SECTION 9 — OUTDOOR SPORTS FACILITIES

Outdoor sports facilities
Definition

9.1 Outdoor sports facilities is a wide-ranging category of open space and includes
natural and artificial surfaces, publicly and privately owned, which are used for sport
and recreation. Examples include playing pitches, athletics tracks, bowling greens
and tennis courts. The primary purpose is participation in outdoor sports.

Picture 9.1  Durrington multi use games area
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Strategic context

9.2 The Strategy for Sport and Recreation in Salisbury and South Wiltshire identifies
within its vision the need to secure the provision of safe and suitable activities and
facilities both directly and indirectly by establishing partnerships with supporting
organisations, clubs and individuals as appropriate.

9.3 The key objectives within this strategy include:

creating equality of access and opportunity for all sectors of the community in
both rural and city areas

encouraging health related and other associated benefits of sport and
recreation

working in partnership to enhance provision
ensuring the continuity and sustainability of all sport and recreation provision
ensuring a consistent quality of provision across all areas.
Consultation
9.4 Results from all respondents to the household survey indicated that:
only 5% use outdoor sports facilities as their first choice of open space

32% consider provision to be about right, although 33% consider provision to
be not enough

51% consider the quality of outdoor sports facilities to be average
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9.5 Results from respondents who use outdoor sports facilities most frequently indicated
that:

62% travel by car
24% would travel between 16 and 20 minutes

most people were satisfied with:

maintenance and management

boundaries

pathways

planted and grassed areas.

9.6 The household survey included a question about different types of outdoor sports
facilities. 49% of respondents consider the amount of grass pitches to be ‘about
right’. Respondents also indicated that the amount of tennis courts (35%) and golf
courses (32%) are ‘about right’. The majority of respondents held no opinion on the
amount of synthetic turf pitches or bowling greens.

9.7 59% respondents would travel on foot to grass pitches, but for synthetic turf pitches,
tennis courts, bowling greens and golf courses, most people would travel by car.
Most respondents would expect to travel for between five and 10 minutes to an
outdoor sports facility.

9.8 A new bowling green has been built near to the school in Mere, but it was suggested
at the Mere drop-in session that the area wants to attract social members who don’t
play but can watch and socialise.

Setting provision standards

9.9 In setting local standards for outdoor facilities there is a need to take into account any
national or local standards, current provision, other local authority standards for
comparison, site assessments and consultation on local needs. Full justifications for
the local standards are provided within Appendices H, | and J.

9.10 A quantity standard for this typology is set for broad planning need only , as
applying a quantity standard for surplus and deficiencies of outdoor sports facilities
would be meaningless when considering the

wide range and size of outdoor sports facilities RECOMMENDED LOCAL
from golf courses to bowling greens. QUALITY STANDARD
Quiality standards ‘Sites should provide good quality
surfaces and ancillary facilities,
9.11 The National Playing Fields Association where appropriate, including
provides guidance on outdoor sports facilities, changing accommodation, toilets,
where quality of provision includes gradients, car parking and facilities for a range

of age groups. The maintenance and
management of sites should
continue to ensure safety and
effective usage.’

orientation, ancillary accommodation, planting
and community safety.

9.12 Outdoor sports facilities are not well used
compared to other typologies with only 22% using sites more than once a month and
55% not using them at all. Key quality concerns from the household survey were
dog-fouling and the misuse of sites.

Open Space Study - Salisbury District Council Page 100



SECTION 9 — OUTDOOR SPORTS FACILITIES

9.13

9.14

9.15

9.16

9.17

Overall, residents think that the facilities are well maintained and of a good quality.
However the kicking/rebound wall on the cricket pitch outfield in Mere has caused
some concern.

Appendices H, | and J provide further explanation on the suggested approach to
future benchmarking of sites.

Quantity standards

There are a total of 162 outdoor sports facilities in Salisbury District. Table 9.1
provides a breakdown of the number of sites per analysis area. An average site size
is not given due to the wide variance of sizes between different sports facilities.

Table 9.1 Quantitative analysis of outdoor sports f  acility sites
Analysis area Number of sites | Total hectares

Stonehenge 50 119.0
Mere and District 10 12.6
Nadder Valley 8 11.2
Southern 32 49.2
Four Rivers 19 19.7
Salisbury City 39 83.3

Consultation has suggested there are enough outdoor sports facilities in Mere
because there has been a new development at the school. The recreation ground is
for football and cricket; however there is a kicking wall in the outfield of the cricket
pitch.

The local quantity standard has been set at the highest current provision level of the
urban and rural areas. This provides

an aspiration for equality between the RECOMMENDED LOCAL QUANTITY
different analysis areas STANDARD

Urban — 4.9ha per 1,000 population

Rural — 2.4ha per 1,000 population
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9.18

9.19

9.20

9.21

9.22

9.23

9.24

Accessibility standards

Comprehensive Performance Assessment (CPA) sets out a performance indicator for
sports facilities, namely the percentage of the population that are within 20 minutes
travel time of a range of different sports facilities, one of which has achieved a quality
assured standard. The travel time is a walk time in urban areas and a drivetime in
rural areas.

The average accessibility score for outdoor sports facilities was 67%. This suggests
that there are a number of good, accessible sports facilities. However, this is
relatively low compared to other typologies in this study. Three sites scored over
95%:

Laverstock and Ford Sports Club (Site ID 655)

Great Wishford and South Newton Playing Field (Site ID 501)

Salisbury Athletic and Running Club (Site ID 220).

The favoured mode of transport to

travel to outdoor sports facility sites RECOMMENDED LOCAL
for all analysis areas (except for ACCESSIBILITY STANDARD
Salisbury city) was by car. In : . : :
Salisbury city, walking was the Salisbury City: 20 minute walktime
dominant mode. The accessibility Rest of district: 20 minute drivetime

standard for the District has been
set at a 20 minute drivetime, based
on the 75" percentile response. A different standard has been set for the Salisbury
city area based on a walktime to highlight urban nature of this analysis area. A 20
minute walktime equates to 1.6km along roads and footpaths, or a 960m straight line
distance.

Applying provision standards —

In order to identify geographical areas of importance and those areas with unmet
local needs, we apply only the accessibility standard for this typology. Quantity
standards for this typology can be misleading as different outdoor sporting facilities
have different hectares, eg a golf course is incomparable with an outdoor bowling
facilities in terms of size.

Identifying geographical areas

It is important to note that outdoor sports facilities are provided on the basis of
demand and latent demand. PPG17 methodology uses a high level assessment of
demand, therefore any areas of deficiency identified must also need to have a proven
need for a new facility.

Map 9.1 overleaf shows a 20 minute drivetime catchment area for all facilities except
those in Salisbury City, which has a 20 minute walktime around each facility. It shows
that nearly all areas of the District are within the accessibility catchment areas. The
only areas outside of the catchment areas are to the south and north of the District
and contain few dwellings.

The urban areas of Mere, Tisbury and Amesbury are all completely covered by the
accessibility catchment area, as all are smaller settlements. The Salisbury City
analysis area is examined below.
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Map 9.1 Accessibility catchment for outdoor sports facilities
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Map 9.2 Focus on Salisbury City area
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Reproduced from Ordnance Survey material with grengssion of the Ordnance Survey on behalf of tbet@ller of Her Majesty's Stationary Office Crown
Copyright. Unauthorised reproduction infringes Cro@opyright and may lead to prosecution or civilggedings. Licence No. 100033329, Salisbury Distric
Council. Map Scale 1cm =2.201km
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9.25

9.26

9.27

9.28

9.29

9.30

9.31

Map 9.2 illustrates that the entire analysis area is covered by both a 20 minute
drivetime from facilities outside of the analysis area, but also the 20 minute walktime
from facilities inside the catchment area.

Value assessment

Assessing quality and value is fundamental to effective planning of outdoor sports
facilities. This can be done simply through comparing value with quality in more detail
in assessing all options and combinations when comparing quality, accessibility and
usage of sites.

The average score for quality was 71% and accessibility was 67%. Due to the large
number of outdoor sports facility sites, they are listed in Appendix J, with the key high
and low scoring sites detailed below.

Sites that scored high for quality, accessibility and usage are of high value and must
be protected. These sites also set the benchmark for all other outdoor sports facilities
in the District. Examples of these sites are:

Laverstock and Ford Sport Club, Salisbury (Site ID 655)

Great Wishford and South Newton Playing Field (Site ID 501)

Salisbury Athletic and Running Club, Salisbury (Site ID 220)

Redlynch Sport and Social Club, Redlynch (Site ID 608)

Alderbury Green Tennis Courts, Alderbury (Site ID 534).
Sites that scored low for quality and accessibility, but have a high usage level, are
still of high value and improvements should be a priority to ensure user satisfaction
and safety. Examples of these sites are:

Moody’s Hill Tennis Court, West Dean (Site ID 173)

Partway Cricket Ground, Winterbourne (Site ID 360)

Cholderton Recreation Ground (Site ID 394)

East Grimstead Tennis Court (Site ID 183)

Carmelite Way Basketball Court , Salisbury (Site ID 946).
Summary and conclusions
The vast majority of Salisbury residents are within the recommended catchment area
of an outdoor sports facility. However, as many of the outdoor sports facilities are
school sites, access can be difficult. Many school sites do not allow community
access at all, despite being the only outdoor sports facility in some towns or villages.
It should be a priority for the Council to try and open up formal access to such sites
where no other facilities exist and to protect such facilities from development.
As a high level assessment of demand has been used in this study, it is

recommended that the Council undertakes a playing pitch strategy to examine the
demand for pitches at a greater level of detail.
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9.32 Itis recommended that the Council concentrates on qualitative and accessibility
improvements to current sites and making sure all sites are compliant with the
Disability Discrimination Act.

OSF 1 The Council to seek dual-use agreements with school sites in areas of
proven demand.

OSF 2 The Council to consider undertaking a playing pitch strategy.

OSF 3 The Council to make qualitative and accessibility improvements to
existing sites.
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