

22.2

Stafford Borough

26.2

23.1

24.2

23.2

Staffordshire County

21.9

21.4

22.2

21.4

Source: Results for participation in sport and active recreation based on data from Active People Survey 3
(2008/09) and 4 (2009/10) shown against the baseline data from 2005/6 (Active People Survey 1). Published 16 June
2011.
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The main findings from this table are:


the Lichfield District rate of adult sports participation has fluctuated over the four Active
People surveys, going from 22.8% in AP1, up to 23.4% in AP 3 and then down to 22.2% in the
rolling 24 month April 09 – April 11 period;



Between April 09 – April 11, Lichfield has a higher rate of adult sports participation (22.2%)
than Staffordshire County (21.4%) but a lower rate than Stafford District (23.2%); and



Stafford Borough has a consistently higher rate of adult sports participation than Lichfield
across all four Active People surveys.

Which are the Most Popular Sports in Lichfield District and the Other Authorities?
It is also important to also understand which sports/activities people most like to participate in.
This can often be informal sporting or physical activity such as walking, and as much for a health
benefit as well as formal sports.
The five most popular sporting activities based on participation at least once a month
according to Active People 4 are set out in Table 3.4. (Note: the most popular sport is
categorised as multi sports and is not included in this table because it is not sport specific). It
can be seen that:


football is the only pitch sport that ranks as one of the five most popular sports. This is in
Stafford and Staffordshire County where it is the 5 th most popular adult sporting activity.
There is no pitch sport in the top five most popular adult activities in Lichfield District;



swimming is the most popular sport in all three local authorities as well as in the West
Midlands Region;



cycling or gym (which includes fitness classes and dance) are the second or third most
popular activities, being second in Lichfield District and Staffordshire County and third in
Stafford and West Midlands;



athletics ranks fourth or fifth most popular sporting activity, being fourth in Lichfield District
and the West Midlands region and fifth in Stafford and Staffordshire County; and



golf is the fifth most popular activity in Lichfield District.

Table 3.4: Profile of the Most Popular Sporting Activities (Participation Rate of the Top 5 Sports of
People That Participate at Least Once a Month)
Authority
Lichfield
District

Swimming

Cycling

Gym

Athletics

Golf

Football

1st 12.3%

2nd 9.1%

3rd 8.7%

4th 5.2%

5th 3.9%

-----------

Stafford

1st 13.1%

3rd 9%

2nd 10%

5th 5.7%

----------

4th 8.9%

Staffs
County

1st 12.5%

2nd 9.1%

3rd 9.1%

5th 4.8%

----------

4th 6.7%

West
Midlands
Region

1st 12.3%

3rd 9%

2nd 9.5%

4th 5.4%

-----------

----------

(Source: Active People Survey 4, Population data ONS Annual Population Survey 2010 Measure: Participation rate of the
top 5 sports and the number of people that participate at least once per month)
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What is the profile of adult sports participation in Lichfield District?
As part of the Active People survey findings Sport England analysed the data on the English
population (18+) to produce 19 market segments with distinct sporting behaviours and attitudes.
This includes information on specific sports people take part in as well as why people do sport,
whether they want to do sport and the barriers to doing more sport. In addition, the segments
provide information on media consumption and communication channels, social capital,
health indicators including obesity and engagement in the wider cultural sphere. A full
description
of
all
the
19
market
segments
can
be
found
at
http://segments.sportengland.org/querySegments.aspx.
The power of these sporting segments lies not only in their ability to help us better understand
the characteristics of our potential market but also to explore the market base at differing
geographic levels. Each segment has been assigned a name that reflects the most popular first
names for the group.
Market segmentation allows us to develop a more sophisticated, tailored approach to
delivering services. It is one of the best tools we have to improve public services and outcomes.
Map 3.1 summarises the market segmentation profile for Lichfield District. This same information
can also be set out in bar chart form (Chart 3.1). This is followed by a description of each of the
dominant market segments in Lichfield District and their sporting activity profile.
Map 3.1 Dominant Market Segments in Lichfield District by Population and Location
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Chart 3.1: Dominant Market Segments in Lichfield District by Population Total

As Map 3.1 and Chart 3.1 show, the most dominant market segment in Lichfield District spatially
and in terms of population numbers is Tim followed by Philip, then Roger and Joy, Elaine and
Elsie and Arnold. The Active People Market Segmentation profile of these segments are
described as:


Tim a very active type enjoying high intensity activities. Tim enjoys technical sports such as
skiing, uninhibited by financial outlay. Both team games and individual activities feature high
on his agenda and personal fitness activities are also popular. 21% of the Tim segment take
part in cycling compared to 9% of all adults nationally; 20% of this segment takes part in
keep fit/gym, compared to 17% of all adults nationally. Swimming, football and athletics or
running are also popular sports for Tim. Tim is more likely than all adults to take part in football
and athletics.



Philip is in his late forties and is the most active in his age group.. The top sports that Philip
participates in are Cycling is the top sport, and 16% of this segment do this at least once a
month, almost double the national average. Philip also enjoys keep fit/gym, swimming,
football, golf and athletics (running). His participation in most of his top sports is above the
national average, which is indicative of the priority he places on sport.



Roger & Joy are slightly less active than the average adult population. The top sports that
Roger & Joy participate in are: Keep fit/gym and swimming are the most popular sports with
13% of the segment doing these, followed by cycling (8%), golf (6%) and angling (2%). Their
participation levels are below average for all of these sports, with the exception of bowls
and golf



Elaine; Her sporting activity levels are consistent with the national average, and slightly
above average for some indicators. 23% of Elaine’s are likely to be a member of a health
club and may also attend classes – 22% of this segment has received instruction in the past
12 months. The top sports that Elaine participates in are Keep fit/gym and swimming which
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are the most popular sports with around a fifth of the segment doing these, followed by
cycling (7%), athletics or running (3%), tennis (2%), badminton (2%) and horse riding (2%).


Elsie & Arnold are much less active than the average adult population, but their activity
levels are more consistent with other segments in this age range. They are likely to be doing
less sport than 12 months ago, mainly due to health or injury. The top sports that Elsie &
Arnold participate in are keep fit and gym with 10% of this group taking part, 7% take part in
swimming, and 3% do bowls



Ralph and Phyllis are in their late sixties, retired and do sport to meet with friends, improve
performance, and because they enjoy it. They take part in sports such as swimming, fishing
and golf. Ralph & Phyllis are generally less active than the average adult population, but
their activity levels are higher than others in their age range. They are likely to be doing the
same or less sport than 12 months ago, with health the main issue for those doing less. The
top sports that Ralph & Phyllis participate in are keep fit or gym, 9% swimming, 7%, play golf
and bowls 4%

It is clear that while those falling under the ‘Tim’ categorisation enjoy high intensity sports, after
Tim the next four highest market segments are all in the older age groups of 40 – 59 (Philip,
Roger and Joy, Elaine and Elsie and Arnold) This finding is consistent with the population findings
for Lichfield District reported on earlier, namely that the age groups with the highest population
in Lichfield District are the 40 – 59 age range. There are 23,200 people in this age range and
they make up 28.2% of the total Lichfield District population in 2015. The sixth highest market
segment is Elsie and Arnold, who are in their 60’s.
What do these findings say about participation in pitch sports?
Implications of these market segments for participation are therefore:


the 2nd – 5th highest market segments are not in the age range for playing pitch sports. They
are in the 40 – 59 age group. By 2015, this age range represents 23,200 people or 28.2% of
the total Lichfield District population;



only one of the dominant market segments in Lichfield District plays pitch sports (Tim). Tim is
also the market segment with the highest population and spatial coverage in Lichfield
District, with there being 8,900 Tim’s in Lichfield District based on AP 4 (11.5%). Tim is very
active in playing sports but the most popular activities he plays are cycling and keep
fit/gym. Swimming, football and athletics or running are listed as other sports played. So
even in the highest market segment there is not a high profile for the playing of pitch sports.
Some of the groups do however have an interest in bowls, which will be explored later; and



of the market segments that do play pitch sports, it is football that is the main pitch sport
played. This is played by Ben, Jamie and Kev who are in the 18 – 39 age group. As can be
seen from the bar chart in Chart 3.1 these three groups do not have a high representation in
Lichfield District. There are 4, 400 Ben’s, 1,900 Jamie’s and 2,500 Kev’s. Together they make
up 11.3% of the Lichfield District population currently. Ben is the most sporty of the 19
segments and 33% of Ben’s play football compared to 4% of adults nationally. Jamie (who is
the second most sports active of the 19 market segments) has a rate of 28% playing football,
while12% of Kev’s play football, compared with 4% nationally.

Summary of findings from the market segmentation findings for pitch sports
Overall, when looking at the authority profile for sports participation based on the 6 highest
market segments in Lichfield District it is only characterised by 1 market segment that plays pitch
sports (Tim). The three market segments that do play pitch sports (football in the main) are Ben,
Jamie and Kev. These groups do not have a high representation in Lichfield District, making up
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11.3% of the population in Lichfield District in 2010. This means that while there are people who
do play pitch sports in the district, there are just there are not enough of these market segments
to make such sports amongst the most popular recreational activities. Supply of facilities
therefore has to be viewed in this participation context. Specific participation issues in individual
sports are set out in the relevant sections.
What is the profile of people in Lichfield District who do play pitch/court sports or would like play
pitch/court sports?
Again based on the Active People market segmentation survey findings it is possible to identify
spatially the percentage of the adult population who play pitch sports now and those who
would like to play pitch sports but do not currently do so. This is helpful in not only being able to
compare the participation profile across pitch/court sports but also to see if participation profile
within each sport varies spatially. In short, it is possible to analyse whether are there any hot
spots where there are more pitch sports participants living. This may influence current / future
demand for facilities. This profile can be reviewed for each of the pitch/court sports.
Table 3.5: Active People Market Segmentation findings on estimated adult sports participation
and would like to participate for rugby union, cricket, hockey, tennis bowls and football
Sport

Do Play
(Nos of Participants)

Would like to Play
(Nos of participants)

Total
(Nos of participants)

Football

5,000

970

5,970

Rugby Union

1,140

280

1,420

Cricket

730

390

1,120

Hockey

280

160

440

Tennis

1,850

1,930

3,780

Bowls

840

190

1,030

Notes The Active People measure is number of participants who do play/would like to play at least once a month. The
number of participants is adults only .

As set out, further detail on participation within each specific sport is found in Sections 4 – 8.
Summary and Implications for this Strategy
The contribution that the effective provision of playing pitches can make towards the
achievement of wider corporate objectives and those of key partners is clear. Table 3.6
summarises the contributions that the provision of playing fields can make towards the
achievement of the goals of some key strategies across Lichfield District.
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Table 3.6 – Impact of effective outdoor sports facilities on wider aims and objectives
Objectives for the future delivery of Playing Pitches
Enhance
the
quality of playing
pitches

Ensure the quantity
of playing pitches is
sufficient to meet
local needs

Maximise
access
and functionality of
playing pitches

Strategic Documents
Sustainable
Strategy

Community













Lichfield District Children
and Young People’s Plan







Staffordshire
PCT
Staying Healthy







Lichfield
Corporate Plan

District

–

Analysis of neighbouring local authority Playing Pitch Strategies highlights some issues in
surrounding local authorities. Bringing together all the findings from the analysis of sports
participation based on the Sport England Active People survey and market segmentation
findings there are several key issues that need to be considered as part of the detailed
assessment of playing pitch needs. These are:
Firstly: The age groups with the highest population between 2009 – 2015 are not the age groups
that play pitch sports. It is the 40 – 59 age range and the four 5 year age groups across the 40 –
59 age range that are the highest in Lichfield District, making up 28.2% of the total population
by 2015. This trend continues, with even higher proportions of people falling into older age
groups by 2028. For three of the six age bands that make up the 5 – 35 age group, the number
of people in Lichfield District is also estimated to decrease. This will have an impact on the
number of people with a propensity to participate.
Secondly: Based on the benchmark former N1 8 indicator of adult sports participation (3 x 30
minutes of moderate intensity sport or physical activity 3 times a week) rates of participation in
Lichfield District has fluctuated over the four Active People surveys, going from 22.8% of the
Lichfield District adult population in AP1 (2006), up to 23.4% in AP 3 (2009) and then to 22.2% in
the rolling 24 month April 09 – April 11 period. This suggests that participation is relatively static.
Thirdly: Sport England market segmentation, which profiles the types of adult sports participants
into 19 market segments and identifies which sports they play and how often, indicates that only
one of the top six (in terms of numbers of people) market segments in Lichfield District plays
pitch sports and this is Tim. Tim is however the market segment with the highest population (8,900
Tim’s) in Lichfield District. After Tim the next five highest market segments are all in the older age
groups of 40 – 59 (Philip, Roger and Joy, Elaine) and the 60+ age group - Elsie and Arnold. These
groups have a much lower propensity to participate in pitch sport although they have some
interest in bowls. This finding is consistent with the population findings for Lichfield District
reported on, namely that the age groups with the highest population in Lichfield District in 2015
are the 40 – 59 age range. There are 23,200 people in this age range and they make up 28.2% of
the total District population in 2015. Consequently and overall it is fair to say that overall,
Lichfield District has an age and activity profile that is not focused on participation in pitch
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sports. Even residents in the Tim market segment rank pitch sports around fourth in the choice of
sporting activity.
Fourthly: Of the market segments that do play pitch sports, it is football which is the main pitch
sport played. This is played by Ben, Jamie and Kev who are in the 18 – 39 age group. These
three groups do not make up a high proportion of the population in Lichfield District however
(together they make up 11.3% of the Lichfield District market segment population in 2010).
Despite there being relatively low numbers of residents falling into these groups in Lichfield
District, these three market segments do have a high participation rate in football.
The remainder of this report draws on the base information in this section, and provides an
overview of provision for football, cricket, rugby, hockey, tennis and bowls in Lichfield District.
The key strategy priorities are set out in Section 11.
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4. Football
04

Introduction
This section evaluates the adequacy of pitches for football and provides:





An overview of supply and demand for football
An evaluation of the overall adequacy of pitches to meet demand
Settlement specific issues and opportunities
Key issues for the strategy to address.

There is also one American Football team playing within the district, and the adequacy of
provision for this sport is also considered at the end of this section.
Football in Lichfield District – An Overview
Pitch Supply
There are 126 individual grass football pitches across Lichfield District. This figure includes all
known public, private, school and other pitches whether or not they are in secured community
use. These pitches comprise:




53 adult football pitches
50 junior football pitches
23 mini soccer pitches

The full audit of pitches can be seen in Appendix A. Overall, 58% of football pitches offer
secured community access. Table 4.1 provides a comparison between pitches in secured
community use now and in 2006. It indicates that the supply of football pitches has remained
consistent although it must be noted that more schools now offer informal use of their facilities
than at that time. The main differences are due to the number of pitches that are no longer
used (referred to later in this section) and sites considered to have formal agreements in 2006
that no longer fit this criteria. The figures do however disguise the fact that more junior and mini
pitches have been laid out in response to the recommendations of the 2006 strategy.
Table 4.1 – Changes to the Pitch Stock between 2006 and 2011

Adult
Football
Pitches

Year

Junior
Football
Pitches

Number of
Mini
Football
Pitches

2006

48

12

11

2011

48

11

14

Table 4.2 summarises the distribution of pitches across Lichfield District by Housing Market Area. It
clearly indicates that the majority of pitches are located within the more urban settlements of
Lichfield City and Burntwood. The Burntwood area contains the highest overall concentration of
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football facilities. It is also within these areas that the largest facilities are located and where the
highest proportion of secured community use is evident.
Table 4.2 – Community Use Pitches
Adult
Football
Pitches

Area

Number of
Junior Football
Mini Football
Pitches
Pitches

Unsecured
pitches

% of Total
Pitch Provision
Secured (no of
pitches)

City of Lichfield

7

3

6

4

52%

Burntwood

19

4

4

9

71%

Lichfield District North

5

1

1

3

41%

Lichfield District South and
East

11

3

3

2

52%

Tamworth

6

0

0

1

75%

TOTAL

48

11

14

19

52%

As indicated in Table 4.2, there are several pitches that are unsecured for community use. These
are all located at school sites, but are used by local clubs, meaning that that they are important
in providing opportunities to participate. Schools currently offering informal community use
include; Little Aston Primary School, Millfield Primary School, Fazeley, All Saints CE(VC) Primary
School, Alrewas, Boney Hay Community Primary School, Highfields Primary School, Ridgeway
Primary School, Springhill Primary School, St. Joseph & St. Theresa Catholic Primary School, St.
Michael's CE(VC) Primary School and The Croft Primary School, Armitage.
It is also important to note that Whittington Barracks (owned by the MOD) has been included in
secured community use due to the current arrangements for use, although the long-term future
of this site is still not guaranteed. Table 4.3 summarises the ownership of football pitches across
Lichfield District. It reveals that the majority of pitches not secured for community use are in
Local Education Authority (Staffordshire County Council) ownership.

Local Authority
LEA
Other Education
Parish Council
Voluntary Sector
Private/Corporate
Total

12
13
2
8
13
5
53

12
8
2
8
13
5
48
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5
40
0
0
5
0
50

Formal
Community
Use

All Pitches

Formal
Community
Use

All Pitches

Formal
Community
Use

Pitch Type

All Pitches

Table 4.3 – Ownership of Football Pitches across Lichfield District

5
1
0
0
5
0
11

8
3
0
0
5
1
17

8
0
0
0
5
1
14
24

Football participation does not stop at local authority boundaries, and there are several large
pitch sites located in relatively close proximity to the Lichfield District boundaries that may
influence demand for pitches in the District. The largest of these is Anker Valley, located in
Tamworth Borough and providing 11 pitches. Map 4.1 below illustrates the location of all football
pitches in the district, demonstrating those facilities that are available for community use. It
indicates that when compared to the distribution of the local population, sites are relatively
evenly dispersed.
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Map 4.1 – Distribution of grass football pitches across the district
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The 73 pitches (mini, junior and adult) that are available for formal community use within the
district are located at 34 sites. Map 4.2 illustrates the scale of facilities that are available for
formal community use. It clearly demonstrates that most larger facilities are located within the
more urban settlements of Burntwood and Lichfield District.
Map 4.2 – The Scale and Distribution of Community Use Football Pitches
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Of the 34 sites, Beacon Park (6 pitches), Hospital Road (5 pitches) Burntwood Leisure Centre (5
pitches) all owned and managed by Lichfield District Council, and Mill Green Recreation
Ground (Streetly Sports and Social Club) are the only sites that offer 5 or more pitches. Notably,
17 sites contain a single pitch, while a further have only two pitches. Three of the single pitch
sites are small stadium / fenced pitches, specifically The Scholars Ground – Chasetown FC, Mile
Oak Rovers FC and Brownsfield Road – Lichfield City FC (leased from Lichfield DC).
Other Facilities
There are 5 full size Artificial Grass Pitches (AGPs) that complement the spread of grass football
pitches. Three of these facilities (at Lichfield Cricket and Hockey Club, Erasmus Darwin Academy
and King Edward V1 Leisure Centre) are sand based pitches, meaning that while they are
acceptable for football training / 5 a side matches, they have limited role in a competitive
football environment. There are two 3g pitches, at Rawlett Community Leisure Centre (on the
borders with Tamworth BC) and at Burntwood Leisure Centre. Both of these facilities are suitable
for competitive football as well as for 5 a side matches and training. There is a small sized AGP at
Lichfield Friary School which is suitable for junior football as well as hockey training.
In addition, several pitches that were included within the 2006 Lichfield District Council Playing
Pitch Strategy remain green space, but are now no longer used as formal playing fields,
specifically:


Foseco FC – large flat area with boarded up pavilion near to Business Park. Former pitches
still visible on ground, no longer used for formal sport;



Oakdene Day Centre – former school site and flat area of space. Not been used as a
playing field for at least four years;



Millmoor Avenue, Armitage – used a pitch several years ago, but now functions as informal
open space only;



Long Lane, Fradley – formerly a private use pitch;



Lynne Lane, Shenstone – formerly a pitch, now not used as such; and



Maple Hayes School, Lichfield (but located within Burntwood Housing Market Area).

There are also several other sites that contain goal posts, but are not laid out as formal playing
pitches at the current time, including Shropshire Brook Road, Armitage. The potential role of
these pitches will be discussed in settlement specific priorities.
Demand
Active People and Market Segmentation (Sport England)
From the Active People Survey and Market Segmentation (explained in Section 3), it is possible
to evaluate:


how many of the Lichfield District population do participate in football and how this varies
across the authority; and



how many of the Lichfield District population would like to participate in football and again
how this varies across the authority.
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Map 4.3 shows spatially the percentage of the Lichfield District population who, based on the
Active People survey 4 findings, are currently participating in football. Chart 4.1 sets out the
profile of current participation in football across the 19 market segments.
Map 4.3: Percentage and location of the adult population who do play football.

Chart 4.1: Profile of the market segments who participate in football in Lichfield District
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The key findings from both the map and the bar chart are that:


participation in football across Lichfield District averages 5.4% and is spatially uniform between 5.1% - 10% of adults play football and there is no spatial variation in this, and
therefore no locational hot spots where football participants live. (Note: this measure from
Active People is based on the percentage of the adult population who have played
football once in the past 28 days). This is below the national and regional participation rate
of 7.3%; and



participation is dominated by the market segments of Ben, Tim, and Philip and to a lesser
extent Jamie and Kev. The bar chart shows that from these five segments, just over 4,000
people play football. The total football population across the 19 market segments is just
under 5,000 people in Lichfield District (out of a total 2010 population of 99,500 people). Of
particular note, by 2015, the age groups with the highest population in Lichfield District will
not be the age groups that play pitch sports, suggesting that there will be a lower propensity
to participate.

The Active People analysis of the percentage of adults who would like to play football is
represented in map and bar chart form and set out in Map 4.4 and Chart 4.2.
Map 4.4: Percentage and location of the Lichfield District adult population who would like to
play Football.
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Chart 4.2: Profile of the market segments who would like to play football in Lichfield District

The key findings from both the map and the bar chart are that:


there is uniformity across the district, indicating that between 1.1% - 2% of the Lichfield
District adult population would like to participate in football – this is a relatively low level of
latent demand; and



bar chart 4.2, the potential market segmentation profile for football, shows that the potential
football population is around 970 and it is the Ben market segment which is the highest. 33%
of Bens play football compared to 4% of adults nationally and Ben is the most active of the
19 market segments. It is therefore good that latent demand for football is represented the
highest by Ben but it is estimated there are only around 250 of Ben’s who would like to play
football. Next is Tim with around 230 Tim’s who would like to play football followed by Philip,
who is the casual game type of football participant, with a population of 135 people.

Comparison of the Active People football participation findings with the Football Association
Lichfield District football participation data - Season 2010 – 2011
The FA Lichfield District football participation data - season 2010 – 2011 summarises the Lichfield
DC demographics and evaluations the frequency of participation in football and the trends in
the number of teams in season 2010 – 11 compared with 2009 – 10.
The FA report uses a population base of 98,336 (Source mid year estimate, Office for National
Statistics, 2009) that is expected to grow to 105,700 by 2018 (same source). The FA report
includes the percentage of the adult population (16+) who participate in football for at least 30
minutes once per week – the national average is 4.96% of the adult population. (Sport England
Active People Survey, 2010). The Lichfield DC figure is not included within this report. The
participation frequency source used in the Active People market segmentation data (and in
this report) is the percentage of the adult population who have played (whatever sport) at least
once in the past 28 days (which gets rounded to once a month). The participation rates quoted
by Sport England and the FA are therefore not directly comparable. It must however be noted

Lichfield District Council Playing Pitch Strategy

31

that participation figures relating to both once a week and once per month football
participation are consistent.
Changes in Numbers of Adult Football Teams
The FA football participation report sets out a comparison between the number of registered
adult male and female football teams in 09 – 10 and 10 -11. It indicates that the number of
adult male teams decreased from 48 teams in 2009 -10 to 43 teams in 2010 – 11 – a decrease of
5 teams or 10.4%. The number of female teams decreased from 5 teams in 2009 -10 to 3 in 2010 11, a decrease of 40%.
These figures compare with a West Midlands conversion rate increase of 0.9% between 2009 -10
and 2010 – 11 and an England wide conversion rate of 0.6% between the two years for male
teams. There was no change for female teams. So, in effect, for these two years participation is
declining in Lichfield District whilst in the West Midlands and England wide it is increasing by a
small percentage for male teams although it is static for female teams.
It is difficult to directly compare the FA football participation findings on conversion rates and
the Sport England market segmentation findings for football given they have different purposes
of analysis.
It is possible however to conclude that the decline in participation between 2009 and 2010
reported by the FA (in terms of adult team drop off) is consistent with the changing age profile
of the district, low once a month participation levels and the relative absence of ‘Jamie’s’ a
high football participant segment. Any future provision has to be seen in this context.
Current Football Participation
Football is the most popular sport in Lichfield District, with 61% of all teams playing football. A
comparison between the number of teams playing in 2006 (according to the 2006 Lichfield DC
PPS) and those registered to play in 2011 is set out in Table 4.4.

Mini Soccer

Junior female

Junior Male

Adult Male

Youth Teams

Ladies Teams

Table 4.4 – Trends in Participation between 2006 and 2011

2006

54

2

0

46

7

37

2011

54

6

6

83*

5

45*

Difference

0

+4

+6

+37

-2

+8

* includes half of teams playing at Colron Boys who use Mill Lane Playing Fields as an overspill ground. The first ground of
the team is outside of the district

Table 4.4 demonstrates some interesting trends. Whilst adult participation has remained
relatively constant (this is over a 5-year period as opposed to the FA annual analysis), numbers
of ladies, male junior and mini teams have increased significantly and there are 20% more
teams playing in the district today than in 2006. A full list of the 2011 clubs, teams, the leagues
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they play in and their locations can be found in Appendix B. These figures differ slightly from
those above as they have been researched specifically for this report. These figures provide the
most accurate indication of participation at the current time.
Table 4.5 summarises the spread of teams currently playing (or wishing to play) in Lichfield District
by Housing Market Area. It illustrates that participation is highest within Burntwood and Lichfield
City. To an extent this is influenced by the distribution of existing pitches, with most pitches found
in either Lichfield City or Burntwood, near to or within the main population centres of the district.
When comparing the amount of participation with the population of the area, it can be seen
that participation in the south of the district is much higher than in the north.

Ratio of Teams:
Area Population

2

2

25

2

12

1.9

Lichfield City

12

0

2

22

3

14

1.7

Lichfield District
North

7

0

0

6

0

1

Lichfield District
South and East

14

4

1

20

0

16

Tamworth

8

0

1

10

0

2

Mini Soccer

13

Junior Male

Ladies Teams

Burntwood

Housing Market Area

Adult Male

Youth Teams

Junior female

Table 4.5 – Football teams in Lichfield District

0.86
3.2
4.6

In addition to the increase in participation, the profile of teams and clubs within the district has
also changed since the 2006 PPS. Between 2006 and 2011, many teams and clubs have merged
and the district is now characterised by the presence of several very large clubs that offer a
range of junior teams, some with opportunities for progression through to senior teams. Key clubs
within the district include:


Lichfield City (both adult and junior teams)- FA Community Club;



Burntwood Dragons (both adult and junior teams)- FA Community Club;



Chasetown FC / Chasetown Youth - (adult and junior teams)- FA Community Club;



Whittington FC - (both adult and junior teams)- FA Community Club;



Lichfield Diamonds – (both adult and junior ladies teams) – FA Community Club;



Gillway Sports Club – junior teams; and



Coton Green FC – adult and junior teams.
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The presence of these large clubs provides different challenges with regards pitch provision, as
most wish to find large venues that can accommodate all of their teams.
There is little evidence of teams travelling into or outside of Lichfield District to play and most
teams in the district are playing at their preferred ground. Some junior teams have however
been entered into the Burton Junior League, which for younger teams is a single venue league,
because the league does not require teams to find their own pitch. There are three adult teams
that travel into the district to play, and two teams (one adult and one junior) that travel out in
order to find appropriate pitches. In addition, Colron Boys have recently secured the use of Mill
Lane Recreation Ground. Their first ground is Streetly Community Centre (outside of the district)
but they have outgrown this facility. They attract players from across the district as well as
outside.
Leagues
The league structure across Lichfield District is relatively complex and several clubs operate
teams in a variety of leagues. In some instances, the league that a team is involved in defines
the quality of facility that is required. The main leagues include:
Adult teams


Chasetown FC play in the Evo Stick Premier Division – Step 3 FA Pyramid



Midland Football Combination League – 6 teams. Division 1 is at Step 7 of the FA Pyramid, so
there are facility requirements in place (Play Saturday afternoon)



West Midlands Regional Women’s League – level 6 of the FA pyramid and Midland Football
Combination – Step 4 of the FA pyramid (Sunday afternoon)



Lichfield Sunday Football League – 4 divisions (8 teams in Premier and 1st Divisions, 10 teams
in 2nd division, 13 in 3rd division). Circa 50% of teams are based in Lichfield District making it
the most popular adult league for District Residents (play Sunday morning)



Cannock Chase Sunday Football League – 6 divisions, few Lichfield District Teams (play
Sunday morning)



Tamworth Sunday Football League - 6 divisions with few Lichfield District teams. Play Sunday
morning



Staffordshire County Women’s League –2 divisions



Central Warwickshire U35 league –veterans league with requirements regarding pitch
quality.

Junior Football Leagues


Lichfield and District Recreational League – involves over 340 teams, with fixtures on Sunday
mornings and Sunday afternoons



Tamworth Junior Football League – divisions from U7 through to U16, with two divisions in
some age groups. Involves relatively few Lichfield District Teams but play on Saturdays and
Sundays
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Burton Junior Football League – central venue league for teams U8 to U11, older age groups
play on own pitches. Sunday fixtures.

Analysis of the leagues demonstrates a clear issue in Lichfield District – most leagues operate on
a Sunday morning, meaning that demand is particularly high at this time. In addition to the grass
based leagues, there are several local 5 and 6 a side leagues that are played on AGPs. These
leagues provide an alternative opportunity to traditional football, and the growth of these
leagues may impact (or have impacted upon) the interest in the formal football leagues. Leisure
Leagues is the main operator of such leagues in Lichfield District. They currently run 6 leagues as
follows:


Lichfield Sunday, Thursday and Monday Leagues (King Edward V1 Leisure Centre)



Burntwood Monday and Sunday League (Burntwood Leisure Centre)



Burntwood Thursday League (Chasetown Specialist Sports College).

There are currently offers to entice new teams to the Lichfield Thursday league and one or two
vacancies in other leagues. In addition to the above leagues, there are several similar leagues
in close proximity to Lichfield District. The abundance of opportunities means that therefore
there are significant competing demands for adult football. Other leagues include:


Tamworth Sunday League– Rawlett Leisure Centre (12 teams)



Tamworth Tuesday League – Queen Elizabeth Mercian School



Tamworth Thursday, Friday, Sunday, Monday, Wednesday Leagues – Woodhouses School



Tamworth Sunday and Thursday Leagues – Wilnecote School



Cannock Wednesday and Sunday Leagues – Cannock Hockey and Cricket Club.

Quality of Football Pitches
Pitch quality influences the amount of matches that be sustained, and as a consequence has a
significant impact on the overall adequacy of supply. Furthermore, perceived quality of pitches
(and ancillary facilities) is almost as important as actual quality and can change usage patterns.
Pitch quality in Lichfield District has been measured through site assessments using the
assessment matrix provided in TaLPF – these assessments are non-technical assessments
designed to provide an overview of pitch quality. The timing of this study meant that site visits
were undertaken during the first couple of weeks of the football season, when pitches had only
been recently marked and laid. It must therefore be taken into account that these visits perhaps
present a more positive impression of pitches than would be found later in the season. Also the
weather conditions meant that there was little evidence of drainage or flooding issues.
Overall, the quality of facilities is relatively consistent with 2006. The quality of football pitches is
however more varying than any other pitch type, with scores achieved ranging from 48% to 90%
(below average to excellent). Where the quality of pitches varies within a site, pitches have
been assessed separately. The highest scoring pitches are as follows:


Burntwood Leisure Centre (90% and 71% - significantly, this was identified as one of the
poorest pitches in the 2006 study and has undergone significant improvements)



The Scholars Ground – Chasetown FC – 89%
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New Mill Fazeley, Coton Green FC – 81%



DMS Whittington – 76%



Lichfield Cricket and Hockey Club – 76%



Shenstone Sports Club – 76%.

Sites achieving lower quality scores include; King’s Bromley Horticultural Field, Burntwood
Memorial Institute, Hill Ridware Football Field, Rectory Playing Field, Drayton Bassett and
Redwood Park. Notably, the lowest scoring sites are all single pitch sites and several do not
contain changing accommodation.
Table 4.6 summarises the quality of pitches by area and reveals that the average quality score is
relatively consistent district wide. Pitches in Lichfield City are of the highest quality. This area does
however contain a high proportion of sites that do not include changing accommodation. The
lowest quality facilities are in the north of the district.
Table 4.6 – Pitch quality by area

Housing Market Area

Average Site
Quality Score

Average Site
Quality Score
taking into
account
number of
pitches at each
site

Percentage
of Sites
without
Changing
Rooms

Percentage of
Pitches without
Changing
Rooms

Burntwood

69%

66%

33%

19%

Lichfield City

71%

67%

38%

30%

Lichfield District North

58%

61%

40%

29%

Lichfield District South
and East

68%

70%

33%

31%

Tamworth

68%

72%

0%

0%

Site assessments reveal that the significant majority of sites meet with NGB criteria for minimum
sizes and safety margins although there are issues at a small proportion of sites. In general terms,
the key issues identified are:


pitch surface – many pitches are uneven, with undulating and bumpy surfaces. Some
pitches are also set on slopes. For the time of season, grass cover was also patchy at some
sites;



the quality of equipment (posts, corner flags etc) is a particular issue with many examples of
rusting or damaged equipment;
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changing accommodation (or lack of). Many pavilions appeared run down and in need of
improvement and there are sites where the changing accommodation is insufficient for the
number of pitches, or there are no changing facilities;



parking – many sites have small car parks in comparison to the number of users;



unofficial use of pitches – this primarily affects public pitches. At the time of site visits, while
unofficial use was seen, there was limited evidence of this impacting upon pitches (ie dog
foul was rarely found). A small number of sites suffered from damage to the surface and / or
litter; and



at the time of site visits, drainage appeared effective, although as noted earlier, it is likely
that this was influenced by the time of year that the visits were carried out. Other feedback
demonstrates that there are some sites that suffer with drainage.

Chart 4.3 illustrates the average quality score achieved for each of the criteria sites were
measured against. Site-specific quality issues are discussed later in this section.
Chart 4.3 – Quality issues at football pitches

Parking

Line markings

Equipment

Changing
Accomodation

Damage to
surface

Unofficial use

Glass/ stones/
litter

Dog fouling

Evenness

Slope

Safety
Margins

Size

Length of
grass

100%
90%
80%
70%
60%
50%
40%
30%
20%
10%
0%

Grass cover

Average Percentage Score

Quality Issues

Quality Issues

Changing Facilities
There are 15 pitches without any access to changing / toilet provision. This equates to 20% of the
total football pitches available for formal community use. All of these sites contain one or two
pitch sites. They include several Lichfield District Council venues, specifically Redwood Park,
Stychbrook Park, Shortbutts Lane and the Bypass Pitches (Lichfield City). It must however be
noted that the Bypass is located in relatively close proximity to Beacon Park (across the A51 and
the golf course) where changing facilities are provided. There were previously changing facilities
at Stychrook Park, but these burnt down several years ago although the building still remains.
While the overall amount of changing facilities provided is reasonably high, the quality of this
provision is more varying. While some larger facilities offer good modern changing
accommodation, many of the changing facilities at smaller sites appear run down and in need
of improvement.
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School Playing Fields
While few schools operate formal community use agreements, many are used informally. A
further 8 schools that do not currently offer community use indicated that they would be willing
to do so if there was demand. The quality of the existing facilities, and the impact that
additional use of the pitches will have on their quality is the main reason given by schools that
would not allow access. Other reasons given were the misuse of the facilities, the fact that there
are no changing rooms, and that toilets are only within the school itself presenting security issues.
Schools are positive about the quality of their facilities, with the mean rating awarded for each
quality factor being between average and good. Only two schools indicated that their facilities
are insufficient to meet curricular need (one due to the quality of equipment and one due to a
lack of on site playing fields). Quality issues at school sites are similar to those at public pitches,
with the main concerns relating to undulating and bumpy surfaces, the lack of changing
facilities and parking. Chart 4.4 summarises the key quality criteria and the average scores
awarded to them.
Chart 4.4 – Quality of School sites

Car Parking

Showers

Changing
Facilities

Overall Pitch
Quality

Freedom from
litter

Pitch
Maintenance

Playing
Surface

Line Markings

Gradient

100%
80%
60%
40%
20%
0%

Drainage

Average Score (%)

Quality of School Facilities

Quality Criteria

For those schools that plan to make improvements to their facilities, all are focused around
levelling and upgrading the surface of their pitches.
Club Perceptions of Quality
The 2006 strategy indicated that clubs were satisfied with provision and this remains the overall
picture, with few quality concerns identified. Figure 4.5 illustrates the average score attributed
against each criteria, indicating that the key issues are the overall maintenance, line markings
and the playing surface. Changing rooms and showers were also rated lower than other criteria.
Surprisingly, given the lack of evidence of this during site visits, dog fouling was identified as the
main problem on pitches within Lichfield District. Pitch booking systems, drainage and car
parking were rated highly.
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Chart 4.5 – Sports Club Perceptions of Football Pitch Quality
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Further analysis of the perceptions of clubs however, demonstrates that there are variations
according to the type of pitches used. Chart 4.6 and Table 4.7 illustrate the views of clubs
according to whether they use a Lichfield District Council, Parish Council / Management
Committee, school pitch or private club facility. It demonstrates that teams using private pitches
such as Lichfield Cricket and Hockey Club, Tamworth Cricket and Hockey Club and Coton
Green FC exhibit higher levels of satisfaction than other teams. Notably, levels of dog fouling are
a particular issue on Council pitches (probably due to their dual function as public parks) and
school facilities are more difficult to book than pitches in other ownerships. Supporting this,
analysis of the booking procedures for pitches within Lichfield District suggests that they are
fragmented, with different booking systems for Council pitches and Leisure Centre facilities and
the need to approach Parish Councils / Schools etc directly if you wish to use their pitches.
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Chart 4.6 – Variations in club Perception between Pitch Type

Varations in Club Perception between Pitch Type

Overall value for money
Ease of booking facilities
Car Parking
Showers

Quality Criteria

Changing Facilities
Overall pitch quality

Club Pitch
Parish / Club Pitches

Freedom from litter

School Pitches
Council Pitches

Pitch Maintenance
Playing Surface
Dog Fouling
Line Markings
Gradient
Drainage

0%

20%

40%

60%

80%

100%

Variation in Pitch Quality Criteria
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Drainage

Gradient

Line Markings

Dog Fouling

Playing
Surface

Pitch
Maintenance

Freedom from
litter

Overall pitch
quality

Changing
Facilities

Showers

Car Parking

Ease of
booking
facilities

Overall value
for money

Table 4.7 – Pitch Quality Issues by Facility Provider

Council
Pitches

79%

77%

67%

48%

71%

65%

65%

69%

72%

69%

81%

86%

71%

School
Pitches

83%

83%

83%

50%

50%

67%

67%

67%

33%

33%

50%

67%

50%

Parish /
Club
Pitches

83%

85%

69%

67%

69%

67%

83%

67%

70%

70%

83%

86%

76%

Club Pitch 100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100% 100%

83%

67%

100%

100%

Pitch Type

Consultations Arising
Consultations with clubs revealed the following:


just over 50% of respondents are currently happy with the overall pitch stock in Lichfield
District. Interestingly, several clubs commented that they forsee problems in a few years time
if maintenance is not improved. For those that are not satisfied, quality is the main issue
raised. The other key issue mentioned is a lack of pitches and sites of appropriate size;



there is also a conflict between meeting the needs of larger clubs and catering for smaller
more informal teams. While larger clubs highlight issues with the fragmentation the club (ie
they are split across more than one site) smaller clubs complained that larger clubs have
preference, and leave no facilities for other teams;



9 clubs feel that the amount and / or quality of facilities in Lichfield District has inhibited club
development or growth. Of these, only Longdon FC, (who struggle to access a public venue
within 5 miles of their home) is a small club. The remainder are all large clubs running multiple
teams (including Lichfield City FC, Burntwood Dragons FC, Lichfield Diamonds FC and
Chasetown FC);



17 clubs indicated that they wish to run more teams. While the majority focus upon
additional junior and mini teams, some indicated that they intend to set up a ladies section,
or to run a veterans team;



barriers to increasing participation (in order of most commonly referenced) were:
-

The cost of participating

-

A lack of external funding

-

Shortage of volunteers, coaches and referees

-

A lack of junior pitches of appropriate size and quality
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-

A lack of internal funding

-

A lack of adult pitches of appropriate size and quality.

only five clubs feel that there are insufficient AGPs and several clubs indicated that prices
are too high at these sites. 6 clubs highlighted issues with the amount / quality of changing
accommodation. All of these were senior teams.

Football League Consultations
Lichfield and District Recreational League: The league has been static for the past three years,
with teams leaving replaced by new teams. Some other leagues offer more flexible kick off
times, and this has been one of the key drivers for those teams leaving the league, as they are
able to accommodate more teams on their pitches.
There are perceived to be just enough pitches to meet the needs of the league, and it is
acknowledged that the situation has improved significantly with clubs benefiting from schools
letting out their facilities as well as more pitches laid out. Most pitches in the area are however
shared by two junior teams, and may also be used by adults, meaning that quality can quickly
deteriorate. It is suggested that shortages in Cannock Chase may impact upon demand in
Lichfield District in future years.
Unlike the Burton league which plays at central venues, the Lichfield Recreational League
operates home and away games, and teams must find their own pitch. For this reason, the
league has struggled to embrace 9 v 9 football to date and they express concern about the
challenges of accommodating the additional pitch requirements within the current stock of
pitches.
With regards the current stock of pitches, the league view the key issues as:


Maintenance – the amount of cuts, scarification and weed treating has been reduced and
pitches are deteriorating. There is concern that if maintenance is not increased, pitches will
compact and drainage issues will arise.



Communication - There is a need to ensure that a strategic approach is taken to pitch
layouts across the district, maximising the use of the existing pitch stock and ensuring that
pitches meet the basic requirements of teams. Where possible, pitches for junior and mini
teams should include toilets.

There is little use of 3g pitches at the current time within the Lichfield Recreational League. The
league is not opposed to the use of such facilities, but given the already increasing costs of
participation, would wish to ensure that no alternative footwear is required for play on these
pitches if they were to be sanctioned for use in the league. There are currently no requirements
for different types of boot when playing on 3g pitches.
Lichfield Sunday Football League: Over the last few seasons demand has been relatively static
with teams folding and new teams entering. Most teams that folded in 2010 and 2011 did so for
financial reasons. The league indicates that while there are currently enough pitches, each
season more are lost to the junior leagues.
Pitch quality is considered to be good, however sites are sometimes overused in winter, unless
spare pitches come available enabling other pitches to be rested. The league highlights the
provision of changing facilities, including the improvement of the old facilities at Beacon Park, as
its key priority.
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Staffordshire Women’s Football League: The league is seeking to increase the amount of teams
playing. The main issue experienced is the amount of suitable pitches that are available at an
appropriate price. This is the main starter league for women in Staffordshire, and league
regulations require pitches to have toilets, changing rooms and running cold water. Obtaining
such facilities can be both challenging and expensive and this issue has significant impact on
league development.
The FA - National Governing Body Perspective
The strategic priorities are to improve pitch quality and changing and develop better training
facilities through floodlighting and 3g provision. In addition to ensuring that appropriate facilities
are provided for grass roots, the FA highlight the importance of ensuring that clubs have the
quality of facilities required to move up the FA pyramid, as well as for the growth and
development of the club. The importance of supporting clubs in the development of mini
stadia, additional pitches etc where these are required for club growth and / or to support a
progression in the standard of football played was also raised.
The FA also highlight the importance of appropriate communication between pitch providers
and the clubs. They recognise that Lichfield District is perhaps ahead of the game in terms of
asset transfer, with several clubs already running and maintaining their own facilities.
The importance of adopting to changing patterns of play is also emphasised. The introduction
of 9v9 football, which is likely to become mandatory (and has been introduced in the Tamworth
and Burton Junior Football Leagues) should also be taken into account as it should be
implemented in Lichfield District.
Supply and Demand Modelling
The Playing Pitch methodology (PPM) is a peak day model, which determines the adequacy of
pitch supply to meet peak time demand. In Lichfield District the ability of pitches to meet peak
time demand is particularly significant, as there is a strong emphasis on Sunday football (more
than 60% for adults) and a much lower proportion of matches played on Saturday and
midweek. For juniors, almost all play takes place on Sunday, with the majority in the afternoons.
This means that most junior play takes place when less adult play is occurring but pitches can be
used morning (by adults) and then again in the afternoon by juniors.
Table 4.8 summarises the results of the application of the PPM for football. It includes only those
pitches that have secured community use. The results of the calculations provide a starting point
for strategy development and action planning.
It clearly demonstrates that there are enough adult pitches to meet demand even at peak
times. When assuming that all junior teams play on pitches meeting FA guidelines for their age
group, there are shortfalls of junior pitches and only just enough mini pitches at peak times.
There are however more than enough surplus adult pitches at this time to cover demand from
junior teams and analysis of actual patterns of play indicate that many junior teams play on
senior pitches.
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Table 4.8 – Adequacy of Pitch Provision in Lichfield District
Football

Mini-soccer

STAGE ONE

Adult games

66

Identifying teams

Junior teams

88

STAGE TWO

Adult games

0.5

Calculate home games per week

Junior teams

0.5

STAGE THREE (S1x S2)

Adult games

33

Assessing total home games per week

Junior teams

44

STAGE FOUR

Adult games

5%

Junior teams

8%

Adult games

20%

Junior teams

9%

Adult games

62%

Junior teams

16%

Adult games

13%

Junior teams

67%

Mid week 1- Specify Adult games
day
Junior teams

0%

Mid week 2- Specify Adult games
day
Junior teams

0%

Adult games

1

Junior teams

4

Adult games

7

Junior teams

4

Adult games

20

Junior teams

7

Saturday AM

Saturday PM

Sunday AM
Establish temporal demand for
pitches
Sunday PM

STAGE FIVE (S3 x S4)

Saturday AM

Saturday PM
Defining pitches used each day

Sunday AM

4
29

Mid week 1- Specify Adult games
day
Junior teams

0

Mid week 2- Specify Adult games
day
Junior teams

0

STAGE SIX

Adult games

47

Establishing pitches currently available

Junior teams

11

STAGE SEVEN (S6-S5)

Adult games

45.5

Junior teams

7.5

Adult games

40.4

Junior teams

7.0

Adult games

26.5

Junior teams

4.0

Saturday PM

Sunday AM
Identifying shortfall (-) and surplus
(+)

3%

59%

0%

0%

0%

9

1

13

0

0

0

0

42.7

Junior teams

-18.5

Mid week 1- Specify Adult games
day
Junior teams

47.0

Mid week 2- Specify Adult games
day
Junior teams

47.0
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38%

0

Adult games

Sunday PM

23

0%

Junior teams

Saturday AM

0.5

0%

Adult games

Sunday PM

45

14

5.5

13.3

0.7

14.0

14.0

11.0
14.0

11.0
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Building on the calculations set out in Table 4.8, Table 4.9 summarises the shortfalls and surpluses
in 2006 and 2011. It indicates that patterns recorded in the 2006 PPS remain similar, with surplus
adult pitches in both years, but that shortfalls of junior pitches have increased. This can be
attributed to the higher numbers of teams playing in 2011. Shortfalls of mini football pitches have
however been eliminated, reflecting changes made to the configuration of the pitch stock by
the Council since 2006.
Table 4.9 – Shortfalls and Surpluses of Football Pitches
Shortfall /
Surplus
Adult
Football
Pitches

Year

Shortfall /
Surplus
Junior
Football
Pitches

Shortfall /
Surplus
Number of
Mini
Football
Pitches

2006

24.6

-12.7

-10.5

2011

27.5

-18.5

0.7

Geographical Variations in the adequacy of provision
To provide a spatial understanding of surpluses and deficiencies, Table 4.10 outlines the shortfalls
and surpluses of pitch provision at peak times (ie Sunday morning for seniors and mini teams and
Sunday afternoon for juniors) by Housing Market Area.
Table 4.10 – Adequacy of football pitches in Lichfield District
Housing Market Area

Adult Football Shortfall / Surplus

Junior Football Shortfall /
Surplus

Mini Football Shortfall / Surplus

City of Lichfield

6.7

-3.4

1.9

Burntwood

9.7

-7.0

0.5

Lichfield District North

2.8

-1.0

0.7

Lichfield District South
and East

8.1

-3.7

-1.7

Tamworth

0.2

-3.4

-0.6

TOTAL

27.5

-18.5

0.7

Table 4.9 indicates that the pattern of surplus adult pitches negated by shortfalls of junior and
mini pitches is evident in all parts of the district. In most parts, the surplus adult pitches just
outweigh shortfalls of junior and mini pitches. The highest surpluses of adult pitches are in
Burntwood and City of Lichfield, where the majority of Council pitch provision is located. These
are however balanced with the highest shortfalls of junior pitches. Supply is however closely
balanced with demand in all parts of the district.
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Table 4.10 includes only pitches that are formally secured for community use. It is clear from
both the schools and club surveys that there is however use of unsecured school sites by some
of the large clubs, for both training and matches. Table 4.11 demonstrates the impact of
including these, and shows that the shortfalls of mini and junior pitches decrease.
Table 4.11 – Supply and demand (including unsecured pitches)
Housing Market Area

Adult
Football Shortfall /
Surplus

Junior Football Shortfall / Surplus

Mini Football Shortfall / Surplus

City of Lichfield
Burntwood

6.7
9.7

-1.4
-0.0

3.9
2.5

Lichfield District North

2.8

2.0

0.7

Lichfield District South
and East

8.7

-1.7

-1.7

Tamworth
TOTAL

0.2
27.5

-2.4
-3.5

-0.6
3.7

The Impact of Quality
There are only four pitches that achieve scores of below 54% (ie are classified as below average
pitches). Even when reducing the amount of matches that these pitches are considered
capable of sustaining, the overall pattern remains, and there are sufficient adult pitches, with
shortfalls of junior and mini facilities.
Frequency of Use of Pitches
Analysis of surpluses and shortfalls at peak times disguises the frequency of use of pitches in the
district. As demand is focused primarily on a Sunday, more pitches are required at peak time
and there is more limited use of facilities outside of these times. Table 4.12 summarises the
number of matches per week on each pitch.
Table 4.12 – Frequency of Use of Pitches

Adult

Number of
Teams

Matches per
Week

Number of
Pitches

Matches per week

66

33

48

0.71

88

44

11

4 (assumes that junior teams
use only junior pitches)

45

22.5

14

1.6

Junior
Mini

Table 4.12 indicates that adult pitches in particular are required to sustain relatively limited
amounts of competitive activity, with pitches used on average less than once per week.
Disregarding the type of pitch and measuring only pitches required against pitches provided for
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football, pitches are used on average 1.6 times per week. This is below the recommended
optimum level of use (2 games per week).
Analysis of formal match play only however ignores other uses of pitches. Many of the pitches
are located within Council owned and managed parks, or within wider recreation areas and
are therefore also used informally. Lichfield District Council also permit clubs that book facilities
for match play to train on the pitches during the week, and many larger clubs train on or
adjacent to their match pitches. This use does not impact upon peak time demand, but adds
wear and tear to pitches.
Pitches at school sites are also used for PE lessons (and often for informal recreation), as well as
inter school fixtures. Like at the public pitches, this does not impact upon peak time demand. It is
difficult to quantify this off peak usage, however to provide an indication of usage, the following
assumptions have been used:


assuming that each of the five schools with formal agreements generate five teams each
(one for each year group), this is equivalent to an additional 25 teams. To also take into
account the use sustained during PE lessons / break times, it is assumed that use on school
sites may be up to the equivalent of 10 teams (50 team equivalents)



based on figures provided, it is assumed that 50% of teams train once per week on a grass
pitch, and that they train with another team (circa 50 matches per week).

Calculations using the above assumptions suggest that pitches are used as a maximum 2.5
times per week. This is only marginally above recommended optimum levels for pitch provision
and is based upon worst case scenario assumptions for school and training use. It does however
disguise imbalances in usage between different pitches which will be outlined later.
Team Generation Rates
Team Generation Rates (TGRs) indicate how many people in a specified age group are
required to generate one team. TGRs are derived by dividing the appropriate population age
band by the number of teams playing within that area in that age band. TGRS in Lichfield District
have largely improved since 2006, reflecting the participation increases that have taken place.
Comparison of Lichfield DC TGRs against the Sport England database indicates that
participation is above national averages for all types of football. This should however be treated
with caution as the database has not been updated for several years. Table 4.13 illustrates the
TGRs for football.
Table 4.13 – TGRS in Lichfield District
Sport

TGR Lichfield
District 2006

TGR Lichfield
District 2011

Mini Soccer

1:126

1:94

Junior Male

1:78

1:42

Junior Female

1:536

1:731

Adult Male

1:324

1:284

Adult Female

1:8924

1:4430
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Future Demand
By applying TGRs to population projections, we can project the theoretical number of teams
that would be generated from population growth and gain an understanding of future
demand. Table 4.14 summarises the projected shortfalls and surpluses of pitch provision for the
district (assuming no changes to the pitch stock). The projections are based upon sub-national
population projections that are available at district level only. The calculations take into
account the changing age profile of the district.
Table 4.14 – Shortfalls and Surpluses of Provision
Housing
Area

Market

Adult Football
Shortfall / Surplus

-

Junior Football –
Shortfall / Surplus

Mini
Football
Shortfall / Surplus

2016

28.5

-17.5

-1.0

2021

28.5

-19.5

-1.9

2028

27.5

-19.5

-1.3

–

Table 4.14 indicates that despite the anticipated population growth, the changing profile of the
population mean that there will be little increase in demand for football pitches resulting solely
from population growth. When considering the impact of potential participation increases (as
well as the anticipated population growth) using an estimate of 1% per annum, there remains
relatively little change in the adequacy of supply to meet demand. By 2028, at peak time:


there would be 24.8 surplus adult football pitches;



24.2 junior football pitches shortfall; and



a small shortfall of 3.4 mini pitches.

This assumes that the significant skew of play towards Sunday continues.
Localised Issues
Analysis of the adequacy of provision by Housing Market Area disguises more localised issues of
supply and demand both currently, and projecting forwards. Furthermore, as highlighted,
analysis of the adequacy of facilities on peak days hides several other key issues that are
evident from more in depth scrutiny and analysis of site specific issues. These include:


demand at peak time is high and more pitches are required to meet this. Many are left
unused over the remainder of the week;



while some sites sustain little play, conversely there are some facilities that are overused and
clubs that are displaced;



there are some concerns that there are not enough pitches of appropriate quality in some
parts of the district and to meet the needs of some clubs; and



the profile of the population varies across the district, and projected population growth is
also greater in some parts than others, meaning that a district wide analysis has limited value
in understanding future demand.
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In order to address this, within each Housing Market Area, settlement and site specific analysis
has been undertaken. For each area, the following is considered:


overall adequacy of provision across the area (current and future)



adequacy of provision by ward



site and settlement specific issues.

In order to provide an understanding of future demand at a local level, population projections
by ward have been formulated using the District Councils proposed spatial strategy as a basis.
Current TGRs have then been used to predict the impact of population growth and changing
population profile on demand for pitches. Changes to the population profile mean that there is
little change in demand in most parts of the district (as set out in Table 4.13 earlier in this section).
Lichfield Housing Market Area
With the exception of Lichfield Cricket and Hockey Club (voluntary sports club) and Brownsfield
Park (leased from the District Council by Lichfield City FC) all other provision in Lichfield City is
owned and managed by the District Council. Lichfield City Council does not provide any
facilities for football and have not received any requests to do so. Table 4.15 provides a
breakdown of the adequacy of pitches by ward at the current time.
Table 4.15 – Adequacy of Provision within Lichfield Housing Market Area

Shortfall / Surplus
junior football

Shortfall / Surplus of
Mini-soccer

Current

Shortfall / Surplus
Adult football

Year

Chadsmead

2.7

-2

1.1

Curborough

0

0

0.9

-0.2

-0.3

0

0

-0.3

0

St Johns

1.7

0.3

0

Leomansley

2.5

-1

-0.2

TOTAL

6.7

-3.3

1.8

Ward name

Stowe
Boley Park

Table 4.15 indicates that at the current time, the City of Lichfield Housing Market Area has a high
demand for pitches, with shortfalls of 3.3 junior pitches, although this is offset by 6.7 surplus adult
pitches. There are enough mini soccer pitches to meet demand. The pressures on junior pitches
are evident in all parts of Lichfield City, with all wards except St John’s exhibiting a shortfall. With
the exception of Stowe, there are enough adult pitches in all wards. Leomansley contains the
largest concentration of pitches, with both the Bypass and Beacon Park situated in this area.
In future years, despite potential population increases of over 20% between 2001 and 2028,
demand is likely to remain relatively stable. By 2016, population growth is likely to generate just
an additional 2 senior and 2 junior teams, and by 2028, an additional two teams. This equivalent
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to demand for 0.5 additional senior pitches and 1 junior pitch and would therefore mean that
provision remains just sufficient. The St Johns ward is the most likely location for these increases,
with 5 of the likely 6 teams by 2028 generated in this area.
Increases in participation (assuming 15% increase in the number of teams by 2028) would
however have a greater impact upon demand for pitches in Lichfield City, with supply very
closely matching demand in this instance. Lichfield City FC and several other Lichfield based
clubs have continued aspirations for growth and participation increases are therefore a reality.
Specifically if participation was to increase by circa 15% (in addition to the extra six teams
generated by population growth) there would be insufficient provision at peak time as follows:


shortfall of 4.6 junior pitches



surplus of 4.1 adult pitches



1.9 mini pitches surplus.

Site Specific Issues
Participation in Lichfield City, and consequently the location of shortfalls and surpluses, is
significantly influenced by Lichfield City FC, which with over 20 teams places high demands on
pitches. Stychbrook Park is block booked by the club and heavily used, but there is capacity at
most other pitches to accommodate further use. Furthermore, play is perhaps slightly more
spread over the weekend than in other areas of the district, and despite the apparent pressures,
there is a good level of availability at peak time currently.
Table 4.16 summarises the football pitches within Lichfield City, and provides an indication of the
level of use of these facilities both over the week (to determine the overall use of the site) and at
peak time. Squares coloured in red indicate that the site is operating at or over capacity, amber
indicates that there is some use although more can be accommodated, while green suggests
that there is spare capacity. It also outlines the quality issues identified at each site, both during
site visits and through consultation. Conclusions that can be drawn from Table 4.15 are:


there is little use of facilities outside of peak time, particularly at Council venues. Reflecting
this, while Brownsfield, Stychrook Park and Lichfield Hockey Club are all functioning at or
above their recommended capacity levels, all other facilities within Lichfield City have
capacity to accommodate additional fixtures (many of them at peak time). It must be
noted that all three of these facilities are used by single clubs;



reflecting the surplus of adult football pitches, there is capacity at all sites containing adult
football at peak time. Some sites are not used at all at peak time (for example Brownsfield,
used by Lichfield City on Saturday and Sunday afternoons, but not Sunday morning);



there are fewer junior pitches and shortfalls of junior pitches are generated by junior teams
playing on adult pitches (The Bypass, Stychbrook Park) and by heavy use of Stychbook Park
by Lichfield City. There is very little unused capacity in the existing junior pitches; and



the quality of facilities is varying. Although Lichfield City play within the Midland Combination
League, Brownsfield is barely of adequate quality to meet the criteria for this league.
Shortbutts Lane, the Bypass and Beacon Park would all benefit from levelling and there are
also car parking issues at Beacon Park and the Bypass.
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Table 4.16 – Site Specific Analysis in Lichfield City
Site name

Pitch Details

Quality Issues

No changing at site
although some located
at nearby Beacon Park.
Some parking issues and
pitch would benefit from
levelling (molehills). Clubs
believe site offers
potential if maintenance
is improved

The Bypass

1 adult pitch
and 1 mini
pitch

Stychbrook
Park

Changing in need of
repair if site is to be used
by adults. Issues with
1 junior
gradient, dog fouling and
football and 3 overall pitch quality. Car
mini pitches
parking issues.

Beacon Park

Would benefit from
levelling. Car parking in
4 adult
relation to number of
pitches and 2 pitches is poor. Need to
junior pitches improve changing facility.
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Qualit Changin Quality Total
Potential
Teams
y
g
Rating pitches Capacity of Assigne
Score
Site
d to Site
(Number of
matches)

68% No

71% Yes

73% Yes

Good

Good

Good

2

2

6

6

6

18

7

10

13

Games Current Peak
Peak
Peak Key Users
per Capacit Time
Time
Time
week y Rating Capacit Capacit Capacit
(total of Site y Adults
y
y Mini
teams (Match
Juniors
assigne Play
d to site Only)
/ 2)

3.5

5

6.5

2.5

1

11.5

Comments

Lichfield
City FC

Lichfield
City FC,
Darwin
Park, AFC
Lichfield

Sunday
League,
Recreation
al League,
Lichfield
City FC

Can take
more play at
all peak
times. Junior
teams
playing on
adult pitches.

51

Site name

Brownsfield

Lichfield
Hockey and
Cricket Club

Pitch Details

Quality Issues

Requires improvements to
reach standards for
Midlands Combination
League. Poor playing
1 adult
surface, drainage, dog
football pitch fouling. Gradient poor.

Car park small for amount
of activity at site. Clubs
identify lack of changing
accommodation due to
amount of sport played.
Club would like training
floodlights.

Would benefit from
Shortbutts Lane 1 adult and 1 levelling. No changing
Playing Fields
junior pitch
facilities.

Friary Grange
Leisure Centre

2 adult
football
pitches, 2
cricket and 2 Open area of playing
rugby pitches fields. Gradient good.
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Qualit Changin Quality Total
Potential
Teams
y
g
Rating pitches Capacity of Assigne
Score
Site
d to Site
(Number of
matches)

73% Yes

77%

Good

58% /
68% No

68%

Good

Yes

Average
/ Good

Good

1

1

2

2

3

4

4

4

6

9

3

3

Games Current Peak
Peak
Peak Key Users
per Capacit Time
Time
Time
week y Rating Capacit Capacit Capacit
(total of Site y Adults
y
y Mini
teams (Match
Juniors
assigne Play
d to site Only)
/ 2)

3

4.5

1.5

1.5

0

Lichfield
City FC

Comments

Assumptions
made about
Lichfield City
FC spread of
play

-0.5

Limited
additional
capacity at
peak times
for juniors.
Lichfield
Site not used
Diamonds at adult peak
FC
time.

2.5

Trent Valley
Rovers /
Some
Chasetow capacity at
n FC
peak times

2.5

Lichfield
City FC

Pitches not
used at adult
peak times.
Adult pitches
used by
juniors. Some
minimal
capacity at
peak times
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Site name

Pitch Details

1 adult
football, 3
King Edward V1 rugby and 1
School
cricket pitch

Quality Issues

Litter problems, would
benefit from improved
playing surface. Line
markings fading.
Changing facilities in
need of improvement.
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Qualit Changin Quality Total
Potential
Teams
y
g
Rating pitches Capacity of Assigne
Score
Site
d to Site
(Number of
matches)

65%

Yes

Average
– Good

1

2

0

Games Current Peak
Peak
Peak Key Users
per Capacit Time
Time
Time
week y Rating Capacit Capacit Capacit
(total of Site y Adults
y
y Mini
teams (Match
Juniors
assigne Play
d to site Only)
/ 2)

0

2

Comments

No usage
identified
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Burntwood Housing Market Area
At peak time, there are surplus adult and mini football pitches within the Burntwood Area (9.7
and 0.5 respectively) although there are shortfalls of junior pitches (-7). The 2006 Playing Pitch
Strategy identified Burntwood as having the highest shortfalls of pitch provision and it remains
the area of greatest pressure within the district.
Burntwood Town Council support the provision of high quality community facilities and believe
there to be pressures on the existing pitch stock. They raise concerns over the impact of new
development on this position. They also indicate that the quality of existing facilities and
associated changing accommodation is varying. Hammerwich Parish Council believe the
provision of football facilities within the Parish to be good, and do not identify any unmet
demand for pitches at the current time.
Table 4.17 provides a breakdown of the adequacy of pitches by ward within the Burntwood
Housing Market Area at the current time.
Table 4.17 – Adequacy of Provision within Burntwood Housing Market Area

Shortfall of
Mini-soccer

Shortfall of
junior football

Ward name

Shortfall of
adult football

Current

Chase Terrace

0

0

0

Boney Hey

0

0

0

2.1

0

0

0

0

-0.9

Highfield

0.4

0

0

All Saints

1

0

0

Chasetown

5.5

-7.4

-0.7

Hammerwich

0.8

0.3

2

Burntwood Central
Summerfield

This ward by ward analysis clearly indicates that current pressures within Burntwood are focused
in Chasetown Ward. This is where both Burntwood Dragons and Chasetown FC are located, and
both of these clubs run high numbers of teams, ensuring that pitches are well used. It is also
important to note that almost all sites offering unsecured community use are located in
Burntwood. These school sites are particularly important in offsetting the shortfalls of junior
pitches identified in Chasetown (and are used by these clubs).
Looking to future years, the ageing population profile means that there is almost no change in
the adequacy of pitch provision. By 2016, population change would be offset by changes to
the profile and there would be no additional teams generated. By 2028, there would be two
additional teams, an adult and a junior team, both located in Chasetown ward. This additional
demand equates to less than half a pitch. Shortfalls are therefore likely to remain consistent with
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the current situation and by 2028, provision in Burntwood will still be at best only just sufficient to
meet requirements, with surplus adult pitches just offsetting junior pitches.
Participation increases would have a much greater impact on the adequacy of provision. A
15% increase in participation by 2028 would see provision fall below demand (surplus of 8.3 adult
pitches insufficient to accommodate shortfalls of 8.4 junior pitches and mini pitches would
remain just sufficient). Several clubs indicate that they would like to increase the number of
teams that they run, meaning that this increase is likely to be a reality.
The proposed health centre development within the grounds of Burntwood Leisure Centre
currently sits over part of an existing naturally drained, grass football pitch. This pitch will be
relocated as part of the development. In addition, an extra mini pitch to the south of the leisure
centre will be retained, meaning that longer term, an extra mini pitch will be provided, which
will help towards reducing pressures on existing pitches.
Site Specific Issues
Site specific analysis emphasises the influence that Burntwood Dragons and Chasetown FC
have on demand for pitches. Table 4.17 summarises the sites containing football pitches within
the Burntwood area, and provides an indication of the level of use of these facilities both over
the week (to determine the overall use of the site) and at peak time. Squares coloured in red
indicate that the site is operating at or over capacity, amber indicates that there is some use
although more can be accommodated, while green suggests that there is spare capacity.
The quality of pitches was also evaluated, both from site visits and from consultations
undertaken and specific issues raised are highlighted.
Table 4.17 indicates:


there is spare capacity at all sites within Burntwood to accommodate more matches, as
many pitches take only 1 – 2 games per week - shortfalls are created by the high demand at
peak times. Pitches used by the large clubs (ie Burntwood Dragons and Chasetown FC)
experience the highest levels of use – this is attributable to the number of teams run by each
club, and the desire to minimise as far as possible the number of different venues that are
used. It must be noted that these clubs all wish to increase the number of teams that they
are running, meaning that pressures are likely to increase;



there is some capacity to accommodate additional adult play at peak times, supporting
the oversupplies identified through the TaLPF calculations;



there is no use identified at Burntwood Memorial Association, and the pitch is of poor quality
(which is likely to contribute to the lack of use) While Chasetown Technology College and
Erasmus Darwin Academy are used by community teams, there is scope to increase use on
these sites, although this must be balanced with school requirements;



as is demonstrated by the use of unsecured school pitches, there is limited capacity for
junior teams to use junior pitches at peak times. There is some evidence of junior teams using
adult pitches;



the quality of pitches in the Burntwood area is good, with the two highest quality facilities in
the district both being in this area (Burntwood Leisure Centre and The Scholars Ground).
There are however opportunities to improve provision through levelling of pitches and the
provision of increased parking; and
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Redwood Park is the only site not to contain changing facilities in the area and is laid out for
adults
to
play.
As
a
result
of
this,
the
site
has
limited
activity.
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Table 4.18 – Site Specific Analysis in Burntwood Housing Market Area
Site name

Pitch Details

Burntwood
Leisure
Centre

3 adult
football
Size of premier pitch.
pitches and
Pitches of better
2 mini
quality than most
pitches
other sites.

Burntwood
Memorial
Community
Association

Long grass and pitch
bumpy. Pitch offers
significant potential.

1 pitch

Quality Issues

Burntwood
Youth Club

Equipment rusty.
1 adult
Pitch quality
pitch and 1 relatively poor overall
junior
across the season.
football
No changing
pitch
facilities.

Chasetown
Technology
College

2 adult, 1
junior pitch
football. 1
cricket and
Average quality
2 rugby
pitches. Equipment
pitches.
ageing. Some litter
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Changing Quality Capacity Total no. Capacity
Rating
of pitches of Site

Yes

Excelle
nt /
Good

3

5

17

No

Below
averag
e

1

1

1

No

Yes

Good

65%

3

2

1

3

3

6

Teams
Playing

18

5

3

Games Capacity
Peak
Peak Time
Peak
per week (Match
Time
Capacity
Time
(total
Play
Capacity Juniors Capacity
teams
Only)
Adults
Mini
assigned
to site /
2)

9

8

0

1

2.5

1.5

Key Users

Comments

Adult pitches
used by youth
Chasetown teams outside
Youth FC adult peak hours.

No usage
identified

No usage
identified

0.5

Chasetown No junior pitch,
FC
but senior pitches
(including booked by Juniors
Girls)
Sunday PM

4.5

Some adult
pitches not used
at adult peak
time, and scope
to accommodate
more at junior
peak time
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Site name

Pitch Details

Erasmus
Darwin
Academy

2 adult
football, 1
cricket and
1 rugby
pitch

Quality Issues

Playing surface
would benefit from
improvement

Slight slope. Line
markings faint.
Concerns that site
will compact due to
location in valley if
2 adult
maintenance not
football, 1 improved. Quality of
Hospital Road junior and 2 pitches better than
Playing Fields mini football many other sites.

Redwood
Park

1 adult
football
pitch

No changing
accommodation.
Issues with dog
fouling and would
benefit from levelling.
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Changing Quality Capacity Total no. Capacity
Rating
of pitches of Site

Yes

Yes

No

63%

Good

Averag
e

2

3

2

2

4

1

4

12

2

Teams
Playing

5

7

1

Games Capacity
Peak
Peak Time
Peak
per week (Match
Time
Capacity
Time
(total
Play
Capacity Juniors Capacity
teams
Only)
Adults
Mini
assigned
to site /
2)

2.5

3.5

0.5

Key Users

Comments

1.5

Junior teams
playing on adult
South
pitches. Capacity
Staffordshire at both adult and
Girls League junior peak times.

8.5

Chasetown
FC and
Lichfield
Use of adult
Sunday
pitches by junior
League
teams

1.5

Lichfield
Sunday
League
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No junior pitch, no
play during junior
peak hours. Used
every other week.

Site name

Pitch Details

Quality Issues

Pitches would benefit
from levelling. No
litter bin, changing
pavilion in need of
refurbishment. Issues
St Matthews
1 adult
with car parking and
Sports and football and access route. Water
Social Club
1 cricket
supply unsanitary

The Scholars

1 adult
football
pitch.
Capacity
2400 and
seating for
200. Pitch
railed,
turnstiles
and
floodlights

High quality facility.
Priority - ongoing
maintenance and
development of
club.
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Changing Quality Capacity Total no. Capacity
Rating
of pitches of Site

Yes

Yes

Good

Good /
Excelle
nt

3

3

1

1

3

3

Teams
Playing

2

2

Games Capacity
Peak
Peak Time
Peak
per week (Match
Time
Capacity
Time
(total
Play
Capacity Juniors Capacity
teams
Only)
Adults
Mini
assigned
to site /
2)

1

1

Key Users

Comments

2

Scope for
additional use at
peak time. Some
Burntwood potential use of
St Matthews adult pitch by
FC
juniors

2

No junior or mini
pitch. Pitch used
Saturday PM, no
use Sundays. High
Chasetown quality pitch with
FC
stand etc
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Lichfield District North
TaLPF calculations reveal that at peak time, supply is just sufficient to meet demand
(surplus of 2.8 adult pitches, shortfall of 1 junior pitch and enough mini pitches). Table
4.19 provides a breakdown of the adequacy of pitches by ward, providing a more
accurate indication of the spatial issues with current provision.
Table 4.19 – Adequacy of Provision within Lichfield District North Housing Market Area

Shortfall / Surplus of
Mini-soccer

Shortfall / Surplus
junior football

Ward name

Shortfall / Surplus
Adult football

Current

Longdon

0.4

-0.7

0

Armitage with Handsacre

0.7

-0.3

0.7

Colton and Mavesyn Ridware

0.7

0

0

1

0

0

0.1

0

0

King's Bromley
Alrewas and Fradley

Table 4.19 indicates that like in the more urban parts of the district, there are currently
pressures on junior pitches in Longdon, Armitage with Handsacre and Alrewas and
Fradley. In each of the wards, there are small surpluses of adult pitches, but none
greater than 1 pitch.
Looking to the future, population change is likely to have a greater impact in the
north than in other parts of the district. In Alrewas and Fradley, where provision is
currently just sufficient, population growth will see an additional 2 teams by 2016, and
a further 4 teams by 2028 (2 adult, 3 junior and 1 mini). This will produce a shortfall of 2
pitches. In Armitage with Handsacre, population change will also cause an increase
of 3 teams (1 pitch). Provision in other areas is likely to remain just in balance. If
participation was also to increase, shortfalls in Alrewas and Fradley would increase to
3 pitches in total, and there would also be an shortfall of provision in Armitage with
Handsacre, not withstanding the need to consider the rest and recovery of pitches.
While Lichfield District North has been treated as one area for the purposes of
analysis, in reality it is made up of several settlements of varying size that do not
correlate directly with ward boundaries. Site specific analysis therefore enables an
understanding of key issues within specific neighbourhoods. Table 4.20 provides an
overview of the capacity of sites within the area, and includes analysis of the quality
of pitches.
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Table 4.20 – Site Specific Issues within Lichfield District North
Site name

Pitch
Details

1 adult
football
pitch
and 1
Buds Road, cricket
Gentlesshaw pitch

Quality Issues

Basic facility. Slope,
58%
includes basic
(Footb
changing pavilion
all)
that iwould benefit
60%
from upgrade
cricket

Posts in need of
improvement. Would
Hill Ridware
benefit from levelling
Playing
1football and weeding. No
Fields
pitch
changing or training

1 adult
Kings
football
Bromley
pitch, no
Horticultural changin
Field
g

Quality Chang Quality Capacity Total Capacity Total
Total
Total Capacity Peak
Peak
Peak
Score ing
Rating based no. of of Site
teams Games Games (Match
Time
Time
Time
on
pitches
Assigned
per
Per
Play Capacity Capacity Capacity
quality
to Site
week
Week
Only)
Adults
Juniors
Mini
(total including
teams training
assigned
to site /
2)

Poor markings, goal
post in hedge.
Currently poor
quality. Requires
remarking and
maintenance.
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53%

48%

Yes

Averag
e

No

Below
averag
e

No

Below
averag
e

2

1

1

1

1

1

2

1

1

2

1

0

1

0.5

0

2

1

0

Key
Users

Comments

1

Adult
pitch used
Cannock by junior
Wood FC teams

0.5

Some use
at adult
peak time,
scope for
Ridware additional
Oak FC
use.

1

No
usage
identified
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Rugeley
Power
Station

Pavilion would
1 adult benefit from update 71%
football / minor refresh. Some footbal
and 1
damage to pitch
l, 77%
cricket
surface identified cricket

Pitch markings need
improvement. Grass
cover poor and site
undulating. Site
Walkfield
appears run down.
Alrewas
1 adult Would benefit from
Cricket Club football
levelling
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Yes

YES

Good

Averag
e

3

2

1

1

3

2

3

4

1.5

2.5

2

Scope for
additional
play on
Sunday
am. Junior
teams use
adult pitch
Rugeley on Sunday
FC
PM

1.5

0

0

Alrewas
Colts
and two
adult
teams
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Table 4.20 reveals the following:


there is capacity at all sites to accommodate additional play each week - the
Kings Bromley Horticultural Field currently has no use at all;



all sites have capacity to accommodate additional adult football at peak times.
There is however no further capacity at Walkfield and Rugeley Power Station for
junior play, the key sites for junior football within the North of the district; and



the quality of facilities is lower than other parts of the district. Many of the facilities
appear run down (Buds Lane, Gentleshaw, Kings Bromley Horticultural Field,
Walkfield, Alrewas) and would benefit from upgrades.

Issues by Settlement
The key issues and priorities are outlined below by settlement.
Key Rural Settlements
Alrewas: Supply is currently equivalent to demand within the Alrewas and Fradley
Ward and the Rural Masterplanning report suggests that there is overall satisfaction
with the amount of playing fields. Walkfield (cricket and football) is the only facility
within the town and is owned by the Parish Council. Reflecting the site-specific
analysis, which indicates that the site is currently at capacity, the Parish indicate that
the site receives a high amount of use and suggest that it would benefit from
levelling. Drainage was installed two years ago. Alrewas Colts, one of key users of
Walkfield currently have one team playing at a central venue league. As the team
progresses, they too will require a facility and capacity will become strained. There is
no further room at the site for additional pitches and the club would like to expand.
Analysis of future demand indicates that it is in Alrewas and Fradley where population
growth will have a particular impact. It is however in Fradley where most growth is
likely to take place, and while existing facilities in Alrewas are strained, it is likely to be
in Fradley where more unmet demand is evident.
Fradley: While the Parish Council indicates that there is no clear demand at the
current time and the previous Parish Plan suggested that open spaces in the area
were underused, future projections indicate that there may be shortfalls of as many
as 3 pitches within the Alrewas and Fradley area. The focus of new development in
Fradley suggests that community sports facilities are a key priority as population
growth occurs (2016 onwards).
Armitage with Handsacre: The shortfall of junior pitches is currently met by the surplus
of adult pitches. Rugeley Power Station is the only site, a private facility on the borders
with Cannock Chase. A former pitch at Millmoor Avenue in Armitage is no longer
marked out for formal football (although the site exists as open space). While sports
pitches are not a key focus of the masterplanning exercise, it emphasises that the
retention of existing facilities will be important. Proposed levels of growth generate
some demand for additional facilities, however if participation also increases, there
will be a small shortfall in provision by 2028. Given that the only facilities in the area
are club owned and managed, longer term the reinstatement of the facilities at
Millmoor Avenue and / or the formalisation of facilities at Shropshire Brook Road may
be necessary.
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Other Rural Settlements
Kings Bromley: In Kings Bromley ward, there is one adult pitch surplus to requirements.
This is the Horticultural Field, which is not used at all. The facility would require
investment to bring it back into use. There is no evidence of unmet demand in the
village at the current time and the existing stock of pitches would meet further
demand. Even taking into account population growth, there is likely to be limited
demand for the currently unused pitch. In the event of participation increases
however it is clear that this pitch would be required.
Longdon and Upper Longdon: In Longdon ward, there is a surplus of 0.4 adult pitches
and a shortfall of 0.6 junior pitches. The only football pitch is located in Gentleshaw,
and this is well used by junior and adult teams. It is of comparatively poor quality.
There are no football facilities in Longdon (although there is a cricket pitch). Longdon
FC currently travel to Brereton to play and indicate that they wish to play within
Longdon itself. There are no facilities in Upper Longdon. There is currently demand for
an additional pitch within the village and population growth will ensure that this
demand is maintained.
Hill Ridware, Hamstall Ridware and Colton: Colton and Mavesyn Ridware ward
exhibits a surplus of 0.7 adult pitches. The only facility is located within Hill Ridware. This
pitch only accommodates one team at present and has capacity for further use. The
site has no changing facilities and would benefit from improved maintenance and
levelling. There are no facilities within Hamstall Ridware or Colton. Proposed levels of
growth are insufficient to generate demand for additional facilities.
Lichfield District South and East
Calculations reveal that at peak time, supply meets demand (surplus of 7.7 adult
pitches, shortfall of 3.7 junior pitches and –1.7 mini soccer pitches). Table 4.21
provides a breakdown of the adequacy of pitches by ward.
Table 4.21 – Adequacy of Pitches by Ward

Shortfall / Surplus of Minisoccer

Shortfall / Surplus junior
football

Shortfall / Surplus Adult
football

Current

Ward name
Mease and Tame

3.5

-0.7

0.1

Whittington

2.8

-2.7

-2.4

Bourne Vale

0.7

0

0

Shenstone

0.1

-0.3

0

Stonnall

1.1

0

0.5

Little Aston

0.0

0

0
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Table 4.21 indicates that at the current time, there are clear pressures on pitches in
Whittington, with an overall shortfall of provision. Pitches in Shenstone are also well
used. Projecting forwards, like in other areas population growth will largely be offset
by the effects of the ageing population. In Whittington however, pressure on pitches
will increase, as population growth will generate an additional 1 adult, 2 junior and 2
mini teams by 2028 (half of this before 2026) and shortages of pitches will therefore
remain. While provision in Shenstone is currently in balance with demand, it is one of
the few areas where population change may generate a reduction in demand (1
adult team and 2 youth teams). Supply will still however be closely balanced. If
participation increases (there are several large clubs in the area looking to expand),
both Shenstone and Whittington will have insufficient provision by 2028.
While Lichfield District South East has been treated as one area for the purposes of
analysis, in reality it is made up of several settlements of varying size that do not
directly correlate with ward boundaries. Site and settlement specific analysis is
therefore particularly important. Table 4.22 provides an overview of the capacity of
sites within the area, and includes analysis of the quality of pitches.
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Table 4.22 – Site Specific Issues and Priorities in Lichfield District South East
Site name

Drayton
Bassett
FC Rectory
Playing
Fields

Elford
Cricket
Club

Quality Issues

Posts rusty and
deformed,
goalmouths worn and
grass long - would
benefit from
investment

Equipment requiring
improvement. Grass
long. Club identify
need for storage
facility.

Grass long, pitch
relatively flat with
Harlaston good surface. No
Bridge
changing facilities and
Playing
limited parking. Dog
Fields
fouling.

Tamworth
Cricket
and
Squash
Club
Good quality facilities.

Quality Changing
Score
Rooms

60% Yes

68 Yes

61% No

77% Yes
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Quality Capacity Pitch
Total Capaci Total
Games Capaci Peak Peak Peak Key Users
Rating based on Details no. of ty of
teams per week
ty
Time
Time
Time
quality
pitche Site Assigne
(total
(Match Capaci Capaci Capaci
s
d to Site teams
Play
ty
ty
ty Mini
assigned Only) Adults Juniors
to site / 2)

Average

Good

1 adult
football
2 pitch

1 adult
football
and 1
3 cricket,

Average

1 adult
2 pitch

Good

1 cricket
pitch, 2
junior
football
pitches
and 1
3 mini

1

1

1

3

2

3

2

9

1

4

2

9

0.5

2

1

4.5

1.5

Drayton
Bassett FC

Comments

Scope to
accommodate
additional play.
Not used at junior
peak time

1

Not used at adult
peak time. Used
by junior teams
and no
additional
capacity at peak
Elford Boys time.

1

Tamworth
Sunday
League

4.5

At capacity for
adult peak time.
No use of pitch
by juniors

Relatively full at
peak times but
Gillway
possible scope
Sports Club for additional use
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Site name

Quality Issues

Pitch undergoing
significant works.
Changing may benefit
from improvements.
Shenston Clubs indicate
e Playing excellent service
Fields
provided for users.

Stonnal
lPlaying
Fields

Baxters
Field

Would benefit from
levelling and weeding.
Also contains
kickabout area.
Slightly undulating.
Used for training
although one pitch
marked. Scope for
more pitches. Goals
scattered around for
training purposes

DMS
Changing and grass
Whittingt
cover would benefit
on
from improvement

Bit End
Field

Would benefit from
levelling. Pitches suffer
from overuse and
drainage problems at
times.

Quality Changing
Score
Rooms

76% Yes

63% No

53% No

76% Yes

74 Yes
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Quality Capacity Pitch
Total Capaci Total
Games Capaci Peak Peak Peak Key Users
Rating based on Details no. of ty of
teams per week
ty
Time
Time
Time
quality
pitche Site Assigne
(total
(Match Capaci Capaci Capaci
s
d to Site teams
Play
ty
ty
ty Mini
assigned Only) Adults Juniors
to site / 2)

Good

Average

1
football
pitch,
floodlit
training
3 area

1 adult
football
2 pitch.

Below
average

1 adult
football
1 pitch,

Good

3 adult
football
3 pitches

Good

1 adult
football
pitch, 1
junior
football
3 pitch.

1

1

1

3

3

5

2

1

1

0

9

11

2.5

0.5

0

5.5

0.5

1.5

1

Comments

Shenstone
Pathfinder
FC,
Excalibur
FC

Adult pitch not
used at peak
time. Use on
Sunday PM by
both juniors and
ladies

Swan FC

Scope for
additional play
on Sunday am.
No use Sunday
PM

Whittington
FC
predomina
ntly for
training

3.5

Use of adult
Whittington pitches by junior
FC
teams

0

Scope for
additional use of
Whittington adult and junior
FC
peak times

6

1

3

3
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Site name

Quality Issues

Quality Changing
Score
Rooms

No changing
accommodation or
Mill Green toilets.
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Quality Capacity Pitch
Total Capaci Total
Games Capaci Peak Peak Peak Key Users
Rating based on Details no. of ty of
teams per week
ty
Time
Time
Time
quality
pitche Site Assigne
(total
(Match Capaci Capaci Capaci
s
d to Site teams
Play
ty
ty
ty Mini
assigned Only) Adults Juniors
to site / 2)
1 adult,
1 junior,
2 mini
pitches

10
4

2

5

Comments

New facility.
Likely to see
Colron Boys increasing use by
FC
club.
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Table 4.22 reveals the following:


like in other areas, and reflecting the emphasis on play at peak times, there is
capacity at all sites to accommodate additional play each week.



in addition, most sites have capacity for additional adult football at peak times.
Only Harlaston Bridge Football pitch is at capacity on a Sunday morning. For junior
pitches however, Bit End Field, Elford Cricket Club and Shenstone Playing Fields
are at capacity at peak times.



the quality of facilities is varied, with high quality facilities like Shenstone Playing
Fields and Tamworth Cricket Club comparing with facilities that are used less
frequently and have no changing accommodation, such as Drayton Bassett
Football Ground and Harlaston Bridge. Sites are notably smaller than the facilities
within Lichfield City and Burntwood.

Settlement Specific Issues and Priorities
The key issues and priorities are outlined below by settlement.
Key Rural Settlements
Shenstone: Provision is in balance with current demand, with a surplus of 0.1 adult
pitches and a shortfall of 0.3 junior pitches. Shenstone Playing Fields is managed by a
Playing Fields Committee, and the site is currently undergoing extensive
refurbishment. The quality and reputation of these playing fields is such that they
attract users from across Lichfield District.
The Rural Masterplanning exercise suggests that local residents believe that football
takes priority over other sports (which is evident from analysis of use). It indicates that
improvements are required (which are now in hand) and also identifies opportunities
to provide community use of the local school. While there is no identified unmet
demand, it is clear that supply closely matches demand. While population growth
may actually produce a reduction in demand, if participation rates increase
pressures on pitches in Shenstone will rise and provision will fall below demand by
2028.
Little Aston: There are no formal sports pitches within Little Aston. It is important to note
that the location of Little Aston, close to Sutton Coldfield, means that there is some
overlap between facilities in these areas. The Birmingham City Council PPS identified
shortfalls in provision in this area. Mill Green Recreation Ground falls just into Stonnall
ward, although in reality it serves residents of Little Aston. This site has recently been
leased by Colron Boys FC and there is capacity to sustain further use and to expand
the site. There are however no changing facilities etc and the site requires significant
investment. The site will become increasingly important longer term, as it is one of the
few sites in the district with space to expand the existing facility and provide
additional pitches as demand grows.
Whittington: Analysis at a ward level indicates that there are surpluses of 2.8 adult
pitches, however this is counteracted by shortfalls of 2.7 junior and 2.4 mini pitches.
Site specific analysis emphasises this, indicating that Bit End Field (owned by the Parish
Council) and DMS Whittington (a site owned by the MOD but used extensively by
Whittington FC) are all busy and operating close to capacity. Shortfalls in this area are
influenced by the presence of three teams that currently travel to play in central
venue leagues, but will add to demand as they start to require a home pitch.
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Participation in this area is mainly by Whittington FC. In addition to space for
additional facilities at DMS Whittington, Baxters Field is currently used only for training
(although one formal pitch is marked for overspill) and there are opportunities to
extend the facilities that are available and to mark out further pitches at this site.
There are further facilities within Whittington, at Swan Park (leased by the Parish
Council) is a small football pitch, although this is not suitable for league fixtures due to
its size. The Parish Council has also purchased Glebe Field on Vicarage Lane, but this
has not yet been developed. Ongoing investment by the Parish will therefore make a
significant improvement into the availability of facilities. The Parish Council do
however emphasise the importance of the ongoing community use of the DMS
Whittington site, which provides an important resource for Whittington FC.
Looking to the future, analysis of the adequacy of current provision to meet demand
in 2016, 2021 and 2028 supports the need to provide additional facilities, as shortfalls
of pitches will exceed 3 pitches.
Other Rural Settlements
Drayton Bassett: The only site located within the Bourne Vale Ward, Rectory Playing
Fields is situated within Drayton Bassett. Managed by the Parish Council, the site is not
currently at capacity and has spare capacity at peak times. The pitch is relatively
poor quality, requiring investment in maintenance and equipment. Population growth
will be insufficient to warrant additional facilities.
Edingale: Edingale is located within the Mease and Tame ward, where there are
surplus adult pitches (3.7) contrasting with a shortfall of junior pitches (0.6). There are
sufficient mini pitches to meet demand. As the population grows, pitches are likely to
near capacity although overall there will remain just sufficient pitches within the ward.
There are no football pitches in Edingale (although the Parish Council owns green
space which offers informal recreational opportunities). There is however a playing
field located on the way out of the village on the road towards Harlaston. This pitch
has no changing facilities, but is at capacity at peak adult time, although there is
capacity to sustain additional play at other times of the week. The Parish is not aware
of demand for further provision.
Harlaston: Like Edingale, Harlaston is located within Mease and Tame ward, where
there are surplus adult pitches (3.7) contrasting with a shortfall of junior pitches (0.6).
There are sufficient mini pitches to meet demand. Harlaston Bridge Playing Field
serves the communities of Edingale and Harlaston. The Parish is not aware of any
demand for further provision and as above, there will remain just sufficient provision.
Hopwas: Hopwas is also situated within Mease and Tame Ward. It contains the largest
facility within the ward – Tamworth Cricket and Hockey Club, traditionally associated
with Tamworth Borough. The football pitches are used exclusively by Gillway Sports
Club but there is limited capacity to accommodate additional play. The quality of
the facilities is good and little improvement is required. The Parish Council owns a
playing field in the area but this is not used for sport, and they highlight no evidence
of demand for further sports pitches at the current time. Population change in the
area is likely to mean that the current amount of pitches remains just sufficient.
Elford: Also within Mease and Tame, Elford Cricket Club is a popular venue for
football. The site is the only facility within Elford, and operates close to capacity. One
team has to travel elsewhere due to a lack of consistent availability at peak times for
juniors. There is therefore little scope to accommodate further play at the site. This site
is leased by Elford Parish Council from Birmingham City Council for a peppercorn rent.
While population growth will have limited impact in this area, increases in
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participation are likely to generate demand for additional facilities. In this event,
these should be focused around an existing club.
Stonnall: Stonnall Playing Fields receives limited use, and has capacity to
accommodate additional teams, including at peak times. The playing fields are of
average quality, but would benefit from weeding and levelling. They do not have
changing facilities, which limits the number of potential adult teams that may wish to
use the pitch. The Stonnall Village Plan (October 2011) demonstrates a clear
aspiration to improve the quality of these playing fields, as well as to provide
adjacent changing rooms.
Mill Green Recreation Ground is also located on the edge of the ward. As above, the
site has recently been leased by Colron Boys FC and offers significant potential
although investment is required. Pitch provision is likely to remain sufficient by 2028.
There is however scope to expand the site at Mill Green Recreation Ground, meaning
that it is a particularly important site in the south of the district.
Wigginton: Wiggington is located within the Mease and Tame ward. There are no
facilities for football within the village and no evidence of any demand.
Tamworth Housing Market Area
The Tamworth Housing Market Area is predominantly within Tamworth Borough and
includes only Fazeley within Lichfield District. Calculations outlined earlier in this
section reveal shortfalls of provision within Fazeley, with a surplus of only 0.2 adult
pitches, and shortfalls of 3.4 and 0.6 junior and mini pitches respectively. Fazeley is
closely bordered by Tamworth, and there is a similar picture in this area, with shortfalls
of junior and mini pitches offset by surplus adult pitches. It must however be noted
that there are relatively few pitches in close proximity to Fazeley.
Looking to the future, Fazeley will see relatively limited population growth and the
impact of this will be negated by the changing profile. The high participation in this
area however will continue to cause shortfalls in provision (of circa 4 pitches in total).
Table 4.23 provides an overview of the capacity of sites within the area, and includes
analysis of the quality of pitches. It indicates that:


reflecting the TaLPF calculations, there is very little spare capacity at either Mile
Oak Rovers or Coton Green FC on peak days, or overall due to the amount of use
pitches are currently sustaining; and



both facilities are required to meet quality standards for the leagues participated
in by the club, meaning that there are fewer opportunities for more informal /
Sunday football at these sites.



New pitches at Rawlett Community School will be available for use and will add
capacity to the area. It is thought however that many of these pitches are
already booked for use and will therefore have a minimal impact on pitch
provision in the area.
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Table 4.23 – Site Specific Issues in Fazeley
Site name

Pitch
Details

Quality Issues

Quality Changing Quality Capacity Total Capacity
Total
Games Capacity Peak
Peak
Peak Key Users Comments
Score Rooms
Rating
based no. of
of Site
teams
per
(Match
Time
Time
Time
on
pitches
Assigned week
Play
Capacity Capacity Capacity
quality
to Site
(total
Only)
Adults
Juniors
Mini
teams
assigned
to site /
2)

Potential to be
excellent. Current
1 adult
issues with slope,
football grass cover,
Mile Oak
pitch,
maintenance, litter
Community changing and damage to
Centre
rooms
surface.

New Mill
Lane Coton
Green FC

2 adult
football
pitches.
Training
area.

3 adult
football
pitches
Rawlett
and a
Community rugby
College
pitch

Quality of pitches
good. Pavilion very
good. One pitch
has stand and is
surrounded by
fencing. Slightly
undulating. Club
identify need for
training floodlights.

55% Yes

81% Yes

New pitches to be
provided as part of
Academy
Programme
65%
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Yes

Average

Good

Average

2

3

2

1

2

3

2

6

6

4

14

1

2

7

0.5

0

Mile Oak
Rovers
and
Play spread.
Saturday Some
Teams,
capacity at
Tamworth peak adult
Ladies
football time

-1

Adult pitches
used by
youth teams
Coton
outside adult
Green FC peak hours.

5.5

Scope for
use of
pitches
at peak
time. No
use
Sunday
PM

New pitches
to be
provided as
part of
Academy
Programme
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Summary and Key Issues
Drawing on the issues and analysis set out in previous pages, the key issues for football
in Lichfield District are therefore summarised below.
Key issues to address – Football


Football participation is below the regional and national averages, adult teams are
declining and there is limited latent demand for football.



There has however been an increase in demand across other age groups since the
2006 Playing Pitch Strategy. This has in part been met by the reconfiguration of
pitches from adult pitches to other configurations.



This is not untypical: most authorities neighbouring Lichfield District have shortfalls of
junior pitches, coupled with surplus adult pitches.



Modelling reveals that there are significant surpluses of adult pitches across the
district, with circa 20 pitches spare on a peak day. This is offset by shortfalls in junior
and mini pitches and supply is relatively closely balanced with demand. The spread
of demand means however that while demand is relatively high at peak times, many
pitches receive little use outside of this and there is significant unused capacity in the
pitch stock. The amount of usage also varies significantly between sites.



The high emphasis on demand at peak times (Sundays) means however that there
are some parts of the district that are lacking in facilities. There are also pressures on
junior pitches in some parts of the district, although as set out these are largely offset
by surplus adult pitches. Areas where there is greater pressure include Whittington
(although extra sites have been purchased) and Shenstone. Fradley is the only key
rural settlement to not have any formal playing fields. There is also a particular
emphasis on the use of unsecured community facilities in Burntwood due to the lack
of sufficient junior pitches. When evaluating the use of existing pitches however,
despite pressures at peak times, it is clear that most facilities in the district are not
operating at capacity, with some pitches unused outside of peak hours.



The population of Lichfield District is ageing, and the propensity of residents to
participate in football is therefore low, and this will become even more apparent
over the strategy period. While the district will see significant population growth, the
impact of this is negated to an extent by the change in the population profile.
Casual and more recreational play is therefore likely to decline.



However the larger more committed / developmental clubs all indicated that they
are seeking to further increase participation. Pressure on pitches, which are already
only just sufficient to meet demand are likely to grow.



There are no settlements with an overall shortfall of provision at the current time,
although as set out there are several settlements where existing provision is at or
reaching capacity. These include Burntwood, Fazeley, Elford, Alrewas, Whittington
(although extra sites have been purchased) and Shenstone. Fradley is the only key
rural settlement to not have any provision and population growth will see a shortfall
of virtually 3 pitches in this area. Population growth is also likely to generate shortfalls
in Whittington.



As set out the role of schools with unsecured community use is central in Burntwood,
where shortfalls of junior pitches are a particular issue. The DMS site in Whittington is
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Key issues to address – Football
also a key community facility and long term security of this pitch is essential.


The fragmentation of clubs across sites is raised a specific issue by most of the large
clubs and they are all keen to relocate on larger sites to benefit club development.
The recent provision of a lease to Lichfield City for Brownsfield Park has been
successful.



There is however a potential conflict between addressing the needs of the large
clubs, and meeting the needs of smaller single teams. Many such feel that the focus
on larger clubs is to the detriment of other players, and that teams cannot access
appropriate pitches as a result of this. Large clubs also have a particular impact
upon the distribution of play, with some sites suffering from overuse to a desire to
focus club activity at a smaller number of facilities. The Council will have to consider
the role it wishes to play and how it sees its pitches being best utilised for sport,
between casual participation, or more structured football development.



The quality of existing pitches is variable and while there are some high quality
facilities there are issues with surfaces, car parking, quality of equipment and
changing accommodation. In addition, there are some clubs playing at a higher
standard but their facilities fall below the required standards for that level. It is
essential that this is considered in the planning of pitches and provision of support if
the longer term development of football in the area is not to be inhibited.



Some larger clubs identify the need for floodlights at their existing facilities to support
winter training. 5 clubs indicated that there are insufficient artificial training facilities in
the district. Based on the standard of one 3g pitch per 60 teams they would like to
see another 3g facility, possibly in Lichfield City to balance the existing provision in
the east and west of the District.



The FA would like to see priority given to changing accommodation, provision for
training (floodlights and 3g pitches) and support to community clubs.



The intended development of 9v9 football by the FA will bring requirements for a new
type of pitch to the district – there will be a requirement to consider how and if this is
to be implemented across the district. This will place further pressures on small sided
pitches.



There are several pitches in the district that have previously been used as pitches
and are no longer used for this purpose, as well as pitches that appear to be derelict.



There are opportunities for improved partnership working across the district, to
promote a more strategic approach to provision. The FA, leagues and clubs
identified the need to improve communication and to ensure that facilities provided
reflect the needs of clubs and of football development. A Football Forum would help
this.



The new FA centre, St George’s Park, based in Burton could have potential benefits
for football in Lichfield District and opportunities should be explored as part of the
Forum’s work. It is currently thought that there may be limited impact for teams in
Lichfield District.



The cost of participating was highlighted as a key issue by many clubs and a lack of
volunteers and coaches was also seen as detrimental to ongoing football
development.
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American Football
Supply
The only American Football Facility is located at Lichfield Rugby Club. The rugby
pitches are used during the summer months (the season runs from April to
September). The club train outside of the Borough at Wilnicote.
Demand
During the 2011 season, Tamworth Phoenix American Football Club ran two teams, a
senior team and a youth team. They are hoping to build on this in the 2012 season
with the introduction of a development squad. The senior team play in the national
BAFL Premier League, while the junior team also achieved success during 2011,
reaching the play offs.
Issues identified
The key issue will be to ensure Tamworth Phoenix are able to enjoy appropriate
security of tenure and develop a stable base at Lichfield Ruby Club (or other
location), which enables them to develop and flourish as a club.
The club also indicate that while they are happy with their home venue and the
quality of facilities on offer, the quality of their training facilities is not of the same
standard and they are therefore seeking a new venue within Lichfield. The club
indicate that access to a floodlit 3g pitch would meet their needs, although the cost
of hiring such a facility may be prohibitive.
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5. Cricket
05

This section evaluates the adequacy of facilities for cricket across Lichfield District and provides:





An overview of supply and demand for cricket
An evaluation of the overall adequacy of pitches to meet demand
Settlement specific issues and opportunities
Key issues for the strategy to address.

Overview of Facilities for Cricket
Supply
There are 22 cricket grounds across Lichfield District. All pitches are available for community use.
Five facilities are at school sites (Erasmus Darwin Academy (1), Friary Grange Leisure Centre (2),
King Edward VI School (1) and Chasetown Specialist Technology College (1)) and the
remainder are club based facilities. The only public facility is an artificial wicket at Beacon Park.
This has been excluded from consideration as the quality is so poor that it is no longer suitable for
play. Cricket in Lichfield District is therefore strongly reliant on the voluntary sector. The spread of
cricket pitches across the district is summarised in Table 5.1.
Table 5.1 – Cricket Pitches in Lichfield District
Private/
Club
Cricket
Pitches

Housing Market
Area

School
Cricket
Pitches

Total Pitch
Provision

Key Pitch Sites

3

2

5

Hammerwich Cricket Club (2), St Matthews
Hospital Cricket Club,

City of Lichfield 2

3

5

Lichfield Cricket and Hockey Club

6

Walkfield, Westfield, King’s Bromley Cricket Club,
Rugeley Power Station, Longdon CC, Cannock
Wood CC

Lichfield District 6
South and East

6

Tamworth Cricket and Hockey Club, Elford
Cricket Club, Bit End Field, Wall Cricket Club,
Streetly Sports and Social Club

Tamworth

0

None

Burntwood

Lichfield District
6
North

0

It is clear from Table 5.1 that cricket pitches are evenly distributed, with the exception of the
Tamworth Housing Market Area where there are no pitches. There are also no further pitches or
cricket clubs within Tamworth Borough. Lichfield City contains the highest proportion of school
pitches, although Lichfield Cricket and Hockey Club is the only club within the city itself. There is
a cluster of cricket clubs to the south and east of the district. Map 5.1 illustrates the distribution of
cricket pitches across Lichfield District.
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Map 5.1 – Cricket Pitches across Lichfield District
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Demand
Active People and Market Segmentation
The profile of cricket participation in Lichfield District is set out in Map 5.2 and Chart 5.1 below.
Map 5.2: Percentage and location of the Lichfield District adult population who play cricket

Chart 5.1: Profile of the market segments who participate in cricket in Lichfield District
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The key findings from both the map and the bar chart are that:


across most of Lichfield District, between 0.1 – 1% of the adult population participate in
cricket. The exception is the middle super output area located in the SW of the authority,
which has a higher rate of cricket participation of between 1.1% - 2% of the adult
population. The Active People 4 findings indicate that around 1% of all adults nationally
participate in cricket so the participation in the majority of Lichfield District is below the
England wide average; and



it is the three male market segments of Tim, Ben and Philip who are the main groups
participating in cricket (the same as for football). The total projected cricket participation by
these three segments is just over 500 participants and across all 19 segments it is 730
participants.

Turning to the Active People analysis of the percentage of adults who would like to play cricket,
this is set out in Map 5.3 and Chart 5.2.
Map 5.3: Percentage and location of the adult population who would like to play cricket
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Chart 5.2: Profile of the market segments who would like to participate in cricket in Lichfield
District

The key findings from both the map and the bar chart are that uniformly across Lichfield District
between 0.1 – 1% of the adult population would like to participate in cricket. In terms of the
profile of participation, it is the same three market segments of Tim, Philip and Ben, in that order
who would participate. To a lesser extent, Jamie and Kev would also like to play cricket. The
total projected participation by these five segments is 300 participants and across all 19
segments it is 390 participants. This suggests that there is a low level of latent demand.
Current Participation
Table 5.2 illustrates that there has been an increase in the number of cricket teams playing
within Lichfield District between 2006 to 2011, with a total of 86 teams now playing in the area.
Growth has occurred in both adult and junior male cricket as well as in female cricket. While the
majority of cricket clubs remain the same, like football there has been a shift towards larger
clubs, with the bigger clubs in the district demonstrating significant expansion and a couple of
smaller teams folding.
Table 5.2 – Trends in Cricket Participation between 2006 and 2011
Year

Adult
Male

Adult
Junior Junior Junior
Female Male Female Mixed

2006

38

0

16

0

4

2011

*51

3

*35

1

0

Difference

+13

+3

+19

+1

-4

* includes some teams from Streetly CC, who use Mill Green Sports Ground as their second ground. First ground is outside
of Lichfield District

Lichfield District Council Playing Pitch Strategy

80

The distribution of cricket teams across the district is summarised in Table 5.3.
Table 5.3 – Cricket Teams across the District
Housing Market
Area

Adult
Male

Adult
Female

Junior
Male

Junior
Female

Burntwood

8

0

8

0

Lichfield City

8

2

7

0

Lichfield District
North

12

0

6

0

Lichfield District
South and East

22

1

14

1

0

0

0

0

Tamworth

Most clubs play local to where players live. Only Lichfield Nomads travel outside of the district to
play, although they indicate that they would prefer to play in Lichfield city if there were
sufficient facilities. Whittington Friary Cricket Club (South and East District area) travel to Lichfield
(Friary School) to play. Friary School is the only school based facility currently used by clubs.
Cricket Leagues
Clubs in Lichfield District play in a variety of cricket leagues, indeed most clubs participate in
more than one league. Senior play is evenly split between a Saturday afternoon and Sunday
afternoon, while junior play is staggered throughout the week. This means that although grounds
are not required at the same time as for the senior sides, cricket squares are often used
Saturday, Sunday and midweek. The main leagues in which teams from Lichfield District play
are:
Birmingham and District Premier Cricket League: This league is the highest level of cricket played
in the area. Lichfield CC and Tamworth CC both field teams in this league.
Lichfield and District Cricket League: This league accommodates almost 50 teams spread over
six divisions. The League is currently split into 6 divisions comprising of 8 teams a division. Almost
all teams based within Lichfield District boundaries enter at least one team into this league.
Staffordshire Club Cricket League: The Staffordshire Club Cricket Championship consists of 36
Clubs, 95 teams and 8 Divisions and is a feeder league to the Birmingham and District Premier
League. Several clubs based in Lichfield City play in this league, including Tamworth CC,
Burntwood St Matthews CC, Armitage CC, Hammerwich CC and Whittington CC.
Burton and District Cricket League: This leagues runs two divisions of cricket for U11, U13, U15 and
U17 age groups. Many of the cricket clubs in Lichfield District enter teams into this league.
West Midlands Youth Cricket Association: A league for U10, U11, U13, U15 and U17 age groups.
Quality of Cricket Pitches
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Pitch quality has a significant impact on the overall adequacy of supply in an area. Particularly
for cricket, poorer quality pitches can lead to a difficult game, can be dangerous, and can
lead to injuries due to uneven bounce of the ball. Lower quality facilities can therefore deter
people from playing.
The specialised grounds maintenance requirements of cricket pitches mean that the TaLPF non
technical site assessment matrix is of more limited value than for other sports. It does not assess
the way that the pitch plays and provides only an overview of pitch quality. The assessments
however reveal that the quality of cricket pitches is average to good, and is very consistent
across the district with scores ranging only between 60% and 82%. Site visits were carried out at
the end of the cricket season, and this was taken into account. The high scores are strongly
influenced by the range of facilities that are available at almost all cricket sites in the district,
with only 3 sites not having practice nets, and all clubs except Streetly CC (new facility) having
access to changing rooms. Visits however reveal that there are few real high quality facilities
and that many sites have a slightly run down appearance and would benefit from investment.
Chart 5.3 reinforces the issues outlined above and demonstrates the average % score achieved
for each of the key quality criteria during site visits.
Chart 5.3 – Quality of Cricket Pitches in Lichfield District

As evident in Chart 5.3, site visits revealed particular issues with grass coverage which is likely to
be partially attributable to the time of year they were undertaken. Visits also highlighted that
many of the outfields are bumpy, and surprisingly, very few wickets were protected. While most
grounds have training nets / artificial wickets that are used for training, many of these were poor
quality. In contrast, there were few issues with unofficial use of cricket pitches, and little dog
fouling or litter. With the exception of one new site (where building has stopped partway
through development) all cricket grounds were accompanied by changing accommodation,
albeit of varying quality. The majority of clubs also had required equipment such as sight screens
and scoring facilities. Map 5.4 illustrates the spatial distribution of higher and lower quality
facilities.
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Map 5.4 – Quality of Cricket Pitches

The Staffordshire Cricket Board Strategy (2009 – 2013) includes detailed reviews of the quality of
cricket pitches in the district. For those clubs in Lichfield District for which data was collected, the
following issues were highlighted:


while some clubs have groundsmen with professional qualifications (including Lichfield CC),
many clubs rely on volunteers. The need for investment into additional machinery was also
identified. Only 48% of clubs in Staffordshire currently have qualified groundsmen;



in general, the quality of squares was good. All clubs also have the required equipment;
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practice facilities are poor – 50% of facilities audited were either poor, or insufficient; and



almost half of the changing facilities do not offer the recommended number of showers,
and are not of sufficient size to meet guidelines.

Club Opinion on Quality
Clubs were asked to rate the quality of pitches that they use. Chart 5.4 illustrates that overall,
clubs perceive the quality to be average to good, although some suggest that the quality of
provision does not entice new players. The key issues identified were parking and dog fouling.
Drainage, gradient and showers were also amongst the lowest scoring features. In contrast,
pitch maintenance and line markings was rated highly by almost all responding cricket clubs.
Chart 5.4 – Perceptions of Pitch Quality by Cricket Clubs

Overall value
for money

Car Parking

Changing
Facilities

Freedom from
litter

Playing
Surface

Line Markings

100
90
80
70
60
50
40
30
20
10
0

Drainage

Percentage(%)

Perceptions of Cricket Clubs

Quality Criteria

Site specific comments are recorded later in this section.
Consultations
Consultation with cricket clubs demonstrated that:


all clubs responding to the questionnaire are happy with the cricket facilities in the district.
The only club to indicate that they are insufficient is Lichfield Nomads, who travel outside of
the district to play, and have historically done so for several years;



the majority of cricket clubs attract players from relatively local to them, with 90% of players
travelling for 5 miles or less to reach their clubs. According to responses from clubs, 35% of
players live within 1 mile of their cricket club. Lichfield Nomads have been excluded from
these calculations as they have indicated that they travel significant distances. 85% of their
membership travel further than 5 miles;



80% of clubs responding indicated that they wished to run more teams. Most indicated that
they would seek to run additional adult Saturday / Sunday teams, while Lichfield,
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Hammerwich, Alrewas and Armitage CC all suggested that they may also seek to set up
ladies teams while Kings Bromley CC are considering starting a youth team. Lichfield,
Alrewas and Burntwood CC are both running more teams than last year and Armitage CC is
running less. The remainder of clubs have seen participation remain static; and


few issues were raised by cricket clubs as being a barrier to development. The only recurring
themes were shortages of coaches and volunteers and a shortage of internal / external
funding. Some other clubs highlighted quality issues that are preventing them from
improving. Lichfield CC indicated that there are shortfalls of indoor cricket facilities.

National Governing Body perspective – The Staffordshire Cricket Board
The Staffordshire Cricket Board works primarily with Focus Clubs, a Focus Club is one that has
been identified for a clear strategic reason, and one that is committed to long-term junior
development. The focus clubs in Lichfield District are Hammerwich CC, Lichfield CC, Whittington
CC, Alrewas CC (although they do not currently have ClubMark Status) and Tamworth CC.
Elford, Burntwood and Alrewas Cricket Clubs are all currently working towards Club Mark Status.
With regards to facilities, the Staffordshire Cricket Board has identified a series of issues and
priorities, set out in the 2009 – 2013 Staffordshire Cricket Board Strategy. Specific to Lichfield
District, discussions with the ECB indicate that the key issues largely reflect those that are
apparent in the wider Staffordshire area, in particular:


indoor provision – access to facilities during the winter months. Rawlett Community School,
on the borders between Lichfield District and Tamworth is the only facility identified by the
Staffordshire Cricket Board as providing indoor training – this facility is rated as good.
Lichfield Friary School does however also provide indoor cricket nets for winter training;



there is extensive use of cricket grounds at weekends and junior fixtures midweek. This means
that there is limited time for maintenance and pitches / wickets are under pressure;



there has been a recent growth in junior participation numbers however this is likely to result
in pressure on adult cricket later as these players progress and a need to ensure that there
are sufficient facilities to accommodate this. There is a trend towards links between clubs,
involving ground shares, as well as an increasing reliance on school facilities; and



security of tenure is a problem for many clubs – there is a need for long term security if clubs
are to be eligible for funding, and many clubs are struggling to achieve this.

The national target is to generate an additional 77,000 cricket players. More locally, the
Staffordshire Cricket Board is focusing on three areas;


sustaining current levels of participation and working with leagues to ensure that the right
opportunities are provided;



growing the frequency of participation, particularly through the creation of additional
leagues and especially indoor cricket; and



encouraging new participants into the game. Priority groups are 16+ (and in particular 16 –
25, focusing particularly upon minimising the level of drop out in this range), women and girls
and projects in Higher and Further Education.
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With regards facilities, the key commitments of the Staffordshire Cricket Board are as follows:


improve the quality and quantity of playing and practice facilities, focusing particularly on
clubs where there are no fine turf facilities and where existing artificial surfaces are poor. The
SCB seek to ensure that each focus club has access to one fine turf practice facility by 2013;



work with the Institute of Groundsmen (IOG) to promote qualification of groundsmen. The
SCB target is to ensure that 60% of clubs have a qualified groundsman by 2013;



ensure that all clubs have shower and changing facilities that meet minimum requirements;



ensure that 100% of clubs have appropriate ancillary facilities such as sightscreens and
covers by 2013;



raise the importance of security of tenure and ensure that all clubs have a 21 year lease;



monitor the use of machinery and support in the identification of opportunities for
improvement or replacement requirements; and



identify opportunities to improve access to indoor facilities, in particular considering the
need for improved lighting, flooring, nets and ancillary facilities.

Last Man Stands is a new form of cricket that is currently being explored by the ECB. It will be
delivered through a franchise approach and will provide and shorter form of cricket that can be
played midweek and by more informal teams, in a similar manner to commercial 5 a side
football. It is not anticipated that Last Man Stands will be introduced within Lichfield District in the
near future and the Staffordshire Cricket Board has not prioritised the District for the introduction
of this form of the game.
Supply and Demand Modelling
The Playing Pitch methodology (PPM) determines the adequacy of pitch supply to meet peak
time demand. Table 5.4 summarises the results of the application of the PPM and indicates that
there are now sufficient pitches to accommodate demand. Although participation has
increased and the pitch stock has remained constant, play is now spread across the week,
meaning that peak time demand is actually reduced (in 2006 there were shortfalls of 4.2 cricket
pitches). The calculations include all sites that are secured for community use, regardless of
whether they are used in reality by cricket clubs.
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Table 5.4 – TaLPF Calculations – Cricket
Cricket
STAGE ONE

Adult games

54

Identifying teams

Junior teams

36

STAGE TWO

Adult games

0.5

Calculate home games per week

Junior teams

0.5

STAGE THREE (S1x S2)

Adult games

27

Assessing total home games per week

Junior teams

STAGE FOUR

Saturday AM

0%

0%

Saturday PM

54%

54%

0%

0%

0%

0%

0%

0%

46%

46%

0%

0%

Mid week 1- Specify
day

0%

0%

0%

0%

Mid week 2- Specify
day

0%

0%

100%

100%

0

0

Sunday AM
Establish temporal demand for
pitches

STAGE FIVE (S3 x S4)

Sunday PM

Saturday AM

0

15

14

0

0

Sunday AM

0

0

0

0

Sunday PM

12

12

0

0

0

0

0

0

Mid week 1- Specify
day
Mid week 2- Specify
day
STAGE SIX

Adult games

Establishing pitches currently available

Junior teams

STAGE SEVEN (S6-S5)

Identifying shortfall (-) and surplus
(+)

0%

0
Saturday PM
Defining pitches used each day

18
0%

0

0

18

17
22

Saturday AM

22.0

22.0

Saturday PM

7.4

8.0

Sunday AM

22.0

22.0

Sunday PM

9.6

10.0

22.0

22.0

4.0

5.0

Mid week 1- Specify
day
Mid week 2- Specify
day
Junior teams

Table 5.5 overleaf summarises the resulting figures by Housing Market Area.
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Table 5.5 – Adequacy of cricket pitches by Housing Market Area
Housing Market Area

Shortfall of
Cricket

City of Lichfield

2.8

Burntwood

2.0

Lichfield District North

2.8

Lichfield District South and East
Tamworth

-0.2
0.0
7.4

Table 5.5 reveals that when taking into account all pitches, there are sufficient cricket grounds
to meet demand at peak times. In reality, 3 of the pitches (all at school sites) are rarely used by
community clubs, primarily due to the quality of the facilities and the lack of club base that they
offer. Lichfield Friary School is the only school that is regularly used by the community
(Whittington Friary CC). Supply is therefore more closely aligned with demand than appears.
Impact of Training
For cricket, calculations are perhaps less relevant than for other sports, as the pitch quality and
amount of play on the wicket are as important as the number of grounds that are available. This
is particularly true in Lichfield District, where there is a spread of activity across the weekend and
midweek, meaning that some pitches sustain high levels of use.
Although there are enough pitches to accommodate matches on a peak day, as noted
above, play is well spread meaning that pitches receive heavy use throughout the week. Most
of the clubs also train at their own grounds (or grounds of other clubs) during the summer
months, although only three clubs do not have training facilities (Burntwood St Matthews,
Cannock Wood and Rugeley Power Station).
Usage of the facilities for training is largely off peak and therefore does not impact on peak time
shortfalls and surpluses. It can however generate wear and tear of the outfield, and on the
wicket where artificial wickets are not used. Artificial wickets are considered appropriate by the
ECB for training, however their value for matches is limited and even for junior matches, are
thought to inhibit player development.
Team Generation Rates and Latent Demand
Team Generation Rates (TGRs) indicate how many people in a specified age group are
required to generate one team, thus enabling analysis of participation. Table 5.6 summarises the
TGRs for cricket and provides a comparison between the TGRs now and those that were evident
in 2006. It supports the conclusions that participation has grown since 2006, with particularly the
TGR for junior teams being particularly lower. This is also supported by the analysis of Market
Segmentation and Active People statistics, which reveal a low level of latent demand for cricket
in Lichfield District.
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Table 5.6 – TGRs across Lichfield District
Type of Cricket
Junior Male
Cricket
Junior Female
Cricket
Senior Male
Cricket
Senior Female
Cricket

TGR 2006
1:207

TGR 2011
1:118

N/a

1:4287

1:606

1:442

N/a

1:7829

Meeting Future Demand
Population projections for Lichfield District indicate that while the amount of people living in the
district will grow, the age of these residents will increase and lower proportions of the population
will have the propensity to participate in pitch sports.
Using TGRs as a basis, it is possible to predict the implications of the likely population growth for
cricket. This analysis demonstrates that the requirements for pitches are likely to remain relatively
static, with:


the number of adult teams increasing by 2 between now and 2026;



the number of junior male teams increasing by 4 between now and 2026; and



all other participation remaining relatively static.

When taking into account participation increases as well as population growth, even with a 15%
increase in participation, there are enough cricket pitches to accommodate all demand
(surplus of 3.5). Almost all cricket clubs however indicated that they were looking to expand the
number of teams that they run, and this increase in participation may therefore become a
reality. As highlighted above, the majority of surplus pitches are at school sites that are rarely
used by clubs, and it is clear therefore that in the event of participation increases, capacity will
become strained.
Localised Issues
Given the importance of a club base to cricket club, site specific analysis provides a much
greater understanding of the adequacy of provision for each club and the issues outside of
peak time demand. For each Housing Market area, the following is considered:


overall adequacy of provision across the area;



adequacy of Provision by Ward; and



site and settlement specific issues.
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Lichfield Housing Market Area
At peak time, supply meets demand. There are surpluses in St Johns (1 pitch) and Chadsmead
(due to the presence of King Edward VI School, which is not used formally, and pitches at
Lichfield Friary which are not used to capacity). Wall Cricket Club are in discussions to use the
facilities at the Friary School and this situation may therefore alter next season.
Projected population growth in Lichfield alone will have some impact upon the demand for
cricket. Even when taking into account a 15% increase in participation, provision will remain
sufficient overall when including all school facilities. Population growth is likely to generate 2
adult and 3 junior teams by 2028 (primarily in the S John’s ward, with one team in Leomansley).
Table 5.7 summarises the sites containing cricket pitches and provides an indication of the level
of use of these facilities both over the week (to determine the overall use of the site) and at
peak time. Squares coloured in red indicate that the site is operating at or over capacity, amber
indicates that there is some use although more can be accommodated, while green suggests
that there is spare capacity at the site. The amount of use per wicket is also calculated (where
the number of wickets at a site is available). Three to four games per wicket per season is
considered optimum.
Table 5.7 shows Lichfield Cricket and Hockey Club, the main venue for cricket within Lichfield
City(with two squares), has minimal availability at peak time and the wickets are used heavily.
This suggests that it is reaching capacity, although some additional play can be
accommodated. The potential increase in demand within the Lichfield area due to population
however is likely to place additional pressures on this facility, as the only club in the area.
Furthermore, the club has aspirations to grow and facilities may therefore become more
constrained in future years. The club is the highest quality facility in Lichfield District and attracts
members from across the district. The high use of the site however mean that changing facilities
and car parking are frequently inadequate.
In contrast, both Lichfield Friary and King Edward VI School have capacity at their pitches.
Lichfield Nomads CC currently travel to Burton to play their games, indicating that there are
insufficient facilities within Lichfield City to meet their requirements. They suggest that they would
return to Lichfield to play if there was capacity for them to do so at an appropriate facility. They
have however played out of the district for several years now.
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Table 5.7 – Cricket Pitches in Lichfield Housing Market Area
Site Name

Friary Grange Leisure
Centre

Lichfield Hockey and
Cricket Club

Site Location

Chadsmead

Chadsmead

King Edward V1 School St Johns

Number Number Training Quality Changing
of Cricket
of
Facilities Score
Rooms
Pitches Wickets
Achieved

2

2

1
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10

20

None

2 wicket
practice
net. Fine
turf
practice
wicket

65%

Yes

Quality Comment

Good quality cricket
field. Pavilion
overlooking facility. No
training facilities. Also
provides indoor cricket
nets

77% Yes

Good facilities, cricket
outfield used for football
and rugby pitches in
winter. Pitches well
maintained although on
a very gentle slope.
Overall pitch quality
considered acceptable
by club. Includes fine
turf cricket training
facilities. ECB suggests
new maintenance
equipment required.
Car parking and
changing can
sometimes be
inadequate.

Yes

Access to the facility for
the community thought
to be limited if currently
available at all.

Number Saturday Sunday Midweek Games Games Per
of Teams
Use
Use
Per
Wicket
at site
Week (average 16
games per
team)

1. But
school
use of
facility
also

14

3.5

0

5.6

0
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Burntwood Housing Market Area
In Burntwood, the amount of cricket played is relatively limited. The overall surplus of 2 pitches is
primarily due to the availability of school sites at peak time (Erasmus Darwin Academy,
Chasetown Technology College) that are not used for club cricket.
Projecting forwards, it is likely that the focus of participation will remain on the key clubs of
Burntwood St Matthews and Hammerwich CC, with a potential increase of just one team
generated by changes to the population profile. Both are established clubs running both
Saturday and Sunday teams. There is little spare capacity at either site, with both facilities
accommodating large amounts of play at peak times, and wickets at both facilities
accommodating a higher than recommended amount of use. There are no practice nets at
Burntwood St Matthews CC, further adding to the pressures on the existing pitches. There are
opportunities to improve the quality of both facilities, with one pitch at Hammerwich CC being
much better than the other, and the Burntwood St Matthews pitch being relatively uneven on
the outfield.
Table 5.8 summarises the issues identified above. Squares coloured in red indicate that the site is
operating at or over capacity, amber indicates that there is some use although more can be
accommodated, while green suggests that there is spare capacity at the site. The amount of
use per wicket is also calculated (where the number of wickets at a site is available).
While population growth as demonstrated earlier in this section is likely to have limited impact
upon the demand for cricket, increases in participation at the two clubs would mean that
facilities would be even nearer to capacity.
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Table 5.8 – Cricket Clubs in Burntwood

Site Name

Hammerwich
Cricket Club

Site Location

Hammerwich

St Matthews
Sports and Social
Club
Highfield

Number of Number of
Cricket
Wickets
Pitches

2

1
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10

Training
Facilities

Practice
nets and
artificial
wicket

No practice
facilities

Quality
Score
Achieved

Changing
Rooms

Quality Comment

Number of
Teams at
site

Saturday Sunday
Use
Use

Mid

Games Per Games Per
Week
Wicket
(average
week
16 games
per team)

73% Yes

Uneven outfield. Well
maintained pavilion.
One pitch is better
than other. Practice
nets and artificial
wicket need
refurbishing.
Improved covers also
needed for main
ground.

10

2.5

6.1538462

65% Yes

Undulating and
bumpy outfield that
would benefit from
levelling. Parking and
access issues. Litter
problems (no bin).
Club intending to
provide a synthetic
wicket.

7

3.5

5.6
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Lichfield District North Housing Market Area
Within Lichfield District North, there is an overall surplus of 2.8 cricket pitches. Table 5.9 below
summarises how this is split between the different wards in this area. The overall surpluses in some
wards of the district are reflective of the lower levels of use of pitches at some of the village
cricket clubs. This is discussed in more detail below and in Table 5.9.

2028 + Participation
Increases Shortfall /
Surplus

2026 Shortfall / Surplus

2016 Shortfall / Surplus

Current Shortfall /
Surplus

Ward name

2021 Shortfall / Surplus

Table 5.9 – Shortfall and Surplus of Cricket in Lichfield District North

Longdon

1.5

1.5

1.5

1.5

1.4

Armitage with Handsacre

1.2

0.7

0.7

0.7

0.8

Colton and Mavesyn Ridware

0.0

-0.0

-0.0

-0.0

-0.0

Kings Bromley

0.5

0.5

0.5

0.5

0.4

-0.4

-0.6

-0.6

-0.9

-0.9

Alrewas and Fradley

Site specific analysis however provides a more detailed understanding of the adequacy of
facilities for cricket. Using the key settlements within the north of the district as a basis for analysis,
the following (outlined in Table 5.10) is revealed;
Key Rural Settlements
Alrewas: There are shortfalls of provision in the Alrewas and Fradley ward (currently 0.4 pitches).
This arises from high levels of use of the Walkfield Site (Alrewas Cricket Club). The club is at
capacity on both Saturday and Sunday and the wicket is used more frequency than any other
in the district. As the population grows, and particularly in the event of participation increases,
shortfalls will reach 1 pitch by 2028 (between Alrewas and Fradley).
Fradley: There is no existing cricket pitch or cricket club within Fradley. As highlighted above
however, population growth within the ward, which is largely focused in Fradley, will increase
unmet demand to one pitch by 2028.
Armitage with Handsacre: Armitage Cricket Club is the key club within this ward. The club is one
of the less busy sites in the district, and although at capacity on a Saturday, has space on a
peak day to meet further demand. The use of the wicket is currently in line with the optimum use
specification of the ECB although the club would benefit from investment to upgrade the
facilities. Rugeley Power Station is also located within the ward and receives lower levels of use
than many other sites in the district. There is an overall small surplus of provision within the ward.
Population growth will have limited impact, with overall surpluses of more than half a pitch
remaining, although it will generate an additional team. While participation increases will see
supply more closely matched with demand, even by 2028 an overall surplus is likely to remain,
and both sites have scope to accommodate additional teams.
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Other Rural Settlements
Kings Bromley: TaLPF calculations indicate that the supply for cricket in Kings Bromley is just
above demand (0.5 pitches). Kings Bromley Cricket Club is the only club in the village (and also
acts as occasional overspill for other clubs), and reflecting these calculations, the site is well
used but has some capacity on both Saturdays and Sundays. The frequency of use of the
wicket is also one of the lowest in the district, and below ECB optimum levels. The quality of the
facility is however in need of improvements, with upgrades to the on site equipment, including
site screens identified as a priority. Looking to the future, the changing population profile means
that population growth will have minimal impact, with surpluses remaining. Both sites have
potential to accommodate additional teams if the clubs achieve their aspirations of expansion.
Longdon and Upper Longdon: Longdon ward exhibits the highest surpluses of cricket pitches in
the north of the district (over 1 pitch). Even as the population grows up to 2028 this surplus is likely
to remain. There are two cricket pitches (Longdon CC and Cannock Wood CC) and both have
relatively low levels of use. The quality of the facility at Longdon CC is higher than that in
Cannock Wood, and the Cannock Wood pitch also has no practice facilities. Both sites have
capacity to accommodate additional play on a Saturday and Sunday, and the wickets are
also able to sustain higher levels of use than they are currently subjected to. Both sites are
therefore able to accommodate additional teams should the clubs grow.
Hill Ridware, Hamstall Ridware and Colton: There are no cricket facilities within Hill Ridware,
Hamstall Ridware or Colton. The Parish Council did not identify demand for any cricket provision.
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Table 5.10 – Cricket facilities in the Lichfield District North Housing Market Area
Site Name

Site Location Number Number Training
of
of
Facilities
Cricket Wickets
Pitches

Walkfield
(Alrewas Cricket Alrewas and
Club)
Fradley

Armitage
Armitage Cricket with
Club
Handsacre
Rugeley Power
Armitage
Station Sports and with
Social Club
Handsacre

Kings Bromley
Cricket Club
Buds Road,
Gentleshaw

Kings
Bromley

Longdon

Longdon CC Red Lion Ground
- Longdon Green Longdon
Mill Green
Recreation
Ground

Little Aston /
Stonnall

Quality Score
Achieved

Changing
Rooms

Quality Comment

Number Saturda Sunday Midw Games Games Per
of Teams y Use
Use
eek
Per
Wicket
at site
Week (average
16 games
per team)

71% Yes

Cricket pitch good quality, although wicket
not protected. Scoreboard and site screens
evident. Practice strips require improvement
(ECB strategy)

61% Yes

Pavilion is run down and would benefit from
maintenance. Evidence of misuse of pitch
(dogs at time of visit) and damage to surface.
Wicket not protected. Club has poor and
outdated maintenance equipment

2

63% Yes

Evidence of damage to surface of wicket by
maintenance vehicles. Would benefit from
practice facilities.

1

66% Yes

Cricket pitch of average - good quality.
Reasonably maintained with changing and
pavilion. Parking on other side of road.
Sightscreens and nets need upgrading. Pitch
surface suffers due to issues with rabbits.

4

1

No
practice
facilities

60% Yes

Grass bare in parts and wicket not protected.
No practice facilities and improved
maintenance required

1

0.5 #DIV/0!

1

6

1 wicket
practice
nets,
artificial
surface

71% Yes

Bumpy outfield

1

0.5 1.3333333

1

Artificial
surface
wicket. No
nets

1

1

14

5

1

1

1

3 artificial
nets

2 training
wickets
(artificial)

None

8

Nets that
appear
disused.
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No

11

5.5 6.2857143

1

3.2

0.5 #DIV/0!

1

Changing facilities not currently provided at
site.

2
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4

Lichfield District South and East
Lichfield District South and East demonstrate the greatest pressures on cricket pitches. TaLPF
calculations reveal that supply falls just below demand. Table 5.11 summarises how this is split
between the different wards, highlighting particular pressures on pitches in Mease and Tame
ward. Further detail is provided on a settlement basis in the sections that follow.

Mease and Tame

2026 + Participation
Increases Shortfall /
Surplus

2026 Shortfall /
Surplus

2021 Shortfall /
Surplus

2016 Shortfall /
Surplus

Ward name

Current Shortfall /
Surplus

Table 5.11 – Shortfalls and Surpluses of Cricket by Ward

-1.5

-1.5

-1.5

-1.5

-2.0

Whittington

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.1

Bourne Vale

0.0

-0.0

-0.0

-0.0

-0.0

Shenstone

0.2

0.2

0.5

0.5

0.3

Stonnall

0.5

0.5

0.5

0.5

0.4

Little Aston

0.0

-0.0

-0.0

-0.0

-0.0

Fazeley

0.0

-0.0

-0.0

-0.0

-0.1

Key Rural Settlements
Shenstone: Wall Cricket Club is the only facility in Shenstone. The club has no scope to run
additional teams on a Sunday and limited capacity on a Saturday. This is reflected in the TaLPF
calculations, which reveal that there is a surplus of only 0.2 pitches. Population change may
however see a slight decline in demand, with a reduction in the number of teams. The use of
the wicket is currently at optimum levels, however the cricket facility is ageing and in need of
investment to improve the quality of facilities. The club are considering relocating to Lichfield
City in order to find higher quality facilities. They would also like to establish a junior section. While
there is some scope for further play at the existing ground (particularly for juniors as they are
likely to play midweek), the quality of the facility is such that this is not currently possible.
Little Aston: The Mill Lane Sports Ground, used by Streetly CC is a recent addition to cricket
facilities in Lichfield District, with only the artificial strip available for use for the 2001 season. The
facility has capacity to accommodate additional use and is used as the second ground for
Streetly CC. There are currently no changing facilities at the site.
Whittington: Analysis at a ward level indicates that provision is sufficient to meet demand (0.7
pitches surplus). Whittington CC, the only facility in the ward, has recently acquired a second
ground (opposite the existing facility) and this has generated additional capacity for the club.
The pavilion at the second ground currently remains unfinished due to a funding shortfall
however. The new facility means that there is some capacity at the existing facility, allowing for
the growth and expansion of the club. As the population grows however (as well as
participation increases) it is likely that even the second ground will near capacity. Whittington is
one of the few areas of the district where population change alone will generate additional
demand (2 teams).
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Other Rural Settlements
Drayton Bassett: There is no cricket pitch in Drayton Bassett and no evidence of demand for a
facility.
Edingale: No cricket is played in Edingale.
Harlaston: No cricket is played in Harlaston.
Hopwas – Hopwas is situated within Mease and Tame Ward, where the greatest shortfalls occur
(1.5 pitches, potentially rising to 2 pitches in the event of participation increases). It contains
Tamworth Cricket and Hockey Club, a facility traditionally associated with Tamworth Borough,
but falls within the boundaries of Hopwas. The site is high quality, of county standard, but has
limited capacity to accommodate additional teams, with limited availability at peak times.
Furthermore, the wickets are also sustaining more matches per season than the recommended
standards. Due to population growth and participation increases it is likely that there will be
insufficient provision in the Mease and Tame ward by 2028. This is influenced by the high use at
Tamworth Cricket Club.
Elford: Elford Cricket Club is also located within Mease and Tame, where there are shortfalls of
provision. Like the Tamworth Cricket Club, the facility is nearing capacity and provision will
become more constrained if additional teams are created. The quality of facility is lower than
many other facilities.
Stonnall: The Mill Green Recreation Ground (owned by Streetly Sports and Social Club) is the
only facility in the ward. The facility is a second ground for Streetly Cricket Club and the club has
the intention of expanding, in particular including an additional mens’ team and a ladies team.
As the facility is new, there is only an artificial wicket available at this point in time and there are
no changing facilities. The facility has only recently been developed with the intention of
meeting additional demand and participation increases and as a result, it is likely that the
amount of facilities in the area will be sufficient by 2028.
Wigginton: There are no cricket pitches in Wigginton.
Tamworth Housing Market Area
The Tamworth Housing Market Area is predominantly made up of Tamworth Borough, and
includes only Fazeley within Lichfield District. There are no cricket pitches within this area.
Interestingly, there are no further cricket facilities within Tamworth Borough. The nearest facility to
this area is Tamworth Cricket Club, located in Hopwas. Population growth will be insufficient to
create demand for a new cricket pitch and there is no evidence of significant current unmet
demand in the area.
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Summary and Key Issues
Key issues to address – Cricket


Modelling reveals that provision is above the amount required to meet demand.
This is largely influenced by schools with cricket pitches located within Lichfield City
and Burntwood that are available but not currently used by cricket clubs.



Calculations reveal that population growth alone will have little impact upon the
demand for cricket pitches. Many clubs have however indicated that they wish to
increase the number of teams they are running. Such increases would place
greater pressures on cricket pitches. This is most effectively analysed on a site
specific basis.



Site by site analysis reveals that the analysis of overall provision to meet peak time
demand is misleading, with minimal spare capacity at some clubs (Lichfield,
Alrewas, Elford and Tamworth). A second ground for Whittington CC has alleviated
pressures in this area. As well as limited capacity on peak days at these grounds,
wickets are also receiving higher than optimum levels of use at some sites. Many
clubs play Saturday, Sunday and juniors midweek, meaning that there are limited
opportunities for maintenance and renovation of pitches during the season.



There are therefore pressures on cricket provision in certain areas across the district.



Furthermore the quality of existing cricket pitches at club bases is average –
maintaining and improving the quality of facilities through improved grounds
maintenance techniques is of a key priority of the ECB. Many of the grounds
appear run down and in need of some investment and some clubs indicate that
the quality of facilities inhibits club development. With the exception of the new
facility at Streetly CC, all sites have changing accommodation although some of
this is old. The pavilion at the new Whittington CC site has stalled due to a lack of
funding to complete the project.



While only three cricket clubs do not have access to practice facilities of some
description, net provision, training and practice wickets are on the whole poor.

Lichfield District Council Playing Pitch Strategy

99

6. Rugby
06

This section provides:





An overview of supply and demand for rugby
An evaluation of the overall adequacy of pitches to meet demand
Site Specific Issues and Opportunities
Summary and key issues to address.

Pitch Supply
There are 16 rugby union pitches within Lichfield District. All of these are available for community
use and are summarised in Table 6.1 below.
Table 6.1 – Rugby Pitches in Lichfield District
Site
Burntwood RFC, The
SportsWay,
Chasetown,
Burntwood

Pitches
Available
2
senior
pitches

Other Facilities

Housing Market Area

1 floodlit training area,
floodlights on one match
pitch, bar and changing
accommodation

Burntwood

Lichfield RUFC,
Cooke Fields,
Lichfield

4
senior
pitches

2 floodlit pitches,
treatment
room
changing
accommodation

bar,
and

City of Lichfield

The Pavilion, Lichfield
Cricket & Hockey
Club Collins Hill,
Lichfield

1 senior pitch
and 1 midi
pitch

Pavilion and changing
accommodation

City of Lichfield

Erasmus Darwin
Academy (formerly
Chasetown Specialist
Sports College)

1 senior pitch

Changing
accommodation.

Burntwood

Friary School and
Leisure Centre

2
senior
pitches

Changing
accommodation

City of Lichfield

2
senior
pitches

Changing
accommodation

Burntwood

King Edward VI
School and Leisure
Centre

3
senior
pitches

Changing
accommodation

City of Lichfield

Rawlett Community
School

1 senior pitch

Changing
accommodation

Lichfield District South and East

Chase Terrace
Technology College
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Map 6.1 outlines the distribution of rugby pitches across the district. It demonstrates that rugby
facilities are primarily located in and around Lichfield City.
Map 6.1 – Rugby Pitches in Lichfield District.
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Demand
Active People and Market Segmentation
Profile of the Lichfield District market segments that play/would like to play rugby union
The profile of rugby union participation in Lichfield District is set out in Map 6.2 and Chart 6.1
Map 6.2: Percentage and location of the adult population who play rugby union.

Chart 6.1: Profile of the market segments who participate in rugby union in Lichfield District
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The key findings from both the map and the bar chart are that:


across Lichfield District, without any spatial variation, between 1% -2% of adults currently
participate in rugby union (measured by the Active People 4 survey). (Note: the map
produced is showing the middle super output areas for Lichfield District and it is possible to
review these findings at smaller areas - lower super output areas - to determine there is any
variation in rugby union participation at the different output area levels and there is not).



market segments with the highest rates of participation are Ben, Tim and Philip. The sporting
profiles for all three segments have already been set out (Section 3). It is estimated there are
430 Ben’s, 350 Tim’s and 120 Philip’s playing rugby union. Across all 19 market segments
there is an estimated total of 1,140 adult participants. The profile of adult participation in
rugby union is the recurring three male market segments most evident for pitch sports in
Lichfield District. These segments of Ben and Tim play sport for competitive reasons whilst
Philip is a much more casual participant.

Turning to the Active People analysis of the percentage of adults who would like to play rugby
union, this is set out in Map 6.3 and Chart 6.2.
Map 6.3: Percentage and location of the adult population who would like to play rugby union.

Chart 6.2: Profile of the market Segments who would like to participate in rugby union
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The key findings from both the map and the bar chart are that:


the percentage of the population who would like to play rugby union does not vary across
Lichfield District but is lower than the percentage of the adult population who do play rugby
union. Between 0.1% - 1% of the Lichfield District adult population would like to play rugby
union.



in terms of the dominant market segments who would like to play, it is the same three
segments in the same sequence of highest to lowest population. The total latent demand
for rugby union across these three segments is 200 participants and for all 19 market
segments it is 280 participants. This suggests that overall, there is very little latent demand for
rugby union. It is the same level across the authority and is focused in the recurring three
market segments of Ben, Tim and Philip.

Current Participation
There are three rugby clubs based within Lichfield District. In total, RFU records reveal that there
are 243 registered senior players and 595 players aged 7 to 18. Lichfield RUFC in particular has
one of the most thriving junior sections in Staffordshire, with in excess 350 mini and junior players
participating each weekend.
Lichfield RUFC is the only club in the district operating female teams (2 senior, 1 colts and 2
junior). The first team plays at a very high standard, in the national league. Although Burntwood
RFC do not have any ladies or girls teams at present, they are keen to support the ladies
programme.
The three clubs are summarised in Table 6.2. Analysis of the amount of teams indicates that
participation has remained relatively static since 2006, with just a small increase in the number of
teams. Midi rugby has seen the highest levels of growth.
Table 6.2 – Rugby Clubs in Lichfield District
Club

Burntwood
RFC

Lichfield
RFC

Whittington
RFC

Adult
Teams

4 +
colts
team

Junior Teams

Mini /
Midi
Teams

1

Male – 3
senior, 1
vets + 1
colts.
Ladies –
2 teams
+ 1 colts

Venue

League

Burntwood RFC

1st XV in Midlands 3 West North, 2nd
and 3rd XVs in Staffs Merit Tables;
U12s-U17s in Staffs Junior Leagues

Lichfield RFC

Men – Midlands League, North
Midlands League (Colts) and
Friendlies.
Ladies
–
RFUW
Premiership, RFU Midlands League

5
6

6 (including 2
that
are
female
teams)
8

None
1
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Schools Participation
Participation in rugby in schools in Lichfield District is strong in comparison to most other areas of
the country. This is particularly true of the state school sector. Both King Edward VI School and
Friary Grange School are well established rugby schools. Netherstowe High School have also
recently started to play although only a limited amount. In addition, Erasmus Darwin Academy,
Rawlett Community School and Chaseterrace Technology College also play rugby union.
Lichfield Cathedral School, a private school, also play rugby frequently.
Trends in Participation
Of the three rugby clubs in Lichfield, Burntwood RFC indicate that membership is growing while
Lichfield RUFC are fielding the same numbers of teams as last year. Burntwood RFC attribute
their growth to a growing junior section. Lichfield RUFC intend to run an additional men’s team
within the next two years.
The RFU Seal of Approval accreditation recognises the effort and achievement of volunteers in
reaching the standard required in the development of rugby across the whole club, and to plan
for the long-term sustainability of the club. Both Lichfield RUFC and Burntwood Rugby Club have
gained the RFU seal of approval.
Burntwood are currently struggling with space to increase pitch numbers. The club used to play
host to Burntwood Dragons Football Club, but the Dragons have had to relocate so the club
could develop further rugby pitches on the site. There are continuing expansion pressures as the
club continues to grow and ground development plans are in place to improve both the quality
and quantity of pitches, although these are constrained by the site.
Quality of Rugby Pitches
Pitch quality influences the amount of matches that can be sustained, and as a consequence
has a significant impact on the overall adequacy of supply in an area.
Site assessments have been carried out in line with the assessment matrix provided in Towards a
Level Playing Field – these assessments are non-technical assessments designed to provide an
overview of pitch quality and the degree to which facilities are fit for purpose. The non-technical
site assessments revealed the quality of rugby pitches to be good, although some issues were
identified at Burntwood.
As reflected above, the site visits revealed the following quality issues:


Lichfield RUFC: Main pitch is of excellent quality (87%), with dug outs, stand and adjacent
changing facilities. Other pitches are tiered behind the club house, and are of lower quality,
exhibiting a greater degree of wear and tear and fewer facilities. Some equipment shows
signs of rusting, but facility overall is good. The Lichfield RUFC pitch is also used in Summer by
Tamworth Phoenix American Football Club, meaning that it receives year round use.



Whittington RUFC: (based at Lichfield Cricket and Hockey Club) Pitch marked out on cricket
outfield. The site includes changing facilities and provides a good quality pitch, although it is
situated upon a gentle slope. No floodlighting.



Burntwood RUFC: Pitches and training areas are poorly drained and of average quality.
Clubhouse and changing facilities are good and currently being upgraded.
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Clubs were also asked to comment upon the quality of the rugby facilities that are available to
them. Comments were received as follows:


Burntwood Rugby Club: The off field clubhouse facilities are being continually improved. Two
extra changing rooms have recently been completed and a new entrance hall to the first
floor function room including a lift for disabled access is also being installed. The pitch
playing surfaces are reclaimed colliery ground with minimal topsoil/grass, as a consequence
they have poor drainage. The pitches and training area need improvement to match the
excellent off field facilities and improved maintenance of pitches is required. Furthermore,
the high and increasing numbers of members, as well as the recent loss of a pitch at Erasmus
Darwin School mean that the pitches are overused. The existing Burntwood RUFC site is
surrounded by an area of Special Scientific Interest, meaning that there are few
opportunities to expand the current facility.



Lichfield Rugby Club – the club identify the key priority as being the improvement of the
maintenance of playing surfaces. They indicate that capital investment in equipment is
required, including a modern tractor, drainage equipment (verti-drain, slitter, scarifier, roller,
grass cutter, etc). It is felt that the high amount of use of the pitches places additional strain
on the facilities and volunteers and negatively impacts upon pitch quality. In addition, it is
highlighted that there is no lift to the first floor of the club house, presenting challenges to
club members with disabilities.

National Governing Body perspective
Facilities are one of the most important components of a rugby club. They drive the club ethos
and sprit and facilitate high quality participation and club development. The RFU National
Facilities strategy recognises this, and seeks to enable Clubs, Constituent Bodies, the RFU and the
Rugby Football Union for Women (RFUW) and other partners to:


identify priorities for facility developments to meet the various needs of the sport;



identify what facilities are required to meet the needs of the Government sports policy and
the RFU’s Strategic Plan;



support the prioritisation of investment and funding through a detailed set of developmental
criteria, technical requirements, management / operational structures and potential
financial viability which will be critical to the provision of quality rugby facilities;



prioritise future investment to ensure that the right facilities are provided in the right locations
and for the right reasons; and



identify and deliver a minimum standard for all facility provision.

The key facility priorities of the RFU are to:


assist clubs to become sustainable;



improve the amount of integrated changing;



increase the quality and amount of floodlighting for both community use and competition;



create a safe environment for play; and



provide central venues for clubs and encourage multi sports venues.
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Supply and Demand Modelling
Table 6.3 evaluates the adequacy of existing pitch provision on a peak day. It includes all
facilities, whether or not they are available for community use and compares this against the
number of teams wishing to play (assuming that each team plays home and away
alternatively). As two midi games can be played on an adult pitch, it is assumed that 2 midi
teams are equivalent of one adult team.
Table 6.3 – Adequacy of rugby pitches taking into account all pitches
Number of
pitches

16

Total
Number of
Matches
per week

17.5

Total
Number of
Matches
(Saturday
– Senior)

Total
Number of
Sunday
matches
(junior and
youth)

6

7

Total
Number of
Midi
Matches
(Sunday
morning)
3.5

Shortfall /
Surplus at
Peak Time
(Sunday)

5.5

Table 6.4 therefore suggests that there are enough rugby pitches in Lichfield District to meet
peak time demand. With 17.5 matches per week, and 16 pitches, theoretically each pitch is
used just over once.
Impact of Training on Capacity
All rugby training takes place at the rugby club base. Although Burntwood RUFC have a
separate pitch that accommodates some training, both Lichfield and Whittington train on their
pitches. The impact of this can be considered by including this training within modelling using
the following assumptions;


Burntwood RUFC – training is equivalent to 6 teams



Lichfield RUFC – training is equivalent to 8 teams



Whittington RUFC – training is equivalent to 2 teams.

This means that training generates the equivalent of an additional 8 matches per week (16
team equivalents). In addition, school pitches are also subject to wear and tear during a typical
curriculum programme, particularly for PE lessons and by school teams. The implications of these
uses can also be factored in as team equivalents based on the following assumptions:


each school with a rugby pitch runs 2 hours outdoor PE per week per year group –
equivalent of 5 teams.



each school with a rugby pitch also has 5 school teams that compete.

These implications represent the worst case scenario and assume that all PE use is focused on
the rugby pitches and would generate an additional 70 teams (10 teams each at Chase
Terrace Technology College, Friary Grange School, Erasmus Darwin Academy, Rawlett
Community College, King Edward VI School and Lichfield Cathedral School). Demand from
school lessons and training does not impact upon the adequacy of provision to meet peak time
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demand, however it increases the amount of times pitches are used significantly. This is
summarised in Table 6.4.
Table 6.4 – Adequacy of rugby pitches in Lichfield District
Number
of
pitches
16

Community
matches
(total)
17.5

Use including
training team
equivalents
17.5 + 8 = 25.5
matches per
week

Use including PE
lessons and
training
17.5 +8+30 =
55.5 matches
per week

Matches per
week per pitch

3.5

As is illustrated above, when taking into account the implications of training patterns and school
use of facilities, it is clear that pitch provision is much more well used than initially suggested, with
pitches used circa twice per week, which is the optimum level of use.
Access and Capacity
The club based nature of rugby however means that clubs focus their activity at the club base
as far as possible. The amount of teams run in the district by the key clubs however means that
school facilities are used as overspill – Burntwood RUFC use Erasmus Darwin Academy and
Lichfield RUFC use other facilities in the city.
There do not appear to be any issues with the leases at existing rugby clubs, with all three clubs
having secure tenure.
The Impact of Pitch Quality and Capacity
Both site visits and consultation confirm that the overall quality of pitches at Lichfield RUFC and
Whittington RUFC is good, however there are drainage issues at Burntwood RUFC. Use of existing
pitches is perceived to be the key contributing factor for the deterioration in quality. While
drainage was highlighted as an issue at Burntwood RUFC, pitches are still able to sustain two
games per week. The quality of pitches at school sites is lower, however the pitches are believed
to be of adequate quality to meet needs for training.
Site Specific Supply and Demand
The nature of rugby therefore means that the adequacy of provision at the club base is the
overarching priority. Satellite facilities at school sites, while offering a useful short-term solution do
not fit into the club ethos and can inhibit club development if they become permanent
features. Table 6.5 therefore considers the adequacy of supply to meet demand at each of the
club bases. It can be seen that while the overall spread of rugby across the week generates
theoretical surpluses of provision, when looking at the club bases, the number of games played
per week is significantly above the recommended levels and the school facilities provide an
important outlet. Moving forward, when taking into account club development plans, which
seek to increase the number of players, the existing pitch provision will become even more
strained. As there are only three rugby clubs in the district, located within the key urban areas,
and rugby is dependent upon the creation of successful clubs, it is inappropriate to consider
demand for rugby on a settlement by settlement basis.
Table 6.5 – Club Based Issues - Rugby
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Club

Total Demand

Total
Supply
(Pitches)

Use Per week

Adequacy of Provision

Burntwood
RUFC

4 adult team, 1
youth, 5 junior,
6.midi

2 (+1 at
Erasmus
Darwin
Aacdemy)

6 training team
equivalents. Pitch used
five times per week if
excluding pitch at
Erasmus Darwin.
Including this pitch, use
is still over 3.5 matches
per week

Even with use of Erasmus Darwin
Academy school provision is
strained. Club raises issues with
overuse and indicates that the
quality of pitches is not as high as
the ancillary facilities (largely due
to overuse). There are also
pressures at peak times, with not
enough pitches to accommodate
all match requirements. Club
highlights some examples of
scheduling fixtures consecutively.

Lichfield
RUFC

6 adult team
(including 2
ladies), 2 youth,
6 junior, 8.midi

4 rugby
pitches
(two
floodlit)

8 training team
equivalents – pitches
used over 4 times per
week including training

Whittington
RUFC

1 adult team

1 pitch
with
floodlights

2 training team
equivalents

Pitch use high, little room for
growth. Pitch also used in summer
by Tamworth Phoenix AF Club.
Club raises issues with overuse and
highlights the need to improve
pitch maintenance.
Sufficient. Parish Council indicate
that they receive numerous
enquires about the need to
provide rugby pitches within
Whittington. The club are currently
based at Lichfield Cricket and
Hockey Club.

It is clear from the above that Burntwood Rugby Club are approaching maximum capacity and
that Lichfield RUFC are also nearing this level. This does not take into account any population
growth or participation increases.
Latent Demand
Latent demand can be identified from a variety of sources, including Team Generation Rates
(TGRs). TGRs indicate how many people in a specified age group are required to generate one
team, thus enabling analysis of participation. TGRs are derived by dividing the appropriate
population age band in the area by the number of teams playing within that area in that age
band. Table 6.6 summarises TGRs for rugby across Lichfield District, and indicate that
participation has remained relatively consistent between 2006 and 2011. TGRs in Lichfield District
are broadly comparable with national averages, suggesting that there is limited latent demand.
Furthermore, analysis of the Market Segmentation and Active People statistics supports this,
indicating that there are few people who wish to play rugby who do not already do so.
Table 6.6 – TGRs across Lichfield District
Type of Rugby
Midi Rugby
Junior Male Rugby

TGR 2006

TGR 2011

N/A

1:407

1:326

1:268
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Junior Female Rugby
Senior Male Rugby
Senior Female
Rugby

N/a

N/a

1:1456

1:1759

1:5557

1:5493

Meeting Future Demand
By applying TGRs to population projections for 2016, 2021 and 2028 we can project the
theoretical number of teams that would be generated and gain an understanding of the
adequacy of current pitch provision to meet future demand. While there will be population
growth, the trend towards an ageing population means that the population falling within the
age bands most likely to play rugby will remain relatively stable. By 2028, the population growth
and changing population profile are likely to generate an increase of one midi rugby team and
one junior male rugby team, while all other participation groups remain stable.
The RFU measures participation increases through the affiliation process, looking at the number
of participants, number of matches etc. They target increases in adult participation, as junior
participants are more easily generated. The conversion of junior participants to adults (thus
avoiding the drop off) is also a key target. Clubs indicate that the targets that they are working
towards currently are:


Burntwood RUFC: Looking to provide a women’s team and a colts team next year



Lichfield RUFC: Anticipate running an additional men’s team.

All of these developments would place additional pressures on the pitches. Assuming that this is
achieved, an additional 5 teams would be created, generating a shortfall of 4 pitches when
considering only club facilities.
Summary and Key Issues
Key issues to address – Rugby Union


Modelling and consultation reveal that Burntwood RUFC are at capacity on their existing
site, and even with the use of Erasumus Darwin Academy are struggling to
accommodate all of their teams. Lichfield RUFC is also nearing capacity.



Both Lichfield RUFC and Burntwood RUFC express the intention to increase the number of
teams that they are running over the next season.



There may therefore be land use requirements for both these clubs in the medium to long
term.



The RFU are keen to develop a policy of developing one IRB accredited 3g artificial grass
(AGP) pitch for rugby in each local authority area. Although no specific priority has been
mentioned for Lichfield District.



There are some quality issues identified on existing club sites, particularly pitch quality
issues at Burntwood and maintenance at Lichfield RUFC. AGP provision could provide the
solution to pitch quality issues.
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Rugby League
Supply
There are no dedicated rugby league pitches within Lichfield District. A rugby league pitch has
however previously been established at Burntwood RUFC during the summer months.
Demand
There are no existing rugby league teams within Lichfield District. Burntwood Barbarians Rugby
League Club are the only rugby league club to have existed within the area. This team was
founded in 2006, but after playing competitively in Midlands Leagues for two years, did not play
during 2008. The team briefly reformed during 2009, but has not since entered a team into any
competitions. They played at Burntwood RUFC.
A National Governing Body Perspective – the RFL
Consultation with the RFL confirms that little rugby league takes place in the area. There are no
plans to introduce rugby league into Lichfield District in the near future, meaning that there are
no facility requirements for this sport at the current time.
Summary and Key Issues
Key issues to address – Rugby League
There is no existing participation in rugby league and no evidence of demand for the sport in
the district. Any club should seek to develop and grow in partnership with an existing rugby
union club, benefiting from the infrastructure and tenure.
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7. Hockey
This section evaluates the adequacy of facilities for hockey and considers:

07





The supply of pitches and demand for these pitches
The adequacy of Artificial Grass Pitches in the district for Hockey
Summary and Issues to Address

Pitch Supply
Hockey is almost exclusively played on Artificial Grass Pitches and grass pitches are largely
obsolete for competitive forms of the game. Guidance on AGPs (Sport England 2010) indicates
the following surfaces to be suitable for hockey:





Water Based (suitable for high level hockey)
Sand Filled (preferred surface for hockey)
Sand Dressed (acceptable surface for hockey)
Short Pile 3g (acceptable surface for hockey).

Table 7.1 summarises the distribution of full sized AGPs across Lichfield District. It demonstrates
that of the five AGPs, 3 fit the criteria for hockey (sand based). Facilities at Burntwood Leisure
Centre and Rawlett Community Leisure Centre are 3g pitches and have a longer pile that is not
suitable for hockey. All three pitches that are suitable for hockey use are accessible to the
community.
Table 7.1 – AGPs in Lichfield District
Site Name
Erasmus
Academy

Ward
Darwin

King
Edward
Leisure Centre

/
Year Built

Suitability for Hockey

Foundation
Chasetown Ward School

2010

Suitable

St. John's Ward

Local Authority

1995

Suitable

Sports Club

2008

Suitable

V1

Lichfield Hockey and Chadsmead
Cricket Club
Ward
Burntwood
Centre

Ownership
Management

Leisure
Chasetown Ward Local Authority

Rawlett
Community Mease and Tame Community
Leisure Centre
Ward
school

1994
but
replaced in 2005 Not Suitable

2009

Not Suitable

There is an additional small sized pitch at The Friary School.
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Quality
The quality of facilities in Lichfield District is relatively high. Two of the three sand based
AGPs have been built within the last three years. The Lichfield Hockey Club pitch is
rated as green by both England Hockey and the club itself, meaning that the pitch is
of good quality. The car park is however small for the amount of activity, and there
are only 4 changing rooms to accommodate all sports. As a club based sport, the
club environment, and particularly the availability of changing facilities, storage
facilities and social facilities is as important as the facilities themselves. The quality of
the pavilion and changing accommodation at Lichfield Hockey Club is good, and
reflecting this, it is used by England Hockey for training and events. The pitch at King
Edward VI Leisure Centre is a much older facility and is consequently of lower quality.
Demand
Active People and Market Segmentation Analysis
The Active People analysis of the percentage of adults who play hockey is set out in
Map 7.1 and Chart 7.1
Map 7.1: Percentage and location of the Lichfield District adult population who play
hockey
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Chart 7.1: Profile of the market segments who participate in hockey in Lichfield District

The key findings from both the map and the bar chart are that:


apart from one output area there is a uniform between 0.1 – 1% of the Lichfield
District adult population who participate in hockey.



for the first time in reviewing the profile of participation for each sport, a female
market segment (Chloe) has the highest participation - 53 participants, followed
by Ben at 52. They are followed by Tim with 46 participants and next is Philip with
33 participants. These top four market segments have a participant population of
around 180 participants and the total hockey participant population across all 19
market segments is 280 participants. Chloe is an active type that takes part in
sport on a regular basis. 28% of this group take part in ‘keep fit and gym’
compared to 17% of all adults; 24% take part in swimming compared to 14% of all
adults; and 14% take part in athletics or running. She may also take part in horse
riding, tennis, badminton, football, netball and hockey.



despite the participation by ’Chloe’, overall Lichfield District has a low rate of
adult participation in hockey across the whole authority as measured by Active
People 4 at around 280 participants across all 19 market segments.

The percentage of adults who would like to play hockey is set out in Map 7.2 and
Chart 7.2. The key findings from both the map and the bar chart are that:


uniformly across Lichfield District between 0.1 – 1% of the Lichfield District adult
population would like to participate in hockey. There is a more even spread
across the market segments who would like to play hockey. Chloe has the highest
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representation at 24 potential participants but there are three new female
segments appearing, these being Alison with 15 potential participants, Helena
with 14 potential participants and Jackie with 12 potential players, making a total
of 41 participants who would like to play hockey from these three new female
market segments.


overall, the total would like to play hockey participants across all 19 market
segments is only around 160 participants. There is a much more balanced profile
with four female markets segments but these only account for 65 participants in
total who would like to play hockey. This suggests latent demand is low.

Map 7.2: Percentage and location of the adult population who would like to play
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Chart 7.2: Profile of the market segments who would like to participate in hockey

Lichfield Hockey Club
Lichfield Hockey Club is the only club within the District Council boundaries. It is the
largest club in the Midlands with nearly 500 members and is very proactive. The club
has achieved the Club Mark award and operates 10 senior male and 6 female
teams, a veterans team and mixed teams. This is a significant increase from the
number of teams running in 2006, which the club attributes in part to the new AGP.
The club registered a 28% increase in participation between 2011 and the start of the
2012 season.
The men’s teams play in the Midlands Premier (1st team), East Midlands Premier (2nd
and 3rds) Central League (4th, 5th, 6th teams) and the Kings Heath / Old Wulfs Badgers
Leagues. The women participate in the Midlands Women’s League (1sts) and the
Staffordshire Women’s Leagues (2nds to 5ths) as well as the Staffs Badgers Leagues.
The club has a strong junior section with almost 200 members aged between 4 and
18. This junior section enters into U10, U12 (Staffordshire Minis Leagues) U14, U16 and
U18 England Hockey Cup competitions. As part of English Hockey’s development
programme, there is a junior development centre for u13-u17 year olds, for players
nominated by schools, clubs and coaches.
The club operates from their own private facility on Eastern Avenue, Lichfield. They
share this facility with Lichfield Cricket Club and the facility is also used by Lichfield
Diamonds FC and Whittington RUFC. The amount of hockey teams however means
that the one facility is not enough, and the club also uses King Edward VI Leisure
Centre. The on site AGP is well used, with the club alone currently using the AGP 44
hours per week. Cathedral School also use the facility (13 hours per week) and it is
used on occasions for five a side football, as well as for EH competitions. In
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comparison to other hockey clubs, this represents a very high level of use. The club
indicates that the quality of the pitch is high, however there are issues with the quality
of associated car parking and changing accommodation (not enough).
Club Consultation
Lichfield Hockey Club indicates that the quality of their existing facility is high, but
identify the need for another pitch on their existing club site to accommodate further
demand and support further club development. The existing club base is now at
capacity and a lack of additional facilities is inhibiting the development of the club
who as well as improving the quality of their teams, would like to increase the size of
the women’s section. Some club teams have to travel to other sites (including
Chasetown School and King Edward VI Leisure Centre, Lichfield) to play their league
matches, and the range of facilities available mean that no additional teams can be
entered into leagues without the provision of further facilities. The club are proactively
investigating funding opportunities for this additional pitch.
National Governing Body Perspective
Facilities are a key issue for England Hockey (EH) and they are currently developing a
national facility strategy. England Hockey identify Lichfield Hockey Club as one of
their key priorities nationally and regionally, as the club are a proactive, large club
who engage with all schemes and have strong links with the local community. They
support the need for an additional AGP at the Lichfield Hockey Club home base.
EH are currently seeking to increase participation by an additional 10,000 adult
players and 20,000 junior players nationwide by 2013. This equates to one or two
teams per club. In the Midlands, there are 16,800 hockey players currently, and a
target of 21,000 players by 2013. It is anticipated that the target will be met through
the growth in existing hockey bases rather than the establishment of new clubs.
As well as growing participation at club level, there are two other initiatives that might
impact upon the future demand for hockey in the district, specifically:


Back to Hockey: A scheme providing informal sessions to encourage women to
take up hockey. Following the informal sessions, participants are invited to join the
club. Lichfield HC has registered to run some sessions; and



Rush Hockey: This initiative is currently being piloted. It is a small sided form of
hockey (4 or 5 players) (that can take place on any surface. It is being tested with
commercial partners and is likely to roll out following this. It is not anticipated that
this new form of the game will immediately generate additional club based
players, but will encourage people who are not currently playing hockey to play.
It requires a different type of facility and there is potential for this type of hockey
to be run from a club base as a commercial venture, or from leisure centres.

Supply and Demand Modelling
FPM Analysis for AGPs
The Sport England Facility Planning Model is a theoretical tool for modelling the
adequacy of existing AGP provision. This national assessment is undertaken annually
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by Sport England and for every local authority area in England. This assessment
reports the findings for the Sport England assessment in 2011 and includes only full size
pitches, both floodlit and not floodlit. It is based on the rates and frequency of sports
participation drawn from national research on football and hockey undertaken by
Sport England and sportscotland. Findings on rate, frequency of participation and
catchment areas for AGPS are then applied to the population.
The FPM records 34 hours of public use a week at 4 of the AGPs in the district, with the
only site receiving more limited use being Chasetown Specialist Sports College (open
for 28 hours of public use per week). The FPM indicates that accessibility to pitches is
very good, with over 95% of the Lichfield District population having access to 2+
pitches based on the 20 minutes drive time catchment area. The study estimated that
87% of the satisfied demand for pitches travels by car and 13% travels on foot. Based
on the walk to catchment, 61% of the Lichfield District population live within the
catchment area of 1 pitch and 30% within the catchment area of 2 pitches.
The total satisfied demand for pitches from Lichfield District residents is 1,849 visits,
which is 91.8% of the total Lichfield District demand for pitches. So Lichfield District has
a very high level of satisfied demand (Note: satisfied demand is defined as demand
for pitches which is located within the catchment area of a pitch – 20 minutes drive
time or 20 minutes/1 mile walking - and there is enough capacity at that pitch to
absorb the demand).
The total pitch capacity of 3,538 visits exceeds the total demand for pitches from
Lichfield District residents of 2,013 visits. Some demand from residents in the district is
likely to be met by pitches outside of the district.
Overall, the FPM concludes that there is a very low level of unmet demand at a total
of 165 visits per week and this is predominantly because the Chasetown Specialist
Sports College pitch site cannot absorb all the demand within its catchment (due to
the more limited opening hours of the site). It also indicates that the pitches in
Lichfield District are well situated.
In total the unmet demand for pitches across Lichfield District aggregates up to be
less than 10% of 1 full size pitch. This unmet demand is located in a spine which runs
from the NW of the authority, through the centre and to the boundary with Tamworth
and which extends east to the Cannock Chase boundary.
The FPM does not therefore support the need for an additional AGP at Lichfield
Hockey Club. It must be noted however that the FPM makes assumptions about the
level of hockey / football in an area, and the balance of use of facilities between
football and hockey pitches on AGPs, and may in reality underestimate the amount
of hockey played in Lichfield City. The popularity of hockey in Lichfield District means
that facilities appear to be used above the levels of assumed and there is clearly
unmet demand within Lichfield Hockey Club for a second pitch. Furthermore, the FPM
does not take into account use of the site for representative fixtures, which may
require a double pitch set up.
The FPM excludes the pitch at Lichfield Friary School as it is not a full size AGP.
Appendix C contains the full details arising from the application of the FPM.
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Towards a Level Playing Field Calculations
Towards a Level Playing Field requires the comparison of the number of teams wishing
to play at peak time, with the availability of pitches. Hockey operates more flexibly
than most sports, with fixtures typically played over the course of a day with push
back times to suit pitch availability. The nature of synthetic pitches means that
extensive use of the pitch does not have the same impact as it would on grass.
Table 7.2 summarises the current situation, considering scenarios both when using only
the club base, and also when using all three full sized sand based pitches.
Table 7.2 – Towards a Level Playing Field Calculations - Hockey
Calculation

Club Base Only

All appropriate AGPS
in Lichfield District

Number of AGPS

1

3

Capacity of pitches on peak day
(assumes 3 matches per pitch)

3

9

Main Peak Day

Saturday

Saturday

Peak Demand for Teams (assumes all
senior play on Saturday)

15

15

Home matches per week

0.5 per team

0.5 per team

Peak Games per week

8

8

Supply / Demand at Peak Time

-1.5 pitches

Pitch supply sufficient

On the basis that each pitch can take 3 matches per day, overall within the district
there are sufficient pitches to meet demand from the club (although one of the
pitches is of poor quality). The small sized pitch at Lichfield Friary School can also be
used for hockey training.
When taking into account just the facility at the club base however, it is clear that
one pitch is insufficient to accommodate all of the needs of the club. The club wish to
ensure that all teams can be accommodated at their own site, supporting club
development and growth, and indicate that even with the other facilities in the
district, it is not possible to enter any further teams in the league without new facilities.
As set out, England Hockey support the need for an additional facility at the club to
meet current demand and to enable further development of the club.
Latent Demand and Team Generation Rates
It is difficult to estimate precise levels of latent demand because of the sub regional
nature of hockey. It is clear however that there is a thriving club within Lichfield
District, and there are also other high quality clubs within the vicinity of residents
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including Cannock (who play in the national league) and Tamworth HC. Furthermore,
Sport England Active People Survey and Market Segmentation data suggests that
latent demand is low.
The Team Generation Rates set out in Table 7.3 overleaf enable comparison with
2006. They demonstrate that participation in hockey in Lichfield District has grown
significantly.
Table 7.3 – TGRs for Hockey
Age Group

Lichfield DC 2011

Lichfield DC 2006

Senior Male
Senior Female
Junior Male
Junior Female

1:419
1;2593
1:586
1:610

1:1905
1:3570
1:429
1:563

Meeting Future Demand
TGRs can be used to provide an indication of the likely impact of participation growth
on demand for hockey. In Lichfield District, while there will be population growth
however, the trend of an ageing population means that the population falling within
the age bands most likely to play hockey will remain relatively stable. Detailed
analysis indicates that participation in all age groups is likely to remain stable by 2028
(the increase in population will be offset by lower numbers of residents falling within
the age bands that are likely to play hockey). EH however as referenced earlier in the
section has aspirational targets to increase participation at a rate equating to 1 –2
teams per club. Lichfield Hockey Club is also seeking to increase the number of
participants and the amount of teams that the club is running in the short term, and
longer term as the club continues to develop. The club however identifies the
following issues as inhibiting this development:


a lack of pitches of appropriate quality and location;



the cost of match play and travelling to venues;



challenges in obtaining external funding; and



a lack of appropriate indoor facilities.
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Summary and Key Issues
Key issues to address – Hockey


When taking into account all hockey pitches in the district, there appear
sufficient pitches to accommodate the needs of Lichfield Hockey Club. This is
also supported by the Sport England FPM, which indicates that the existing stock
of AGPs are well situated and adequately meet demand. It must however be
noted that the FPM potentially underestimates the popularity of hockey within
the district.



It is acknowledged however that more local analysis indicates the club base is
becoming stretched. Teams travel to use other facilities within the district to
ensure that fixtures can be fulfilled. The club indicate that a lack of suitable
facilities is inhibiting further growth of the club and development of the club site
and wish to provide an additional AGP. The club’s aspiration to provide a
second AGP on site is supported by England Hockey.



The club highlights issues with parking facilities and changing accommodation
at the existing Lichfield Hockey and Cricket Club.



The sand based pitch at King Edward VI Leisure Centre is ageing and of poor
quality. There is a need to replace the surface of this pitch.



The only unmet demand in the district is located in the vicinity of Chasetown
Specialist Technology College. This facility has more limited hours of access for
the general public than all other facilities in the district, increasing opening hours
would address the shortfall.
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8.Bowls

08

This section evaluates the adequacy of facilities for bowls and considers:




The supply of greens and demand for these greens
The adequacy of greens in the district for Bowls
Summary and Issues to Address

Supply
The main bowls venues across Lichfield District are set out in Table 8.1 below by Housing Market
Area.
Table 8.1 – Bowls in Lichfield District
Facility
Chase Terrace Park
Chasetown Bowls Green (in Memorial Park,
accessed from High Street)
Hammerwich Cricket Club
Meerash Lane, Hammerwich
Bowling Green Pub
Beacon Park - 2 greens
Lichfield Duke of York Pub - Lichfield Bowling Club
Lichfield Rugby Club Bowling Green
Trent Valley Hotel
Alrewas (two greens)
Armitage Millmoor Avenue
Chedworth Arms Public House - Hill Ridware
Kings Bromley
Rugeley Power Station
Windmill Inn, Gentleshaw
Little Aston
Whittington Bowls Club

Housing Market Area
Burntwood
Burntwood
Burntwood
Burntwood
Lichfield City
Lichfield City
Lichfield City
Lichfield City
Lichfield City
Lichfield District North
Lichfield District North
Lichfield District North
Lichfield District North
Lichfield District North
Lichfield District North
Lichfield District South and
East
Lichfield District South and
East

Bowls provision is concentrated in the north and central areas of the district, with only Little Aston
in the southern half. There are no facilities in the Tamworth area.
All sites have one crown, mostly six rink, green, together with ancillary facilities, such as changing
rooms/pavilion and parking. The only double rink facilities are located at the newly developed
Beacon Park, where the Museum and Crown Green Park Clubs play. The new green has been
relocated from Museum Park and includes a new pavilion. This gives a total of 19 greens across
Lichfield District.
All bowling greens are illustrated on Map 8.1 overleaf.
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Map 8.1 – Bowls in Lichfield District
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Demand
Participation Analysis
The Lichfield Bowls League reports fairly stable levels of participation. There are currently 66
teams participating in the various league structures, which compares to a height of 80 teams
several years ago.
The Active People analysis of the percentage of adults who play bowls is represented in map
and bar chart form and set out in Map 8.2 and Chart 8.1.
Map 8.2: Percentage and location of the Lichfield District adult population who play bowls
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Chart 8.1: Profile of the market segments who participate in bowls in Lichfield District

The key findings from the map and bar chart are:


In contrast to the supply of greens, there are two different rates of estimated bowls
participation in Lichfield. Along the north side of the authority there is a less than 1%
estimated once a month adult participation in bowls. In contrast, along the central and
southern areas of the authority participation is higher with between 1% -2% of the adult
population playing bowls once a month.



This split is consistent with the location of the market segments for Lichfield District as set out
in map 8.3 overleaf. This shows the south west half of the authority to be populated by the
Ralph and Phyllis and Roger.



the do play bowls participation is highest by the Ralph and Phyllis segments at 190
participants playing at least once a month. This is followed by Frank and Elsie and Arnold
with 180 participants each and then it is Roger and Joy with 120 participants. So the total
estimated participation by these four segments is around 670 participants and the total
estimated bowls participation across all 19 market segments is 840 participants playing bowls
at least once a month.



bowls has the lowest estimated participation of all the sports reviewed at 840 participants
estimated to be playing bowls at least once a month.

Overall therefore, it is clear that there is a concentration of bowling participation in 4 market
segments. Spatially the authority is divided with the northern half of Lichfield District having an
estimated adult participation rate of around 1% playing bowls at least once a month whilst the
southern half of the district has a higher participation rate, with between 1% – 2% of the adult
population playing bowls at least once a month. Bowls has the lowest estimated participation
of all the sports reviewed, with just 840 participants playing bowls at least once a month.
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Map 8.3 Dominant market segments across Lichfield

Finally, turning to the Active People analysis of the percentage of adults who would like to play
bowls this is again represented in map and bar chart form and set out in Map 8.4 and Chart 8.2.
Map 8.4: Percentage and location of the adult population who would like to play Bowls
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Chart 8.2: Profile of the market segments who would like to participate in bowls in Lichfield
District

The main findings from the map and bar chart are:


There is no variation spatially across Lichfield District in the percentage of adults who would
like to play bowls once a month - this is a uniform up to 1% across the authority.



The market segments who would like to participate in bowls are the same segments as those
that do play bowls. These are Frank and Roger and Joy with 35 participants each, then
Ralph and Phylis with 34 participants and Elsie and Arnold with 30 participants. The total
would like to play bowls up to once a month and across all 19 market segments are 190
participants.



Overall there is very limited number at 180 participants who would like to play bowls at least
once a month, and this is spread evenly across the district. There would therefore appear to
be limited latent demand for bowls and the need for additional provision is therefore
unlikely.

Club Feedback
Clubs were contacted by questionnaire and telephone, and there was a 67% response rate, so
the conclusions below have been extrapolated.


of the 67% of clubs who responded there is a combined membership of 636. Lichfield Bowls
Club with 114 members and Whittington with 99 members are the largest clubs. Hazlewood
with only 15 members is the smallest.



there are few if any junior players (under 16). Only 11 boys and girls are registered as
members out of a total of 636.



the average membership size of most clubs is around 64.
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all clubs have ‘open days’ and encourage new members through advertising at the
beginning of the season however evidence suggests that membership is stable.



all clubs are trying to attract additional members, through advertising, posters and publicity,
though none appears to work closely with sports development agencies, local authority or a
governing body, though clearly this forms part of SCBA plans.



clubs are generally happy with their lot: the main issues appear to be a desire to improve
the playing surfaces and develop shelters.



Lichfield Museum Bowls Club have commented on the lack of availability at Beacon Park for
the 2011 season and the new parking arrangements, which mean they have to park some
distance from the greens. This issue will however be addressed for the 2012 season.



Chase Terrace Bowls Club based at Chasetown Park would also like to see investment in the
bowls facilities per se as opposed to the pavilion.



a number of clubs – Little Aston, Ashmole, Rugeley Power Station and Windmill Inn would like
to develop watering systems.



all clubs who from part of ‘commercial properties’ feel threatened:
-

Trent Valley;

-

Ridware Bowls Club based at the Chedworth Arms; and

-

Kings Bromley based at the Nursing Home. The nursing Home has applied for
planning permission (refused first time) to extend, which would threaten the green.

Since consultation was undertaken, the facilities at Trent Valley are nwo closed as a result of
development and can no longer be used making the number of greens across the district total
18.
Quality of Facilities
The quality of existing playing and ancillary facilities was investigated by club questionnaires and
informed by the site inspections. The general conclusions are as follows:


For the most part, facilities, playing surface, green maintenance, ancillary provision and
overall quality and upkeep were scored as ‘average’.



Facilities rated above average included:
-

Whittington Bowls Club
Little Aston
Hammerwich
The Ashmole Club
Rugely Power Station
Lichfield Bowls Club
Beacon Park
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Beacon Park is the only public facility to score above average as a result of the recent
investment however it is interesting to note that the local clubs were not able to access the
one green for the last season and have ongoing concerns about ancillary provision
particularly disabled parking and toilet provision (although there are public toilets nearby).



Those sites which scored below average included:
-

Alrewas and Distrcit RBL Club
Alrewas All Saints
Ridware Bowls Club
Trent Valley
Duke of York



The poor quality facilities are by and large in the private sector. Trent Valley which was
attached to a closed Hotel / Pub and is now closed, suffered as a result of the uncertainty
with regard to its future. There are development pressures across other private greens
including Kings Bromley and Ridware Bowls Club, which is attached to the Chedworth Arms.



Chasetown Memorial Park, which is of average quality would benefit from improvements in
quality to the green facilities. Lichfield Bowling Club has also expressed a desire to improve
their facilities with the addition of floodlighting.



Overall levels of satisfaction with greens in the district was average, with no high quality sites
or particularly poor sites.

Accessibility
Four of the greens in the district are owned by the council. Each of these is available on a pay
and play basis (though public take up is low), while some clubs have to reserve one rink for
casual usage while being used, though again with low or non-existent casual take up. Some
private clubs permit outside usage by other clubs, functions etc when not required by the host
club.
Map 8.5 overleaf illustrates the location of provision with 1-mile and 5-mile catchment areas. In
the bowls club survey clubs estimate that 50% live within a mile and 50% live 1 - 5 miles away.
Using these catchments we have overlayed the clubs threatened with development or in the
case of Trent Valley now closed. All three facilities are in areas of good access; Ridware and
Trent Valley are both within one-mile catchments of other provision. Kings Bromley is between
areas of provision but within a 5-mile catchment. Trent Valley sits between 2 successful bowls
clubs in Lichfield and Whittington.
Kings Bromley and Ridware are located in the north in areas of lower participation in bowls
compared to the district as a whole. Ridware and Trent Valley are also below average quality.
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Map 8.5 – Bowls in Lichfield District with catchment areas

Ridware
Valley
Kings Bromley

Trent Valley
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National Governing Body Perspective
Staffordshire County Bowling Association (SCBA), is the County governing body for outdoor
bowls across Lichfield District, and is in membership of the British Crown Green Bowling
Association. At local level the Lichfield Bowls League is in turn affiliated to SCBA. The Lichfield
Bowls League also covers the areas of Cannock, Tamworth and Hagley.
The key areas of development and key aims for the Staffordshire County Bowling Association are
set out in their Development Strategy and include:


support all representative sides to ensure that they reach at least the semi final stage of the
County Championship on an annual basis. This will require a review of the role of the Alliance
side and greater integration of the Cannock Federation side. There must also be more
defined support for the Ladies county side to ensure that they are fully integrated within the
county’s representative sides;



attracting new participants to the game with particular emphasis on those with no defined
link to the sport and lowering barriers to their participation;



coaching with the aim that coaching centres of excellence are set up in each area of the
county and that coaching is strongly promoted;



understanding the laws of the game with the aim that each club has access to an expert on
the current laws of the game;



incorporating Risk Management into responsibilities of member clubs/organisations to
reduce risk to competitors and spectators;



improving the condition of bowling greens through the provision of regular expert led
seminars in green maintenance;



administrator support to ensure that new club/league administrators have sufficient
information and support to enable them to deliver their duties to their members and the
CBA;



marketing and promotion with an aim to increase participation in the sport, particularly from
those with no natural link to the game. There will be a need to highlight the health benefits
of the game and reduce barriers to actively taking part; and



review the structure of the county’s honorary roles to ensure that there is sufficient
representation at representative games and competitions.

The bowls season outdoors runs during the summer (from April to October), and clubs in the area
play in the main Lichfield League.
Contact was made with the Staffordshire Bowls Association and Lichfield Bowls League, the
following summarises their overall views:


participation is stable;



Beacon Park not being available for the 2011 season was a big blow;
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also the lack of adequate toilet provision and disabled parking viewed as a major downfall
in the redevelopment of Beacon Park;



concerned about the commercial greens under threat and feel Lichfield need to maintain
all existing provision; and



Whittington Bowls Club is held as the example of good practice – good membership and
good quality facilities looked after by members.

Meeting Future Demand
There are no supply and demand models for bowls greens it is therefore not appropriate to
assess demand by applying the methodology used by other sports or by the use of TGRs.
Adoption of an historic Sports Council standard of 10 greens per 60,000 people (Planning for
Sport 1970) would give a requirement of circa 17 (16.6) greens across Lichfield District based on
a population of 100,000. There are currently 18 greens, as the facility at Trent Valley is now
closed. By this assessment we can reasonably assume that supply and demand are in balance
and there appears to be a broad balance between the existing greens and clubs.
Current participation is low, higher levels of participation are in the central and southern areas
of the district. Latent demand again appears to be low, the governing body report numbers to
be stable and no latent demand was identified by existing clubs or the Active People data.
Future participation in bowls is only likely to grow if a more aggressive approach to recruitment is
taken by clubs and governing bodies. SCBA have set out measures to address this in their
development plan.
If other greens in addition to Trent Valley were lost supply and demand could begin to be in
deficit. Current and future closure threats should therefore be considered based on an
assessment of quantity, quality and accessibility to provision e.g. Ridware is below average
quality, located in the north (an area of lower bowls participation) but higher facility provision
and is within a one mile catchment of other facilities. Kings Bromley has a more distinct
catchment but is again located in the north of the district in a good area of provision generally
but with lower participation in bowls.
Given there is little latent demand for bowls and it appears that supply and demand are in
balance, the focus should however be to protect existing provision and to seek to invest in the
remaining provision, through quality improvement e.g. support for greens, shelters and more
watering systems.
On the basis of the existing level of provision, which is considered adequate, it is considered
unlikely that the further provision of new bowls greens will be required in Lichfield District,
however if participation does increase and other greens are lost, additional pressures will be
exerted on the current range of facilities. Any new provision should be provided in the Lichfield
South and East and Tamworth Housing Market areas to match the areas of highest participation
and to meet the gaps in accessibility as highlighted in map 8.5.
In terms of future management Whittington Bowls Club represents a successful model. The club is
self managed and enjoys the highest membership across Lichfield. Opportunity exists for the
Council to replicate this model and transfer the remaining greens to the bowls clubs so that they
have greater control and influence over their development and management.
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Summary and Key Issues
Key issues to address – Bowls


All existing provision should seek to be protected through an assessment of
quantity, quality and accessibility.



Priority should be focussed on improving the quality of existing provision through
support for green improvements, shelters and watering systems, focussing on
those facilities of below average quality.



Any new provision should be provided in the Lichfield South and East and
Tamworth Housing Market area to match the areas of highest participation and
to meet gaps in accessibility.



The Council should develop a policy of asset transfer for bowls greens and
explore the transfer of individual greens to club ownership in discussion and
consultation with the clubs.
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9. Tennis

09

This section evaluates the adequacy of facilities for tennis and considers:




The supply of courts and demand for these courts
The adequacy of courts in the district for Tennis
Summary and Issues to Address

Supply
Courts and Clubs
52 courts are available across Lichfield District, of which 33 are floodlit. There is a range of
surfaces catering for a wide variety of demand. Most/all of the LA courts are tarmac while club
sites include acrylic, tarmac and artificial grass surfaces. There are no grass or clay surfaces.
These are set out in Table 9.1 by Housing Market Area.
Table 9.1 – Tennis Courts
Facility
Burntwood Leisure Centre – 2 floodlit tarmac
courts
Chase Terrace High School – 4 Tarmac courts
Erasmus Darwin Academy - 8 floodlit tarmac
tennis courts
Beacon Park Tennis Courts – 4 tarmac floodlit
courts
Friary Grange Leisure Centre – 4 floodlit courts
King Edward VI Secondary School – 2 Tarmac
courts.
Lichfield Lawn Tennis Club – 5 floodlit
Macadam (hard) courts
Netherstowe High School – 2 Tarmac courts
Lichfield Friary Tennis Club – 6 floodlit synthetic
turf courts
Rugeley Power Station – 2 Macadam (hard)
courts
Esporta – 4 floodlit Macadam (hard) courts
Little Aston Tennis Courts– 3 Shale courts (Rear
of Parish Hall)
Shenstone Sports and Social Club – 2 tarmac
courts
Swan Park, Swan Road, Whittington - 1 tennis
court
Rawlett Community Leisure Centre – 3 hard
courts (County Standard)

Housing Market Area
Burntwood
Burntwood
Burntwood
Lichfield City
Lichfield City
Lichfield City
Lichfield City
Lichfield City
Lichfield City
Lichfield District North
Lichfield District South and East
Lichfield District South and East
Lichfield District South and East
Lichfield District South and East
Tamworth

The distribution of tennis courts in Lichfield District is set out on Map 9.1 overleaf.
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Map 9.1 – Distribution of Tennis Courts in Lichfield District

There is limited provision in the north where the only facility is at Rugeley Power Station. Provision
is concentrated in the Burntwood and Lichfield City areas.
Demand
Participation
The percentage of adults who play tennis is represented in map and bar chart form and set out
in Map 9.2 and Chart 9.1.
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Map 9.2: Percentage and location of the Lichfield District adult population who play tennis

Chart 9.1: Profile of the market segments who participate in tennis in Lichfield District

The key findings from both the map and the bar chart are that:


according to Active Places, tennis participation is at a higher level than the pitch sports of
rugby union, hockey and cricket. Virtually all of Lichfield District has a current adult
participation rate of between 2.1% - 5% of the adult population who have played tennis at
least once in the past month. There is one area in the centre of the district where the
participation rate by adults is lower (1.1% – 2% adult participation at least once in the past
month compared to 2.1% - 5% elsewhere in the district)
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participation across the market segments is more varied than for other sports. As with other
sports. the segments who participate most are in order Tim with 320 participants playing
tennis, Ben (280 participants), Philip (230 participants), Chloe (170 participants), Helena (130
participants) and Alison (115 participants). So the three segments with the highest
participation are male, followed by three female segments. The total participation across
these six highest segments is around 1,250 people playing at least once a month. Across all
19 market segments it is 1,850 participants.

Overall tennis has a higher and broader base of sports participation (other than football) across
the market segments. 6 segments in total enjoy tennis and participation is spread equally across
both sexes. The estimated participation rate (source Active People 4) is that around 1,850 adults
play tennis at least once a month. Spatially there is virtually no difference across Lichfield District
and the percentage of the adult population who play tennis is between 2.1% - 5% of the adult
population.
Turning to the Active People analysis of the percentage of adults who would like to play tennis
this is again represented in map and bar chart form and set out in Map 9.3 and Chart 9.2.
Map 9.3: Percentage and location of the Lichfield District adult population who would like to
play tennis
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Chart 9.2: Profile of the market segments who would like to participate in tennis in Lichfield
District

The key findings from both the map and the bar chart are that:


the rate of participation in tennis for would like to play is the same as that for those adults
that do play tennis at least once a month; this is between 2.1% - 5% of the adult population
in the district. It is unusual to see a same rate of participation for both categories. This
suggests there is a high level of latent demand for tennis across the district.



there is a higher showing of female market segments who would like to play tennis when
compared with those segments which do play tennis. Chloe is the second highest at 220
participants, followed by Ben at 190 participants. Helena and Alison have the same level at
160 potential participants. Overall across the six same highest market segments that would
like to play tennis the number is 1,160 participants, which is not far below the 1,250
participants estimated to play tennis. Across all the market segments it is estimated there
are 1,930 participants who would like to play tennis at least once a month. This is a higher
figure than the do play tennis which is 1,850 participants.

Overall tennis has a would like to play tennis demand which is higher than for other sports, apart
from football and is also higher than the do play tennis participation numbers. It is spread across
the same six market segments as participants who do play tennis but there is a higher female
level of potential participation.
Quality
The quality of existing playing and ancillary facilities was investigated by club questionnaires and
informed by the site inspections. The quality scores for the sites visited (out of 5) are set out in
Table 9.2.
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Table 9.2 – Quality of Tennis Courts
Shenstone Sports and Social Club Tennis
Courts
Little Aston Tennis Club
Esporta Health Club, Shenstone
Swan Park Tennis Courts, Whittington
Whittington Barracks
Drayton Bassett Tennis Courts
Burntwood Leisure Centre Tennis Courts
Rugeley Power Station
Beacon Park

4
4
5
1
3
3
4
2
4

What is evident is that the public facilities at both Beacon Park and Burntwood are good quality.
TRhere are also some high quality private facilities as well as some examples of lower quality
sites.
Accessibility
Map 9.2 overleaf shows provision with a one-mile and five-mile catchment. 100% of club
responses said they would travel up to 5-miles to play tennis. There are obvious gaps in provision
in Lichfield North and South. Lichfield City and Burntowood are well served in terms of
accessibility with large parts of the area in one mile catchments.
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Map 9.2 – Tennis courts in Lichfield District with catchment areas
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National Governing Body Perspective
The County Governing Body for tennis for the Staffordshire area is the Staffordshire Lawn Tennis
Association (LTA). It is responsible for the administration of tennis across the county, including
youth and other development and employs a county-wide Development Manager. The LTA
National facility strategy is set out in Places to Play. The facility element of the LTA places to play
strategy focuses on:


improving facilities at high quality places to play: Enhancing facility provision at
performance venues and Tennis Clubmark accredited places to play;



tennis in community settings: Beacon sites - supporting LA’s to bring back into use existing
community tennis facilities and working with them to develop affordable quality tennis
programmes; and



sustainability: Advising places to play to ring fence funding to ensure existing facilities can
be upgraded or replaced when they get to the end of their life.

Place to Play Strategy
The Place to Play Strategy is one plan that aims to increase opportunities for people to
participate in tennis on a regular basis at a venue close to their home, which provides high
quality opportunities on safe and well maintained facilities.
The Strategy sets out:


the overall vision for places to play;



how LTA will grow regular participation by supporting places to play to develop and deliver
the right programmes;



how LTA will make capital investment decisions to ensure we invest in the right facilities to
grow the sport; and



how LTA will support performance programmes in the right locations.

The Vision for Places to Play
The LTA is committed to growing the sport to ensure that more people are playing tennis more
often at first class facilities, with high quality coaching programmes and well organised
competition.
The overall aim for the next 5 years (2011-2016) is to ensure that, as far as practicably possible,
the British population has access to and are aware of the location of high quality tennis
opportunities in their local area. In brief:


access for everyone to well maintained high quality tennis facilities which are either free or
pay as you play;



a Clubmark accredited place to play within a 10 minute drive of their home;



indoor courts within a 20 minute drive time of their home;

Lichfield District Council Playing Pitch Strategy

141



a mini tennis (10 and under) performance programme within a 20 minute drive of their home
(Performance Centres);



a performance programme for 11 - 15 year olds within a 45 minute drive time of their home
(High Performance Centre); and



a limited number of internationally orientated programmes strategically spread for players
16+ with an international programme (International High Performance Centres).

Mergers and Relocations
Many successful places to play are unable to grow or maximise their potential and their tennis
programme due to site restrictions e.g.


courts are at capacity and there is no space to expand further; and



planning restrictions preventing the installation of floodlights or indoor courts.

The LTA want to work with places to play who want to grow and develop, by supporting them to
explore the opportunity of merging with other places to play (tennis clubs or others sports clubs)
in their locality or relocating to a new site.
The first step that needs to be taken is to develop a vision supported by a draft business plan to
demonstrate how the tennis programme will grow with the correct mix of facilities; the potential
to grow membership amongst the local community; the financial viability of the proposals, the
outline management structure and ongoing sustainability.
Where appropriate the LTA will financially support the development of the initial feasibility study
and subject to a number of terms and conditions, including the full commitment of the
committee/ management team at the place to play, the next phase of the project
development costs. The above is interesting in the context of Lichfield and the current
discussions between Lichfield and the Friary Tennis Club and the need to ensure if there is a
merger then this is properly considered and investment follows.
Contact was made with the Staffordshire LTA Tennis Development Manager and the following
summarises her overview of tennis facilities and development in Lichfield District:




key priorities for tennis development across Staffordshire include:
-

places – having enough places to play tennis across the area based on demand
and population density;

-

people – having the right people with the right skills and experience at the places to
play tennis; and

-

programmes – having the right range of programmes to offer activities to all ages
and abilities.

using these principles the LTA is very actively working with the Clubmark Clubs and facilities
providing coaching and competition opportunities for adults and juniors of all abilities.
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in Lichfield City there are the two Clubs – Lichfield LTC and Lichfield Friary. In Staffordshire as
a whole there are 19 Clubmark Clubs which is the LTA accreditation criteria for delivering a
quality programme and Club.



Lichfield Friary has 6 floodlit artificial grass courts and Lichfield TC have 5 floodlit tennis courts.



LTA are aware of tennis courts in Beacon Park but is not actively involved with any providers
outside of the two current Clubs.



should the Council wish to develop a tennis strategy for the district or would like to meet to
discuss options for growing the game in their district then the LTA would be happy to meet
with them.



the LTA have recently invested in the new indoor facility in Stafford.



the LTA’s aims are to have a Clubmark Club within a 20 minute drive time and an indoor
centre within a 40 minute drive time. These targets are linked to coaching operators and
facility requirements.

Lichfield Tennis Club is not having their lease renewed which will mean they will lose their facility.
The LTA are obviously not supportive of this facility being removed as it means a loss of 5 floodlit
courts in the district. However, if there is no alternative to this, they would like to ensure the
members are catered for at another facility which in this case would be Lichfield Friary. There
have been discussions about the Clubs merging and if Lichfield Tennis Club are losing their site it
would be good for these players to join with the Friary.
Meeting Future Demand
As with bowls the assessment of tennis facilities does not lend itself to the estimation of demand
used in other sports or the use of TGRs.
There is no evidence that the existing network of club and parks courts, with the backup of
courts at school sites, is insufficient to meet current demand, and an equilibrium is therefore
assumed to exist between current supply and demand. The only known area of unmet demand
is in Alrewas, where residents have expressed interest in establishing a new tennis club.
Tennis participation however appears strong in Lichfield District and the Market Segmentation
data identified a population profile in the district that lends itself to potential additional
demand, so any loss of courts e.g. through Lichfield Tennis Club could have a negative impact
on participation.
The loss of Lichfield TC would not impact on access as illustrated in map 9.2. The Friary is also
clubmark accredited so the criteria of having a clubmark facility within a 10-minute drivetime
would also not be affected. Any development of Lichfield LTC should however also come with
investment through the development of LLTC, through a condition of planning, to ensure tennis
development is enhanced and not negatively impacted on. The Council and the LTA (in line
with the LTA policy) should work to ensure the merger is of benefit to tennis.
Part of these discussions should include the further development of Beacon Park as a
community tennis venue, as part of the LTA’s Beacon Programme. This would help to off-set any
loss.
There are no clubmark facilities in Burntwood. The Council should seek to work with the LTA to
promote and develop tennis in Burntwood where there are few facilities and no formal clubs.
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There are also a number of projects being pursued by Parish Councils to develop local tennis
provision and widen activity beyond Lichfield City. Again given the participation profile these
should be supported. Priority should be placed on areas outside of current accessibility
catchments.
Summary and Key Issues
Key issues to address – Tennis


Work with the LTA to ensure the merger of Lichfield LTC and the Friary is not
detrimental to the development of tennis, seek to deliver investment to achieve
this though the planning process



As part of the above seek to work with the LTA to develop Beacon Park as a key
community tennis facility under the Beacon sites programme.



Work with the LTA to develop the tennis club infra-structure and if possible a
clubmark venue in Burntwood



Support Parish Councils with aspirations to develop local tennis provision in order
to meet the identified latent demand. Priority to be placed on areas which will
meet gaps in accessibility.

Lichfield District Council Playing Pitch Strategy

144

10.Strategy and Recommendations

10

The recommendations and delivery strategy to address issues identified in Sections 4 – 9 are set
out in the pages that follow. Each of the recommendations contributes to the achievement of
the overall vision, which is to create a strategy that supports the Council and its partners in the
creation of:
'An accessible, high quality and sustainable network of sports pitches and other outdoor sports
facilities, which provides local opportunities for participation by all residents of the district at all
levels of play from grassroots to elite'.
The key objectives of the strategy, which well help to achieve the above vision are therefore to:


ensure that there are sufficient pitches and courts to meet demand for both matches and
training;



ensure that facilities are of the required quality to cater for the needs of all participants in
the area; and



facilitate club development and participation at all levels, including both grass roots and
elite.

The strategy seeks to build upon the success of the 2006 Playing Pitch Assessment, which has
helped to support several improvements to stock of pitches, tennis courts and bowling greens,
as well as overall participation, including:


maintaining participation in all sports, and in particular generating a 20% increase in football
participation since 2006;



the development of three additional AGPs, including a facility for Lichfield Hockey and
Cricket Club, which has helped to drive significant increases in hockey participation;



realigning some pitch provision to ensure it is better tailored to meet local demand;



supporting schools in opening their facilities to the community;



improvements to pitch quality at Burntwood Leisure Centre and investment by Parish
Councils and management committees into pitch quality improvements;



creation of new changing facilities at Beacon Park; and



improvements to the quality of public bowling clubs.

The above achievements mean that despite the continued growth in participation,
consultation, modelling and site specific analysis demonstrate that on the whole, the pitch stock
in Lichfield District is successful in meeting current needs.
The priorities and recommendations set out below are intended to guide decision making and
provide a framework for the future delivery of playing fields across the district, and seek to
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ensure that provision continues to evolve and improve to meet with changing needs and
aspirations. They each contribute to the achievement of the key objectives of the strategy,
which in turn will support the delivery of the overall strategy vision. Recommendations are based
on the key issues identified in each section of the report and the area analysis priorities.
Football Recommendations
Ensuring that there are enough facilities to meet current and future demand

F1: Address identified deficiencies in junior football pitches, by redesignating sites that currently
target adults as junior facilities. Priority should be sites should be those that do not contain
changing facilities and are located in areas of deficiency for juniors. These are:


Stychbook Park;



Shortbutts Lane; and



Redwood Park.

F2: Seek to secure community use of school facilities to maximise the overall pitch stock,
particularly in more rural parts of the district. Priority should be given to those pitches currently
permitting community use and where there are greater deficiencies. All of these sites are acting
as satellite venues for large community clubs and key priorities are therefore:


All Saints CE(VC) Primary School, Alrewas;



Boney Hay Community Primary School, St. Joseph & St. Theresa Catholic Primary School,
Ridgeway Primary School , Springhill Primary School, Chase Terrace Primary School and
Chasetown Community School (all Burntwood);



Millfield Primary School, Fazeley; and



Highfields Primary School, St. Michael's CE (VC) Primary School, Charnwood Primary School
(all Lichfield City).

F3: The creation of additional playing pitches at Rawlett Community College through the
Tamworth BC Academy programme will increase the amount of pitches available within the
Tamworth Housing Market area. It is thought however that most of these pitches have either
been reserved, or will be used to accommodate relocated demand from the former
Woodhouse Playing Fields. Consideration should therefore be given to providing additional
playing fields within Fazeley to offset unmet demand. Where possible these should link with the
existing facilities.
F4: Given the existing pressures on pitches in Alrewas and Fradley, create a new pitch site
containing two to three pitches in Fradley to support population growth. This may include the
reinstatement of Long Lane Playing Fields, a former pitch in Fradley, or the replacement of this
facility with a larger central community facility.
F5: Work with large clubs over the long-term to find and secure appropriate club bases, if and
when large sites become available. Priority clubs include Lichfield City, Chasetown FC and
Burntwood Dragons. This should include:
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the creation of new multi pitch sites that will better meet the needs of clubs and reduce
fragmentation of large clubs across several grounds; and



linking with this, and building upon the success of Building upon the success of leasing
Brownsfield Park to Lichfield City FC, as well as the examples of several cricket club who use
facilities leased by Parish Councils, this should include adopting a clear policy outlining the
Councils’ position on leasing. The Council is keen to transfer sporting assets to clubs and has
recently agreed leases with BRFC, Lichfield Archery Club, Burntwood St Matthews Cricket
Club and Lichfield City FC.

Key clubs that would benefit from new multi pitch provision and / or leasing of existing facilities
are:


Lichfield City FC: The potential to provide playing pitches at Darnford Park and on land on
the outer edge of Eastern Avenue has been considered. While Darnford Park is located on
the other side of the city to the club’s current base, further consideration should be given to
opportunities on the edge of Eastern Avenue. While the site may eventually be able to
accommodate the majority of the club’s teams, significant improvement works would be
necessary. The location of proposed Recreation Zones in the current local plan (Eastern
Recreation Zone and Northern Recreation Zone) therefore provide appropriate
opportunities for consideration. In the shorter term, the lease of additional club facilities is
therefore more appropriate. Stychbrook Park is currently block booked by the club and is
located just off Eastern Avenue, in close proximity to the facility already leased to the club.
Leasing this facility to Lichfield City FC would have minimal impact upon other clubs.



Burntwood Dragons FC / Chasetown FC: would benefit from large new site in Burntwood.
Longer term, there will also be shortfalls in pitch provision, which would be alleviated if a new
multi pitch venue to was to be created. If no appropriate site can be found, and in the short
term, lease of existing facilities should be considered. These clubs currently use similar
facilities (Hospital Road and Burntwood Leisure Centre) and therefore leasing of any facility
to one club will have the impact of displacing another and this should be taken into
account. Discussions should however be held with the clubs with regards leasing of Hospital
Road to one club. This site is located within the Hammerwich Recreation Zone (designated
within the current local plan) and the creation of additional facilities to provide a multi pitch
site may therefore be possible in this area. The location of all recreation zones (identified
areas where outdoor recreation is encouraged) in Burntwood to the south of the town
provides further opportunities for consideration, as all are located in close proximity to the
current club bases. The creation of larger multi pitch sites would also potentially enable the
disposal of smaller single pitch sites (see Recommendations F7 and F8 below) and this should
therefore be explored.

F6: Seek to secure the long-term use of DMS Whittington for Whittington FC. DMS Whittington
provides an important venue for Whittington FC. It is recognised that the long term security of
this site is not guaranteed. In the first instance, efforts should be made to secure long term use of
this venue for the club. In the event that this is not possible, support should be given to the club
to find a new venue to replace the existing facility.
F7: Given that following re designation of adult pitches as junior pitches, provision will be broadly
in line with demand, policies should be incorporated within the LDF that protect all playing fields
from development, unless it can be proven that sites are surplus to requirements. Given the
limited number of pitches that are currently at capacity (due to overuse of some other pitches),
in some instances the development of playing fields that are no longer used and will not be
required in future years may be of overall benefit to the local community if these are disposed of
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and funds are reinvested in the creation of new Multi Pitch Sites (linked with Recommendation
F5)
F8: Seek to develop a disposal policy for currently unused playing sites (see page 28). There are
several facilities in the district that have previously been used as pitches but are no longer used
for this purpose. Where these sites are located in areas of identified deficiency (either current or
longer term), they should be retained unless replacement facilities of greater benefit to sport are
provided to mitigate the loss (in line with Recommendation F5). Where they are in an area of
surplus and are of poor quality disposal and subsequent investment should be considered.
Priority site for consideration include:



playing fields at Maple Hayes School, which could potentially be lost to fund replacement
pitches at a new multi pitch site
Foseco FC

F9: Over the longer term, support the creation of new facilities where unmet demand is identified
/ and or where facilities are at capacity. This should focus in areas where there are established
clubs with an identified need for new facilities. Deficiencies should be addressed by:


expanding existing sites;



securing community use of existing school sites;



formalising existing informal pitches into more formal pitches – this may require qualitative
improvements; and



providing new facilities.

This recommendation may also link with the designation of Recreation Zones (see later in this
section under the heading of Planning Issues).
F10: support Tamworth Phoenix in their attempts to secure a new training venue

Ensuring that facilities are of sufficient quality to meet the needs of all users

F11: Seek to provide changing facilities at all sites accommodating adult football. Key sites that
currently do not offer changing accommodation (and that should be retained for adult
football) are:


Stonnall Playing Fields;



Harlaston Bridge Playing Fields; and



Mill Green Recreation Ground.

The Western Bypass, although it does not offer changing facilities, has been excluded due to it’s
proximity to Beacon Park. There is however a need to upgrade the old changing block at
Beacon Park to ensure that this facility can be used to serve the Bypass.
F12: Seek to improve the short and longer term quality of pitches by securing levels of
investment to ensure that maintenance regimes appropriate to the pitch and its’ usage are
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adopted. This may involve investment in further maintenance work and the purchase of
additional machinery.
F13: Address identified basic quality issues at existing pitches focusing firstly on larger sites
where improvements will have maximum impact. These include:


Beacon Park (levelling, car parking); and



Bypass (levelling, car parking).

F14: Support clubs in the development of small stadia facilities when the standard of play they
reach requires such provision. As well as permitting and encouraging qualitative improvements,
this may also include identifying appropriate pitches as and when clubs get promoted and
require such facilities. Ideally, pitches should be located within the town in which the club is
based. There are no clubs currently seeking such new facilities although improvements are
required at several sites already operating at this level.
F15: As part of the above clubs to consider the installation of a specialist 3g as a main pitch to
support club development and sustainability. Given the FPM findings this would have to be
justified in terms of football development and on a clear business case. Priority location Lichfield
City.
F16: Support the provision of floodlights at club facilities to facilitate training, priority should be
given to club based sites.
Support Football Development

F17: Evaluate opportunities to integrate booking systems for leisure and parks pitches (and other
pitches at schools for example if possible) in order to improve efficiencies in the current system
and maximise access to different types of facilities for all user groups. To avoid imbalance in use
of pitches, operate a system that ensures that pitches are evenly booked out to avoid wear and
tear and operate a policy of rest and recovery on pitch sites during the season.
F18: Re-establish a football forum to improve communication between pitch providers, leagues
and clubs and ensure that issues impacting upon participation and quality of play can be
addressed immediately. An immediate area of discussion at this forum should be the
implications of the demand for pitches on the focus on Sunday morning football and the
potential to introduce more flexibility within the league structures to spread play a little more. If
football was to be spread more evenly across the weekend, demand for pitches would be
significantly lower – reducing the proportion of play at peak time by 10% would mean that an
additional 6 junior pitches and 4 adult pitches would be available. This should also be the forum
to explore the potential of St George’s Park for football in Lichfield District and where clubs and
providers can work with the FA to establish a means of introducing 9 v 9 football for clubs in
Lichfield District.
F19: to support the growth and development of accredited clubs within Lichfield District,
continue with the introduction of lower pitch fees for community clubs.
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Cricket Recommendations
Ensuring that there are enough facilities to meet current and future demand

C1: In partnership with the Staffordshire Cricket Board, support clubs in obtaining satellite
facilities of appropriate quality when demand exceeds supply at the club base. Clubs nearing
capacity include Lichfield, Alrewas, Elford and Tamworth. Any new cricket facilities should only
be created in partnership with existing clubs, and should not be developed in isolation.
Ensuring that facilities are of appropriate quality to meet the needs of all users
C2: Work in partnership with the Staffordshire Cricket Board to support clubs in improving the
quality of pitches, and in accessing funding through the ECB Grant Aid and Pitch Advisory
Scheme. Key areas for improvement relate to:


grounds maintenance skills – qualifications and education



training facilities (Burntwood St Matthews CC, Kings Bromley CC)



changing facilities (Streetly CC)



equipment.

C3: Investigate opportunities to support Whittington CC in the delivery of the pavilion which is
currently on hold mid construction for financial reasons.
Support Cricket Development
C4: Continue with the cricket development forum
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Rugby Recommendations
Ensuring that there are enough facilities to meet current and future demand
R1: Support proposals of any existing clubs to relocate / provide extra playing fields at club sites
where they fit in with overall club development plans. In particular, there are pressures on
existing facilities at Burntwood RUFC and new facilities are required. The existing site is
surrounded by an SSSI and there are therefore limited opportunities to expand the existing
facility.
R2: Continue to monitor capacity at Lichfield RUFC
Ensuring that facilities are of appropriate quality to meet the needs of current and future users
R3: Support partners in the improvement of existing facilities, including:


pitch quality at Burntwood RUFC (drainage etc – assuming that no immediate relocation
plans can be identified)



equipment for pitch maintenance at Lichfield RUFC

R4: Support Lichfield RUFC, Burntwood RUFC and Whittington RUFC in the creation of additional
training facilities
R5: Consider the development of an IRB accredited 3g pitch for rugby in Lichfield District to meet
the RFU aspirations and address pitch capacity and training issues. Given the FPM findings this
would have to be justified in terms of rugby development and on a clear business case.
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Hockey Recommendations
Ensuring that there are enough facilities to meet current and future demand

H1: Consider the provision of an additional AGP at Lichfield Cricket and Hockey Club. Given the
FPM findings this would have to be justified in terms of hockey development and on a clear
business case.

Ensure that facilities are of appropriate quality to meet the needs of users

H3: Support the refurbishment of the hockey pitch at Lichfield King Edward VI Leisure Centre.
Consideration to be given to making this a 3g facility only if a further sand based facility could
be delivered at Lichfield Hockey Club site.
H4: Support improvements to the changing facilities and parking at the Lichfield Cricket and
Hockey Site
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Bowls and Tennis Recommendations
Ensuring that there are enough facilities to meet current and future demand

BT1: Seek to protect existing bowling greens from further development based on an assessment
of quantity, quality and accessibility criteria.
BT2: Any new bowls provision should be provided in the Lichfield South and East and Tamworth
Housing Market area to match the areas of highest participation and to meet gaps in
accessibility.
BT3: Support Parish Councils with aspirations to develop local tennis provision in order to meet
the identified latent demand. Priority to be placed on areas which will meet gaps in accessibility.

Ensure that facilities are of appropriate quality to meet the needs of users

BT4: Where development takes, where possible seek to secure funds from any redevelopment to
improve quality at existing provision. Priority to be placed on:


green improvements;



watering systems; and



shelters

BT5: The Council should develop a policy of asset transfer for bowls greens and explore the
transfer of individual greens to club ownership in discussion and consultation with the clubs.
BT6: Work with the LTA to ensure the merger of Lichfield LTC and the Friary is not detrimental to
the development of tennis, seek to deliver investment to achieve this though the planning
process
BT7: As part of the above seek to work with the LTA to develop Beacon Park as a key community
tennis facility under the Beacon sites programme.
BT8: Work with the LTA to develop the tennis club infra-structure and if possible a clubmark
venue in Burntwood
Table 10.1 overleaf summarises the implications of these recommendations for each settlement
within the district, and outlines the key priorities for consideration. Recommendations are
summarised under the heading of key priority (of strategic importance for pitch provision in
Lichfield) and local priority (of local significance to a specific settlement).
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Table 10.1: Settlement Specific Summary
Settlement

Football

Cricket

Rugby

Hockey

Key Priorities and Related Objective

The Lichfield Cricket and
Hockey Club is the main
club within Lichfield. The
club is nearing capacity
and has issues with car
parking and changing
accommodation. Longer
term, the club will only just
be
able
to
meet
participation
increases.
Population change is also
likely to generate an
additional
five
teams
which will place further
pressure on the club.
Overall, when also taking
into
account
school
facilities, supply is above
demand in Lichfield.

Lichfield
RUFC
pitches currently
nearing capacity

Identified need
for additional
facility
at
Lichfield
HC
premises

Key Priorities

Lichfield Housing Market Area
Lichfield

Brownsfield, Stychbrook Park and
Lichfield Hockey Club all at
capacity, all other facilities able to
accommodate additional fixtures
(many of them at peak time). As
population grows, particularly if
participation targets are also
achieved by large clubs, supply
will become in balance with
demand (surplus of 1.9 pitches)
which leaves little room for rest
and recovery. There are also some
issues with fragmentation of key
clubs.
Pitch quality varies, Brownsfield is
barely of adequate quality to
meet league criteria.
Quality
issues at the Bypass, Beacon Park
and Shortbutts Lane.
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Support development of Lichfield City FC. If no large
venue for the club can be found, Consider giving lease
to club for Stychbrook Park and support the qualitative
improvements required to ensure Brownsfield meets
with league regulations.



Redesignate Shortbutts Lane as a junior venue (and
Stychbrook Park if not leased to Lichfield City FC). Seek
opportunities to provide additional space for junior
pitches to meet the needs of these clubs.



Secure community use agreements at sites currently
permitting informal use, specifically Highfields Primary
School, St. Michael's CE(VC) Primary School,
Charnwood Primary School



Invest in required qualitative improvements to football
pitches at Beacon Park and the Bypass. Remove the
cricket wicket at Beacon Park which is no longer used
as there is no evidence of demand for this facility.



Support Lichfield RUFC in improvements to club site



Support Lichfield HC in creation of new AGP at Lichfield
Hockey Club to support club development. The AGP at
King Edward V1 Leisure Centre is also in need of
refurbishment



Support Lichfield CC in ongoing improvements to the
club base. Longer term, new provision may be
required.
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Settlement

Football

Cricket

Rugby

Hammerwich CC and
Burntwood St Matthews
CC
both
nearing
capacity. Pitch quality
improvements required at
both sites if pitches are to
sustain current and future
demand. Supply is above
current demand and is
projected
to
remain
sufficient.

Burntwood
currently
capacity

Hockey

Key Priorities and Related Objective

N/A

Key Priorities

Burntwood Housing Market Area
Burntwood

Shortfalls at peak times but pitches
underused at other times. Supply
will become pressured as the
population increases, particularly if
the aspirations of key clubs to
increase the number of teams that
are being run are also achieved
(in this instance, there would be
surplus of just 0.2). Key pressure is
junior pitches. Some pitches under
capacity and some receive high
levels of usage. Some high quality
facilities and poor quality sites.
There are also some issues with
fragmentation of key clubs. Longer
term there are likely to be a need
for more pitches.
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Improve quality of existing pitches prioritising St
Matthews Sports and Social Club for both football and
cricket, and Burntwood Youth Centre (both well used
but poor).



Convert Redwood Park to a junior pitch rather than
senior facility.



Investigate opportunities to provide formal club base
for Burntwood Dragons and Chasetown FC through
creation of new facility (potentially within one of the
designated recreation zones) or lease of existing facility
(for example Hospital Road). A new facility could be
funded through the sale of existing disused single pitch
sites (for example Maple Hayes School)



Secure long-term agreements with schools currently
permitting unsecured use of sites (Boney Hay
Community Primary School, St. Joseph & St. Theresa
Catholic Primary School, Ridgeway Primary School,
Springhill Primary School, Chase Terrace Primary School
and Chasetown Community School)



Support the provision of practice nets at Burntwood CC



Proactively provide opportunities to increase number of
pitches Burntwood RUFC have access to.



Longer term, new provision should be secured to
accommodate population growth. If possible, this
should be in the form of a new large site that can
accommodate significant play
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Settlement

Football

Cricket

Rugby

Existing
facility
at
capacity – busiest facility
in
district.
Quality
improvements
also
needed. There is an
existing
shortfall
of
provision,
which
may
increase to 1 pitch by
2028 when taking into
account
population
growth and projected
participation increases.

N/A

Hockey

Key Priorities and Related Objective

Lichfield District North Housing Market Area
Alrewas

Shortfalls in Alrewas and Fradley
ward likely to reach 3 pitches by
2028. Existing facility at capacity
and would benefit from levelling.

N/A

Key Priority
Secure community use agreement at All Saints Primary
School, Alrewas – currently permitting informal community
use
Support the cricket club in securing a second ground when
this is required, either a satellite facility in Fradley (to
account for growth) or additional facilities in close proximity
to the current site.
Local Priorities
Invest in qualitative improvements to existing facility
(Walkfield)

Fradley

No existing provision. Shortfalls in
Alrewas and Fradley ward likely to
reach 3 pitches by 2028.

No
existing
provision.
There are overall shortfalls
in Alrewas and Fradley
ward which are likely to
reach 1 pitch by 2028.

N/A

N/A

Key Priority
Provide a new community football facility with 2 – 3 football
pitches.
Consider the provision of a new cricket ground, either in
Fradley as a satellite club, or adjacent to Alrewas CC as a
second ground.

Armitage
with
Handsacre

Former playing field no longer
used for football. Additionally,
another informal playing field site
not currently used for formal
football pitches. The only pitch in
the area is Rugeley Power Station.
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Provision is sufficient to
meet both current and
projected needs.Cricket
ground has capacity to
accommodate additional
play.
Quality

N/A

N/A

Local Priorities
Longer term, reinstate Millmoor Avenue Playing Fields or
formalise Shropshire Brook Road Playing Fields
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Settlement

Kings
Bromley

Longdon

Football

Cricket

Rugby

Currently shortfalls in junior pitch
provision are offset by adult pitch
surpluses. Longer term, there will
be a small shortfall of provision.

improvements required.

Unused playing pitch evident in
village at the current time. pitch is
marked out. Provision currently
sufficient to meet demand and is
likely to remain sufficient when
taking into account population
and participation growth.

Provision
sufficient
in
quantitative terms both
currently and projecting
forwards to 2028.Cricket
ground used as overspill
as well as by club.
Improvements required to
on site equipment and
training facilities.

N/A

Local club travel out of village to
play but would like to play within
the village. There is a shortfall of
pitch provision that arises from lack
of facility for this club.

Pitch provision will remain
sufficient up to 2028. Both
clubs
currently
have
capacity. Improvement
to practice facilities and
pitch
quality
highest
importance.

N/A

Hockey

N/A

Key Priorities and Related Objective

Key Priority
Training facilities and equipment for Kings Bromley CC

N/A

Key Priority
Training facilities for cricket clubs (Longdon CC and Buds
Road)
Local Priorities
Provide opportunity for football club to play within village

Upper
Longdon

No existing pitch provision. No
demand identified. Overall within
the ward of Longdon there are
sufficient
pitches
to
meet
demand.

No cricket pitches. No
demand identified

N/A

N/A

None

Hill Ridware

Pitch has capacity. Pitch provision
sufficient to meet current and
projected future needs. Would
benefit from investment in pitch
maintenance and changing.

No cricket pitches, no
demand identified

N/A

N/A

Local Priority
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Settlement

Football

Cricket

Rugby

Hamstall
Ridware

No pitches
identified.

No cricket pitches, no
demand identified

N/A

N/A

None

Colton

No pitches, no demand identified.

No cricket pitches, no
demand identified

N/A

N/A

None

Wall
Cricket
Club
potentially to relocate to
Lichfield. They are the only
cricket club in the area
currently and the quality
of the facility is poor, There
are also issues with the
lease. The club wish to
expand and develop a
junior section.

N/A

N/A

Key Priority

Mill Lane Recreation Ground
(Streetly Sports and Cricket Club)
is a new facility. It is located just
outside of Little Aston but will meet
some demand. There is no
unidentified demand in the area
currently.

New facility provided for
2011. Capacity at this
facility.
Changing
accommodation
still
required. Provision above
demand.

N/A

Security of DMS Whittington
questionable. Pressures on existing
pitches due to presence of large
facility. By 2028 there will be a
shortfall equivalent to over 4
pitches.

Recent development of
second
ground
for
Whittington CC means
that there is capacity to
meet both current and
projected future need.
Changing facility however
incomplete due to lack of

N/A

and

no

demand

Hockey

Key Priorities and Related Objective

Lichfield District South and East Housing Market Area
Shenstone

Little Aston

Whittington

Current pitches nearing capacity.
Population growth may see a
reduction in demand however,
although participation increases
would see the facility likely to
remain at capacity.
Pitch
currently undergoing renovation.
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Refurbishment of changing pavilion at Shenstone Playing
Fields
Local Priorities
Longer term, new provision may be required. This may
include the reinstatement of Lyn Road Playing Fields if no
other facilities can be provided.
N/A

Key Priority
Support ongoing improvements to Mill Lane Recreation
Ground

N/A

Key Priority
Secure long term use of pitches for Whittington FC (either
DMS Whittington or alternative provision)
Support Whittington FC in development of club and
facilities, including the improvement of Baxters Field, which
may be required to sustain competitive matches in future
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Settlement

Football

Cricket

Rugby

Hockey

funding.

Key Priorities and Related Objective
years
Continue with plans to provide a new sports facility at
Vicarage Lane (to meet unmet demand for football).
Support Whittington CC in obtaining outstanding funding to
complete currently unfinished pavilion
Local Priorities
Support clubs in ongoing development

Drayton
Bassett

Pitch provision sufficient to meet
current and projected future
needs. Site is currently operating
below capacity. Investment in
maintenance
and
pitch
improvements.

No cricket pitches,
demand identified

no

N/A

N/A

Key Priority

Edingale

No pitch, although pitch available
to residents located between
Edingale and Harlaston. No
identified unmet demand.

No cricket pitches.
demand identified

No

N/A

N/A

None

Harlaston

Located within Mease and Tame
ward,
which
has
sufficient
provision to meet current and
projected need. Existing pitch at
capacity however. No changing.

No cricket pitches.
demand identified

No

N/A

N/A

Key Priority

Local Priorities
Improvements to pitch quality

Changing provision at Harlaston Bridge Playing Fields
Local Priorities
Improvements to quality of existing facility

Hopwas

Existing facility nearing capacity.
Located within Mease and Tame
ward
which
has
sufficient
provision.
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Tamworth Cricket Club
nearing capacity. High
use of existing facility.

N/A

N/A

Local Priority
Support ongoing development of Tamworth Cricket and
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Settlement

Football

Cricket

Rugby

Hockey

Key Priorities and Related Objective
Hockey Club and the facilities that are provided

Elford

Within Mease and Tame ward,
where there is sufficient capacity
to meet current and projected
need. Local club however require
additional capacity for juniors.
Improvements to the quality of
facilities also needed.

Elford
CC
nearing
capacity, Improvements
to quality of higher priority
than quantity

N/A

N/A

Key Priority
Improvements to quality of cricket facilities at Elford Cricket
Club.
Local Priorities
Seek additional provision if football club continues to grow.
Would also benefit from pitch improvements.

Stonnall

Provision sufficient to meet current
and
projected
demand.
Improvements to existing pitch.
Changing
accommodation.
Scope to further expand Mill
Green Recreation Ground.

New facility at Mill Green
Recreation Ground. No
changing
accommodation.

N/A

N/A

Key Priority
Changing provision at Mill Green Recreation Ground
Changing provision at Stonnall Playing Fields
Local Priorities

Wiggington

No pitches. No unmet demand
identified

N/A

Improvements to Stonnall Playing Fields
N/A

N/A

Tamworth Housing Market Area
Fazeley

Shortfalls
of
provision
both
currently and in
future years (4.6
pitches
assuming
some increases in
participation
also
occur)
(Improvements
to
Mile Oak Rovers FC.
Floodlighting
at

No identified demand
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N/A

N/A

Key Priority
Secure community access to Millfield School
Provide new facilities within Fazeley linked to existing sites if
possible.
Local Priorities
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Settlement

Football
Coton Green FC.
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Cricket

Rugby

Hockey

Key Priorities and Related Objective
Improvements to Mile Oak Rovers and Coton Green FC.
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Partnership Working
While each sport is considered separately within this strategy, implementation of
recommendations and the delivery of pitches across Lichfield District should be looked at
strategically, considering opportunities for partnerships between sports, as well as evaluating
each sport in isolation. There are some good examples of multi sport partnerships already in the
district and these provide foundations for a successful future delivery model.
In addition to proactive improvement of pitches, this also relates to the allocation of S106
funding, which should consider the strategic need for playing fields.
Sport England has recently launched a Protection of Playing Fields funding programme which
funds new, under threat, disused playing fields and pitch improvement schemes. Successful
applicants will be required to demonstrate a strategic need, partnership working and positive
impacts for sports participation. This scheme may provide opportunities for the further
improvement of pitches across the district.
Planning Issues
The identified deficiencies of certain pitch types (and pressures on the stock of pitch sports in
other areas) emphasise the importance of protecting many of the existing areas of playing pitch
land and open space in public, private and educational ownership, as playing pitches can be
under threat from other, non sport development.
Policies should therefore protect all playing fields from development, unless it can be proven
that the site is surplus to requirements, using the findings of this Playing Fields assessment. Sport
England are a statutory consultee on playing field assessments. In ‘A Sporting Future for the
Playing Fields of England: Policy on Planning Applications for Development on Playing Fields’
(Sport England, 1997), it is indicated that Sport England will oppose any developments that will
result in the loss of playing field space in all but exceptional circumstances, whether the land is
in public, private or educational use. Sport England considers the definition of a playing field to
be ‘the whole of a site which encompasses at least one playing pitch’.
Sport England will not object to the loss of playing fields where one or more of the following
exception criteria are met:


An assessment of current and future needs has demonstrated that there is an excess of
playing field provision in the catchment, and the site has no special significance to the
interests of sport.



The proposed development is ancillary to the principal use of the site as a playing field or
playing fields, and does not affect the quantity or quality of pitches or adversely affect their
use.



The proposed development affects only land incapable of forming, or forming part of, a
playing pitch, and does not result in the loss of or inability to make use of any playing pitch.



Lost playing fields would be replaced by a playing field or playing fields of an equivalent or
better quality and of equivalent or greater quantity, in a suitable location and subject to
equivalent or better management arrangements, prior to the commencement of
development.
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The proposed development is for an indoor or outdoor sports facility, the provision of which
would be of sufficient benefit to the development of sport as to outweigh the detriment
caused by the loss of the playing field or playing fields.

Due to the current levels of demand and the pressures on pitches to cope with this demand, all
known playing fields sites should therefore be afforded protection within specific policies that
benefit sport and physical activity in Lichfield District, drawing upon the above criteria, and the
key recommendations within this strategy for decision making. There is however a need to
ensure that policies are flexible. The current pitch stock, along with many disused pitches, is
characterised by multiple single and two pitch sites. There are however an abundance of larger
clubs in the district, who wish to use large multi pitch sites that benefit club development. In
some instances therefore, it may be appropriate to replace several single pitch sites with one or
more larger multi pitch and / or multi sport venue.
Recreation Zones
The existing Lichfield District Council Local Plan, which will be updated by the LDF Core Strategy
sets out major proposals for recreation, identifying recreation zones for sports in both Lichfield
and Burntwood. The recreation zones are included within the plan as a means of direction
proposals for outdoor recreation into appropriate locations within the district. The key areas
allocated as recreation zones are as follows;


An eastern recreation zone east of the A38(T) and north of Tamworth Road.



A western recreation zone south of Walsall Road and east of the proposed Lichfield Southern
Bypass.



A northern recreation zone north of Eastern Avenue



Farewell Lane/Lichfield Road, Burntwood - 23.9 hectares (59 acres)



Hospital Road, Hammerwich - 21.9 hectares (54 acres)



Wharf Lane, Hammerwich - 21.9 hectares (54 acres)

Recommendation F5 highlights the importance of creating multi pitch sites, which can support
the growth and club development aspirations of key major clubs in the district. The principal of
recreation zones links with these aspirations and should therefore retained and incorporated into
the Local Development Framework. With the exception of the western recreation zone in
Lichfield, all of the above designated areas are located in areas in close proximity to existing
large clubs and may therefore provide opportunities to address the recommendations listed
earlier in this section.
Local Standards
Local standards can be used to determine the requirements of new developments, as well as to
evaluate improvements required to the existing facility stock.
The standards once adopted by the Council should be incorporated into the reworking of the
Core Strategy Development Management Policy HSC 1 on open space standards where there
is already a reference to standards for outdoor and indoor sports facilities. The detailed
application of the local standards should then be developed in the Open Space, Sport and
Recreation Supplementary Planning Document for quantity, quality and accessibility
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(paragraph 10.16 page 85 of the Core Strategy). The set facility standards should be considered
material at any planning stage.
The population growth that is forecast in and around Lichfield District means that ensuring
appropriate contributions from new developments will be essential if the facility stock is to
continue to meet local need in terms of both quality and quantity. PPG17 recommends that
local standards should include:


quantitative elements (how much new provision may be needed);



a qualitative component (against which to measure the need for the enhancement of
existing facilities); and



accessibility (including distance thresholds and consideration of the cost of using a facility).

Local standards will:


underpin negotiations with developers over their contributions towards new pitch provision
to meet the needs of new residential developments;



provide an additional overview of the general supply of pitches/level of provision;



assist in protecting land in playing field use;



assist in benchmarking with other areas/authorities.

As well as providing an overall evidence base, local standards enable the assessment of sites on
a site by site basis, enabling locally informed decision making. This will be essential for both
proactive and reactive planning across the district.
Quantity Standards
Fields in Trust standard for pitch provision states that for every 1,000 people, 1.2 hectares of
playing pitches should be provided. However, this is a national benchmark and it is important to
also consider the local context that may impact.
The Playing Pitch Methodology (PPM) outlines where current shortfalls and surpluses exist for
each type of sport. It takes into account the additional pitches needed (or surplus pitches
identified) to meet demand and enables the calculation of the area of this required level of
provision. Given that it is derived directly from a robust calculation of local need, it is compliant
with the principles of PPG17.
The results of the calculations in line with Towards a Level Playing Field have therefore been used
to inform the development of local quantity standard specifically for pitches and courts which
will reflect local demand. The existing supply per 1000 population of community use pitches, as
well as the additional pitches required (or surpluses of provision) for community use are set out in
Table 10.2 below. This forms the basis of the calculations of a local standard and represents a
minimum level of provision.
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Table 10.2 – Local Standard Calculations
Pitch
Type

Number Space
Total
Required Requirement Requirement
in 2028

Adult
Football

21

0.9

18.9

Junior
Football

33

0.75

24.75

Mini
Football

15

0.22

3.3

Cricket

16

1.6

25.6

Rugby

9

1.2

10.8

Hockey

3

0.9

2.7

Tennis

52

0.3

15.6

Bowls

19

0.24

4.56

TOTAL

106.21

1.08 ha per 1000 population is therefore required to meet demand for community use by 2028.
This constitutes a minimum level of provision to ensure that supply and demand are aligned for
community use only, and does not take into account the need to have a strategic reserve. It
reflects the amount of pitches that are required for community use. This considers only the pitch
area and does not account for changing accommodation / pitch run off and changing or
parking.
When taking these issues into account:


changing room / pavilion -provision of around 200m2 – 0.02 ha would provide sufficient
space for a small multi functional pavilion with four changing rooms, match officials space,
showers, toilets, circulation space and a small kitchen.



parking and access -0.025 ha would provide sufficient for a parking area of 10m x 25m.

Both of these requirements should be added onto the overall pitch figure of 1.08 ha per 1000
population making a total requirement of 1.125 ha per 1000 population.
As well as ensuring that deficiencies are met for each sport and each pitch type, some degree
of spare capacity is an integral part of playing pitch provision for the following reasons:


to accommodate latent and future demand for existing pitch sport teams;



to enable the development of new clubs and teams;
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for the development / expansion of new pitch sports (such as mini-soccer and ‘tag’ rugby);
and



to accommodate backlogs and for rest and recovery periods.

For the reasons highlighted above, it is important to ensure that a strategic reserve of facilities is
maintained. An additional 10% has been added onto the standard to accommodate this. The
overall standard therefore equates to 1.23 ha per 1000 population and represents the amount
of playing fields required.
Quality Standards
When determining the required quality of pitches, it is important to consider:


the standard of play at the site and expectations of users(including league requirements);



the demand on the site (the number of games played per week);



the need to facilitate concurrent usage by young people, women and other;



target groups through appropriate ancillary facilities; and



facility specifications from National Governing Body (NGB) strategies.

Reflecting this, PPG17 highlights that there are several factors integral to the successful delivery
of a network of high sports facilities, stating that:
‘Quality depends on two things: the needs and expectations of users, on the one hand, and
design, management and maintenance on the other’.
Specific to playing pitches for football, rugby and cricket, all pitches should include:


a high standard of maintenance, enabling the pitch to be played at least twice per week
without detrimental impact and ensuring that sites are clean and attractive facilities;



adequate changing facilities that:
-

are flexible, fit for a variety of purposes and

-

which fully comply with the provisions of the Disability Discrimination Act

-

provide for a number of different groups to use the facility at the same time, in safety
and comfort

-

meet current standards - Sport England & NGB guidelines



managed community access;



easily accessible by public transport and by car;



sufficient car parking;



size of pitches and run offs must meet NGB specification;



located in a no flood zone;



security of tenure (at least 10 years) if a club is to be based at the site; and



for rugby clubs in particular, sites should include floodlit training facilities.

Each National Governing Body (NGB) provides detailed guidance on the design of facilities and
changing accommodation as follows:
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Rugby Pitches http://www.rfu.com/ManagingRugby/ClubDevelopment/FacilitiesAndEquipment.aspx
Football Pitches http://www.thefa.com/GetIntoFootball/~/link.aspx?_id=2B126098B0014E32A550A5560117734E&_
z=z (currently being updated)
Cricket Pitches - http://www.ecb.co.uk/development/facilities-funding/technicalspecifications/.
Artificial Grass Pitches http://www.sportengland.org/facilities__planning/design_guidance_notes.asp
All new sites within Lichfield District District and any modifications to existing facilities should be
undertaken in line with this guidance.
Accessibility Standards
Consultation undertaken as part of this study demonstrates that:


football pitches are expected to be relatively local to the home. Junior clubs in particular
wish to play within the town that they live in. Even within the more rural settlements, teams
are playing at local facilities. While large clubs attract players from slightly further afield,
these clubs expect to have facilities relatively local to their players and highlight the
importance of having all facilities on one site where possible;



cricket is more club based, and people travel from slightly further afield although most
people are members of their local club. 90% of players in Lichfield District travel up to 5 miles
to their cricket club and according to responses from clubs, 35% travel only 1 mile;



like cricket, rugby is club based and residents travel from further afield to reach their club;
and



there is only one hockey club in the district and this is located relatively centrally.

This suggests that when planning new facilities, particularly as part of new developments, while
football facilities are required locally (although ideally of sufficient size to accommodate clubs
all at one venue) there is a need to retain a club base for cricket, rugby and hockey (and avoid
the provision of dispersed pitches). New provision should therefore be located off a
development site, or in conjunction with the development of a new club, or satellite club to an
existing facility. The recommendations draw out the key priorities for the future delivery of
playing fields in Lichfield District.
G1: It is recommended that these local standards are incorporated in the Lichfield DC Planning
Framework and that they are considered material at any planning stage.
Incorporating issues raised within this PPS into the Local Development Framework
This PPS provides evidence to support policies within the Lichfield District Local Development
Framework, including the Core Strategy, Infrastructure Plan and Development Management
Policies Document. The direction for the Core Strategy is to make it more detailed than it is at
present and apply the evidence base and recommendations in the PPS within the Core
Strategy, this is in keeping with the direction being set by the new National Planning Framework.
In effect, reviewing the PPS evidence base findings against the subject specific local plan
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polices and replacing/updating these policies within the Core Strategy based on the PPS
evidence base and recommendations.
This means the recommendations in the PPS which are adopted will either be applied in a
reworking of the current Core Strategy Policies 10 and 11, on open space and sport respectively.
Or, in the Core strategy Policy 4 on Delivering our Infrastructure. The PPS standards on quantity,
quality and accessibility will be incorporated into the Core Strategy current Development
Management Policy HSC 1 on Open Space standards. Then the detailed standards on quantity,
quality and accessibility will be developed in the Council’s Open Space, Sport and Recreation
Supplementary Document. Table 10.2 summarises all recommendations made, and provides an
indication as to how it is anticipated that they will be used to inform future policy, and the
delivery of Playing Pitches, Tennis Courts and Bowling Greens across the District.
Table 10.2 – Informing the Lichfield District Local Development Framework
Recommendation

Purpose

Key
Area
(Core
Infrastructure Plan /
Management Policies)

F1

Address deficiencies
football pitches

junior

Re working of Core Policy 11 with
detailed explanation of site by site (if
required) in the explanation to Core
policy 11

F2

Secure community use of school
facilities

Re wording of the explanation in Core
Policy 11 to ensure there is explicit
reference of the need to secure
community use of schools.

in

Strategy
/
Development

Then detailed site by site proposals as
identified in F2 to be developed in the
Core
Policy
4
Delivering
our
Infrastructure with explicit reference
to playing fields and the PPS
evidence base/recommendations.
Site by site specific recommendations
then developed in the Infrastructure
Delivery Plan
F3

Support the creation of additional
pitches in Fazeley

Generic inclusion in Core Policy 4 and
site specific recommendation for F3 in
the Infrastructure Delivery Plan

F4

Support the creation of additional
pitches in Fradley

As for F3 above.

F5

Work with large clubs to find and
secure long term home venues
(ie. multi pitch sites)

Broad based policy and it could have
a generic reference in Core Policy 11.
Then site specific projects identified in
the Infrastructure Delivery Plan. Or
possible wait until site specific projects
are proposed and deal with as part of

Lichfield District Council Playing Pitch Strategy

168

Recommendation

Purpose

Key
Area
(Core
Infrastructure Plan /
Management Policies)

Strategy
/
Development

pre application advice.
F6

Seek to secure the long term use
of DMS Whittington

Infrastructure Delivery Plan as this
recommendation is site specific

F7

Protect all playing fields from
development (unless replacement
facilities are provided in line with
F5)

Re wording of Core Policy 10 to
ensure there is explicit reference to
protection of playing fields and make
sure the wording on protection is
consistent with the wording for
protection in Core Policy 11.
May
need
to
develop
the
explanation for both Core policies 10
and 11 on the overall findings on
football pitch deficiencies and
therefore an explanation of the
rationale as to why protection where
there is a continuing need is included
explicitly.

F8

Seek to develop a disposal policy
for unused sites

Strategic wording in Core Policy 11
and with a developed rationale in the
explanation to Core Policy 11.
However the wording needs to be
very careful to ensure it is clear there
is only disposal of specific sites where
there is an identified playing fields site
surplus now and in the future. This to
ensure it is not interpreted as a
“developers charter” and sites that
are need to be both protected and
developed further for sport are not
included.
The disposals policy may wish to
consider
specific
wording
on
reinvestment of funds form disposal
into playing field projects

F9

Longer term, support the creation
of new facilities where unmet
demand is identified

Strategic wording in Core Policy 11
Core Policy 4 with any site specific
recommendations in the Infrastructure
Delivery Plan

F10

Support Tamworth Phoenix in their
attempts to secure a new training
venue

Not relevant to planning policy
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Recommendation

Purpose

Key
Area
(Core
Infrastructure Plan /
Management Policies)

F11

Provide changing facilities at all
sites
accommodating
adult
football

Strategic wording in Core Policy 11
with new inclusion in the explanation
to the policy. May wish to consider
the wording of this recommendation
and as to whether it is ALL SITES or sites
where there is the greatest need for
provision – possibly the definition of
greatest being where there is
currently
no
changing
accommodation

F12

Improve pitch quality through
improved maintenance regime

Generic reference in the explanation
to Core Policy 11

F13

Address basic quality issues

Development Management Policy
HSC 1 and the Open Space, Sport
and recreation SPD will set out the
quality standards

F14

Support the development of small
stadia

There is currently no explicit reference
to developing small stadia in the Core
Strategy. The Council may wish to
consider the development of a new
policy on this topic given its subject
matter. If there is a general statement
on it then it could be referenced in
Core policy 11

F15

Consider the installation of a
specialist 3g pitch to support
football development

Infrastructure Delivery Plan as this
recommendation is site specific.

F16

Support the provision of floodlights
at club facilities

Development Management Policy
HSC 1 and cross reference to any
existing
Council
policy
document/standards for floodlighting.
If not possible reference to Sport
England technical guidance on
floodlighting based on NGB standards
for levels of play.

F17

Integrate pitch booking systems

Not relevant to planning policy

F18

Re-establish a football forum

As above

F19

Support the growth of accredited
clubs

As above
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Recommendation

Purpose

Key
Area
(Core
Infrastructure Plan /
Management Policies)

C1

Support clubs in obtaining satellite
facilities

As above

C2

Improve the quality of pitches

Development Management Policy
HSC 1 and the Open Space, Sport
and recreation SPD will set out the
quality standards

C3

Support Whittington CC in the
delivery of the pavilion

Infrastructure Delivery Plan as this
recommendation is site specific

C4

Continue
with
the
development forum

Not relevant to planning policy

R1

Support relocation proposals and
provide extra playing fields where
they fit with club development
plans

Broad based policy and it could have
a generic reference in Core Policy 11.
Then site specific projects identified in
the infrastructure Delivery Plan. Or
possible wait until site specific projects
are proposed and deal with as part of
pre application advice.

R2

Continue to monitor capacity at
Lichfield RUFC

Not relevant to planning policy

R3

Support the improvement
existing facilities

of

Development
HSC 1

Management

Policy

R4

Support the creation of additional
training facilities

Development
HSC 1

Management

Policy

R5

Consider the installation of an IRB
accredited pitch for rugby

Not relevant to planning policy

H1

Consider the creation of an
additional AGP for Lichfield
Cricket and Hockey Club

Infrastructure Delivery Plan as this
recommendation is site specific.

H2

Work with Partners to ensure that
Lichfield Hockey Club receives
priority access for existing sand
based AGPs

Not relevant to planning policy

H3

Support the refurbishment of the
hockey pitch at Lichfield King
Edward V1 Leisure Centre

Infrastructure Delivery Plan as this
recommendation is site specific.

H4

Support
improvements
to
changing and parking at Lichfield

Infrastructure Delivery Plan as this
recommendation is site specific. But
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Recommendation

BT1

Purpose

Key
Area
(Core
Infrastructure Plan /
Management Policies)

Strategy
/
Development

Cricket and Hockey Club

may wish to develop this in pre
application advice if/when the
project is proposed.

Protect existing bowls greens

Re wording of Core Policy 10 to
ensure there is explicit reference to
protection of such facilities and make
sure the wording on protection is
consistent with the wording for
protection in Core Policy 11.
May
need
to
develop
the
explanation for both Core policies 10
and 11 on the overall findings and
therefore an explanation of the
rationale as to why protection where
there is a continuing need is included
explicitly.

BT2

Provide any new greens in
Lichfield and East / Tamworth
areas

Broad based policy and it could have
a generic reference in Core Policy 11.
Then site specific projects identified in
the infrastructure Delivery Plan. Or
possible wait until if / when site
specific projects are proposed and
deal with as part of pre application
advice.

BT3

Support Parish Councils with
aspirations to develop local tennis
provision

Broad based policy and it could have
a generic reference in Core Policy 11.
Then site specific projects identified in
the infrastructure Delivery Plan. Or
possible wait until if / when site
specific projects are proposed and
deal with as part of pre application
advice.

BT4

Support improvement of existing
facility

Development
HSC 1

BT5

Develop a policy of asset transfer
for bowls greens

Not relevant to planning policy

BT6

Work with LTA to ensure that the
merger of Lichfield LTC and the
Friary is not detrimental to the
development of tennis

Not relevant to planning policy
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Recommendation

Purpose

Key
Area
(Core
Infrastructure Plan /
Management Policies)

Strategy
/
Development

BT7

Seek to work with the LTA to
develop Beacon Park as a
community tennis facility

Not relevant to planning policy

BT8

Work with the LTA to develop the
tennis club infrastructure and
possibly a clubmark venue in
Burntwood

Broad based policy and it could have
a generic reference in Core Policy 11.
Then site specific projects identified in
the infrastructure Delivery Plan. Or
possible wait until if / when site
specific projects are proposed and
deal with as part of pre application
advice.

.

Lichfield District Council Playing Pitch Strategy

173

11. Monitoring and Review

11

Ongoing monitoring and evaluation of the strategy is as important as the creation of the initial
strategy and is essential if the strategy is to successfully deliver improved playing fields in Lichfield
District. This 2011 Playing Pitch Strategy draws upon participation data collected at a point in
time. While this provides a robust basis on which to evaluate current and future issues, it is
essential to keep this under review and to monitor changes, and the implications of these
changes. Priorities will change over time as new technologies are introduced and patterns of
demand alter. Furthermore, it is essential to evaluate the implications of actions taken and the
consequences on the overall strategy. While the strategy vision should therefore remain
consistent over the defined period, the action plan should be dynamic and responsive to
change.
Monitoring and Review Strategy
Monitoring and review of this strategy should be undertaken as follows:


Ongoing monitoring of changes to the pitch stock in the district should be carried out (both
qualitative and quantitative changes), using the tools provided as part of this assessment.



Annual review of participation, with support from National Governing bodies, to identify any
key changes to participation trends in the district, and the likely implications of these
changes for pitch requirements and the strategy action plan.



Annual review of pitch usage and pitch bookings to revaluate surpluses and deficiencies
and strategically plan pitch provision over the next 12 months.



Commitment to review progress by LDC and key partners on the strategy delivery,
identification of additional priorities and drawing on the data collated as part of the above
two actions, to ensure the strategy remains relevant and current.



The amount of funding for pitches or provision of additional pitches delivered in association
with new development will be monitored through the Planning Divisions AMR (Annual
Monitoring Report).



Periodical full refresh of the strategy (every five years).
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