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1 Purpose of Report 

 
1.1 The purpose of this report is to inform Cabinet of the findings from the 

consultation undertaken on the proposed development of a community sport 
and recreation hub at the former stadium site and to seek agreement as to the 
next steps to be taken to progress possible future development options. 

  

2 Recommendations 

 
2.1 That Cabinet:  
 
  (a) note the outcomes of the consultation; 
 

 (b) approve moving to the next stage of the process as included in the 
outline feasibility/design brief set out in the report;  

 
           (c) consider commissioning appropriate professional support within the 

budget identified to develop feasibility/design work for the proposed 
sport and recreation hub development at the stadium site; and 

 
 (d) receive a further report when the feasibility/design work has been 

completed.  
  

3 Key Issues and Reasons for Recommendation 

 
3.1 The consultation sought views on the potential development of a community 

sport and recreation hub on the stadium site with an emphasis on receiving 
feedback on the outline development proposals and on the type of facilities 
residents and stakeholders would like to see on the site. 

 

APPENDIX  1 
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3.2 The findings and report conclude that there is significant community support 
for the development of the stadium site as a sport and recreation hub with 
88% of respondents agreeing with the proposals to develop the site and 4% 
disagreeing. 

 
3.3 The key findings that have emerged from the consultation are:-  
 

� 85% of respondents would like to see some form of sport provision, 
� 94% of respondents would like to see some form of recreation facilities, 
� Nearly half, 48% of those who responded identified facilities which they 

would like to see for people with disabilities, 
� 86% of those consulted indicated that they or their families would use 

the stadium site once it was developed, 
� 82% of respondents stated a preference for a mixed sport and 

recreation hub,  
� 62% of respondents felt that schools and sports clubs etc should be 

given priority access to facilities on the site, 
� the two main areas of concern over the potential development were 

vandalism (54%) and security (44%), and  
� the most popular sport and recreation facilities identified included toilets 

(63%), athletics training facility (62%), football pitches (junior 52%, adult 
44% and mini 21%), changing facilities (52%) and paths for walking/dog 
walking and jogging (52%).1  

 
3.4 There are a number of important issues to resolve before any proposals can 

be finalised in respect of the development of a community sport and recreation 
hub at the stadium site. In particular it will not be physically possible or viable 
to include all sport and recreation facilities on the stadium site.  

 
3.5 It is also important to recognise that the development will need to be delivered 

using a phased approach, with the phasing likely to be driven by the 
availability of capital funding. This delivery period could be between 3 -5 
years.  

 
3.6 Cabinet should also be aware that there is generally substantially less grant 

funding available for sports facilities due to the changed financial position of 
grant making bodies and the fact that funds have been channelled into 
Olympic venues. 

 
3.7 As the scheme is progressed a funding strategy for any capital and revenue 

implications associated with any possible development of the stadium site will 
need to be agreed. 

 
3.8 Having considered the results of the consultation alongside the Council’s 

Corporate Priorities, particularly around encouraging active and healthy 
lifestyles and taking into account the outcomes from the strategic planning 

                                                
1 Full list and Chart detailing the most popular ranked sport and recreation facilities is 
included in paragraph 5.20 of the report. 
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work undertaken with Sport England in developing the Council’s evidence 
base for indoor and outdoor facilities, it proposed that feasibility/design work is 
undertaken on the stadium site. Consequently, Cabinet are asked to consider 
the recommendations set out in Section 2, in order to progress the project to 
the next stage. 

 

4 Relationship to Corporate Priorities 

 
4.1 This report supports the Council’s Corporate Priorities as follows: 
 

 (i) People – Active and Healthy Lifestyles. Culture and leisure are key 
services for the Council. They are high profile customer facing services 
used by many residents of the district. The services and facilities 
encourage participation in sport, physical activity and recreation as well 
as encouraging participation and attendance in cultural activities and 
providing activities for children and young people.  

These services make a significant contribution to the Council’s Priority 
around the health and well being agenda by offering opportunities to 
participate in physical activity and recreation and by encouraging active 
and healthy lifestyles.  

(ii) Place- Improved Living Environment. Culture and leisure services and 
facilities are fundamental to our communities offering places for people to 
come together, find common interests and a sense of shared identity. 
They provide diversionary activities, improve community safety and make 
places more pleasant and attractive improving the day to day life of all 
who live and work in the district. 

(iii) Prosperity – Economic Resilience. Spaces and facilities for sport 
recreation and culture make a significant contribution to communities, 
providing opportunities for people to develop new skills and playing a role 
in contributing to the visitor economy. 

5 Report Detail  

 
 Background 
 
5.1 Council requested Cabinet in May 2012, to remove the former Stadium site 

from the list of land available for housing development and develop it as a site 
for use as public open space and sport and leisure purposes. The policy 
change states that ‘Further allocations of formal and informal spaces will be 
addressed via Local Plan Part 2, including the former Cannock Stadium Site 
which will be allocated for use as public open space and sport and leisure 
purposes’.  

 

5.2 Cabinet on the 21st June 2012 welcomed this decision and on 19th July 2012 
agreed to undertake public consultation on the development of the stadium 
site as a community sport and recreation hub and to receive a report back 
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after the consultation period in order to consider and decide the next steps 
necessary to progress possible development options. 

 
5.3  This report summarises the findings of the consultation, recommends the next 

steps required and seeks the necessary approvals to progress possible 
development options. 

 
 Consultation Methodology  
 
5.4  Consultation was undertaken during a 7 week period from 15th October 2012 

 to 30th November 2012 and a detailed report including an Executive Summary 
outlining the findings is attached as Annex 1. 

 
5.5 The consultation was carried out on behalf of the Council by an independent 

specialist company, Ask for Research and sought views on: 
 

� The current use of the site, 
� The type of possible options for sport and recreation facilities, 
� The preference of sport and recreation facilities, 
� Facilities for people with disabilities, 
� Priority access for schools and clubs, 
� Preference of sports and/or a recreation focus or mix, 
� Likely use of a newly developed site, 
� Local concerns regarding the development of the site and 
� The potential development of a sport and recreation hub. 

 
5.6  Awareness of the consultation was generated through; 
 

� Local press releases, 
� Information on the council’s website (Front page web coverage) and 

information channelled through social media - facebook and twitter, 
� Attendance at local community forums and meetings, 
� Direct contact with 105 schools, clubs, organisations and community 

groups, 
� Postal contact with over 300 residents surrounding the site, and 
� Referrals to other interested parties and people. 

 
5.7  Both quantitative and qualitative methods were used to encourage feedback 

including: 
� Online questionnaire survey hosted on the Council’s website, 
� Online questionnaire survey with a direct link, 
� Attendance at local community forums and meetings, 
� Signposting residents to the online questionnaires and paper 

questionnaires, 
� Telephone discussions, 
� Postal questionnaires, and 
� Self-completion questionnaires handed out at local events. 

5.8  The consultation involved input from the following: 
 

� Residents living local to the stadium site, 
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� Members of the public not living locally to the site, 
� Local businesses, 
� Stakeholders and stakeholder organisations, 
� National Governing Sports bodies, 
� Schools and students, 
� Sports Clubs and club members, and 
� Recreation/youth/church and community groups and members. 

 
5.9  A full list of those consulted is provided at Annex 2 
 
5.10  Over the 7 weeks of the consultation period, over 400 responses were 

received. These comprised: 
 

� 392 quantitative completed questionnaires (hard copy and online), 
� Qualitative responses generated through attendance at 10 local meetings 

and events and 
� 8 further qualitative responses from organisations. 

 
  Consultation Findings. 
 
  Profile of Respondents. 
 
5.11  The consultation represented a wide range of respondents. The sample 

comprised virtually an even split between males and females and covered all 
ages from under 16 years old to over 75 years old.  

 
� 15% of respondents considered themselves to have a disability. 
� Just over two thirds of respondents lived locally to the Stadium Site, and 

around a further fifth comprised members of the public who do not live 
locally to the Stadium Site.  

� Just over one fifth of the sample comprises members of sports clubs, 
including; athletics, football, hockey, rugby, cricket, netball, handball, 
taekwondo and cycling.  

� 7% of the sample represents other clubs, with students, stakeholders, 
organisations and businesses local to the site also being represented. 

 
5.12  The current use of the stadium site 
 

� Half of all those consulted responded stating that either they or their 
families (50%) currently use the Stadium Site. 29% stated that they 
personally use the Stadium Site and a further 29% stated that their family 
use the Stadium Site. Half of the respondents (50%) stated that they do not 
use the Stadium Site and don’t know anybody who does use the Stadium 
Site. 

 
 
 
5.13  Frequency of use of the current stadium site 
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� Two thirds (66%) of those who responded stated that either they or their 
families use the Stadium Site on at least a weekly basis. 20% of 
respondents use the Stadium Site every day, 32% a few times each week 
and 14% at least once per week.  

 
� Nearly one fifth of those who responded use the Stadium Site (18%) less 

often than weekly. 11% use it a few times per month, 3% use it once a 
month and 5% use it less often. 16% of consultees state the frequency with 
which they use the Stadium site varies. 

 
5.14  Type of use of the stadium site 
 

� The Stadium Site currently supports a wide range of uses, with 
walking/dog walking being the main activity which is undertaken by just 
over three fifths (61%) of current Stadium Site users. Football is the 
second main activity, with just over two fifths of respondents (41%) 
identifying this activity. 

 
� One quarter (25%) of Stadium Site users use the Stadium Site as a cut 

through. Just under one quarter of Stadium Site users (23%) take children 
to play and use it for general recreation (23%), with 21% using the Stadium 
Site for running/jogging. 

 
� 15% of Stadium Site users use the site for cycling, 13% to play other 

sports and 13% to meet family/friends. 8% of Stadium Site users use the 
site for other activities. 

 
5.15  Reasons why the site is not used. 
 

� The main reason indicated as to why respondents currently do not use the 
Stadium Site is the lack of facilities. This was identified by half of those 
who responded (50%). In addition, 15% of respondents stated the reason 
why they do not use the site is because other facilities are better or closer 
(7%). 

 
� One fifth of respondents (20%) state that not living close/local to the 

Stadium Site is a reason for not currently using it. Nearly one fifth of 
respondents (19%) stated that being unsafe/feeling unsafe is a reason for 
not using the Stadium Site. One tenth of consultees (10%) stated they are 
not interested in the Stadium Site as a reason and 8% were not aware of 
the Stadium Site prior to the consultation. 

 
� Nearly one quarter of respondents who do not use the Stadium Site (24%) 

provided another reason for not doing so. The main other reason cited is 
that they thought the Stadium Site was closed. 

 
 
 
5.16  Range of facilities for the stadium site. 
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 Sports Facilities 
 

� 85% of consultees would like to see some form of sport provision made 
available on the Stadium Site. Regarding sporting facilities; 71% of 
consultees would like to see an athletics training facility and 68% would like 
to see some form of football pitches.  

 
� Nearly three fifths of consultees (58%) would like to see adult football 

pitches, 53% junior football pitches and 27% mini football pitches. Over half 
of consultees (54%) would like to see a multi-use games area. 

 
� In total nearly three fifths of consultees (57%) would like to see some form 

of provision for children/young people, with around two fifths of consultees 
each liking to see; children’s play area for 0-5 year olds (38%), for 5-11 
year olds (40%) and for 11-16 year olds (42%).  
 

� Nearly two fifths of consultees (38%) would like to see tennis courts. 
 

� Just under one fifth of consultees would like to see cricket pitches (18%) 
hockey pitches (16%) and Rugby Union pitches (16%). 

 
� Supporting this provision of sports facilities, 68% of consultees would like 

to see changing facilities and 64% would like to see floodlights. 
 

� Nearly one fifth of consultees (19%) would like to see other sports facilities. 
 
Recreation Facilities 
 
� 94% of consultees would like to see some form of recreation facilities made 

available on the Stadium Site. 70% of consultees would like to see paths 
for walking/dog walking/jogging made available on the site. 

 
� Nearly half of consultees (48%) would like to see cycle paths made 

available. 
 

� Just under two fifths of consultees (37%) would like to see informal open 
recreation space and 34% would like to see picnic/barbeque areas. Just 
over one fifth of consultees (22%) would like to see a bowling green and 
12% would like to see allotments 

 
� 46% of consultees would like community/facility rooms to be made 

available. 
 

� Supporting this recreational activity, just over three quarters of consultees 
(76%) would like to see toilets made available. 66% of consultees would 
like to see car parking made available and 65% would like to see 
benches/seating. 

 
� 56% of consultees would like lighting to be available, 44% would like 

landscaping, and 39% would like a kiosk to be made available. 
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� 12% of consultees identified other recreational facilities that they would like 

to see available. 
 

5.17 As it is likely that not all of the facilities identified by the respondents could be 
provided on the Stadium Site, they were asked to rank up to 10 sport and 
recreation facilities which they would most like to see provided. They were 
asked to rank the top 10 from “1st” for the facility they would most like to see 
through to “10th”. They did not have to rank for 10 facilities. For example, if 
there were only 5 facilities they would like to see provided, then they would 
rank these 5 facilities from “1st” through to “5th”. 

 
5.18 A significant range of data was generated through this question, and has been 

produced in a number of formats in the report attached as Annex 1 to illustrate 
this. 

 
5.19 Providing a ranking from 1-10: 
 
 Sports Facilities 
 

� Over three fifths of those who responded (62%) ranked an athletics training 
facility in their top 10 preferences of facilities to be made available. This is 
followed by just over half of the respondents (52%) who ranked junior 
football pitches in their top 10 preferences of facilities and 44% who ranked 
adult football pitches within their top 10 preferences. 21% of respondents 
ranked mini football pitches. 

 
� Over one third of respondents (36%) ranked a multi-use games area within 

their top 10 preferences. Similar proportions of respondents ranked 
children’s play area for 0-5 year olds (30%), 5-11 year olds (33%) and 11-
16 year olds (32%) in their top 10 preferences of the facilities they would 
like to see made available on the Stadium Site. 

 
� Nearly one quarter of those consulted (23%) ranked tennis courts within 

their top 10 preferences. 
 

� Just over one tenth of respondents ranked cricket pitches (13%). 8% 
ranked hockey pitches and 8% ranked Rugby Union pitches. 9% ranked 
other sports facilities. 

 
� Just over half of respondents (52%) ranked changing facilities in their top 

10 of sport and recreation facilities and 42% ranked floodlights. 
 

Recreation Facilities 
 

� Just over half of all consultees (52%) ranked paths for walking/dog 
walking/jogging in their top 10 selection for facilities on the Stadium Site. 
Around one quarter of consultees each placed community facility rooms 
(27%), cycle paths (27%) and landscaping (26%) in their top 10 preferred 
facilities. 
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� Around one fifth of consultees included; informal open recreation space 

(19%), picnic/barbeque areas (18%) and a kiosk (18%) in their top 10 
preferred facilities. Just over one tenth of consultees (12%) identified a 
bowling green and 7% an allotment in their top 10 choice. 9% of consultees 
identified other recreation facilities.  

 
� Supporting these recreation facilities, 63% of respondents identified toilets 

as being in their top 10 choice, 46% car parking, 36% benches/seating and 
30% gave lighting a ranking from 1-10. 

 
5.20  The chart below identifies the sport and recreation facilities (ranked 1 to 10) 

that respondents would most like to see on the stadium site.    
 
 

 
 
 
 
5.21  Ranking the facilities respondents would most like to see  
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� By illustrating the proportion of consultees who ranked each facility as the 
one they would most like to see, the proportion of consultees who ranked; 
adult football pitches (12%), athletics training facility (11%), paths for 
walking/dog walking/jogging (10%) and junior football pitches (8%) 
illustrates the emphasis placed on these facilities as being of most 
importance when compared to the other facilities. 

 
5.22  Mean rating of facility rankings 
 

� A further analysis is based on a mean rating of the rankings provided with 
a rating of 10 where a facility is ranked as “most want to see” to 1 where 
the facility is ranked as “10th most want to see”. A rating of “0” was 
provided to the proportion of respondents who did not rank each facility 
from 1-10.  

 

� This analysis again illustrates the emphasis placed on the demand for an 
athletics training facility, junior football pitches and adult football pitches 
regarding sport provision. This is supported by the demand for changing 
rooms and floodlights. The emphasis on paths for walking/dog 
walking/jogging is also emphasised again with regard to recreation 
facilities. Supporting these facilities is the emphasis on the demand for 
toilets, car parking and benches/seating areas. 

 
5.23 Facilities for people with disabilities 
 

� Nearly half of those who responded (48%) provided comments on what 
they would like to see provided at the Stadium Site for people with 
disabilities. There is significant demand for a venue which provides 
inclusion for all. This is supported by the number of comments relating to 
the fact that the facilities available for people with disabilities should be the 
same as for those available for everyone. 

 
� The need for ease of access and relevant pathways are highlighted as 

being important. 
 

� The provision of; toilets, ramps, parking, changing rooms and seating are 
identified as resources which should be available for people with 
disabilities. 

 
� With regard to specific sports, wheelchair basketball and athletics were 

identified as two areas of provision for people with disabilities. Reference 
was made to the success of the Paralympics, and the opportunity to 
provide a legacy to this success was identified. 

 
 
 
 
 
5.24 Priority Access to facilities 
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� Just over three fifths of respondents (62%) feel that local schools and 
sports/youth/church clubs should be given priority access to any of the 
facilities proposed at the Stadium Site. 

 
� Nearly one fifth of those consulted (19%) feel that such priority should not 

be given and the same proportion (19%) is unsure. 
 

� The two main facilities mentioned are athletics and football, with all 
activities and sports days also mentioned. 

 
5.25 Preference for a sport hub, recreation hub or a hub for both sport and 

recreation. 
 

� Over four fifths of respondents (82%) state a preference for a mixed hub 
for both sport and recreation. Just over one tenth of consultees (12%) state 
a preference for a sport only hub and 4% state a preference for a 
recreation only hub. 2% of consultees are unsure. 

 
� The main reason for a preference for a mixed sport and recreation hub is 

that it would appeal to a wider audience – providing resources for those 
who are keen on sport and those who are not so keen on sport but would 
benefit from recreational facilities. It could also encourage people currently 
not interested in sport to become involved. 

 
5.26  Potential frequency of use of the Stadium Site after development. 
 

� 86% of consultees feel that they/their family would use the Stadium Site 
once it was developed. Just 4% of consultees feel that they/their family will 
not use the Stadium Site and one tenth (10%) are unsure of likely use. 

 
� Nearly two thirds of all consultees (63%) feel that they/their family would 

use the Stadium Site at least once a week, with 16% stating every day, 
36% a few times a week and 12% stating the likely use to be once a week. 

 
� 12% of consultees feel the use of the Stadium Site would be less 

frequently than once a week and 11% that the use of the Stadium Site 
would vary. 

 
5.27  Concerns about the Stadium’s site potential development 
 

� Just over three quarters of consultees (77%) have at least one concern 
regarding the potential development of the Stadium Site, whilst 24% do not 
have any concerns over its development. 

 
� The two main areas of concern are vandalism, identified by just over half of 

the respondents (54%) and security, identified by just over two fifths of 
consultees (44%). 

 
� Just under one fifth (16%) have a concern over car parking. Just over one 

tenth of consultees have a concern over the potential congestion from 
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cars/traffic (13%), noise (12%) and site access (11%). Just 6% are 
concerned about there being more people in the area and 1% about the 
change to the local area. 7% of consultees identify other concerns.  

 
5.28 Agreement with the proposal to develop the Stadium Site. 
 

� Virtually nine tenths of consultees (88%) agree with the proposal to 
develop the Stadium Site as a community sport and recreation hub. Just 
4% of consultees disagree with the proposal and 8% are unsure. 

 

5.29 Qualitative Analysis - Consultation with other key stakeholders 
 
5.30 Consultation has also been undertaken with various other key stakeholders 

and their detailed responses are included in the attached report at Annex 1, 
with a brief summary outlined below. 
 

5.31  National Governing Bodies (NGB) 
 

� Football Association – the governing body of football in England responded 
stating that the site is of significant interest to them and that they wished to 
be kept informed of developments. 

 
� England Athletics (EA) – responded positively stating that:- 
 
� a training facility as part of the development would be an ideal option 
� EA’s latest facilities plan which identifies our NGB priorities states that 

small scale training facilities are one of our main areas to develop over the 
next 4 years. “I do feel a multi sport development with the inclusion of a 
training facility for track and field athletics would be an ideal model for 
Cannock and could be a blue print for other potential sites across the 
country”. 

� Recreational running is a core theme of our strategy for the next 4 years 
with marked running routes and signage a key element of this...so 
inclusion of marked routes as part of the development would be something 
that EA would welcome. These would link in well to the wider development 
work of the local network and CSP in terms of increasing recreational 
runners through local running groups 

� One of the main areas for development in our facilities plan would be a 
drop in unit for runners to use for changing and meeting...this could be 
something that is incorporated in your plans and would benefit a number of 
sports. 

 

� English Indoor Bowling Association - As the National Governing Body for 
Indoor Level Green Bowls we are keen to work with Cannock Chase 
District Council; local County Sports Partnerships, local Bowling 
Clubs/British Crown Green Bowling Association/ and the local population to 
explore the possibilities of a “Community Bowls Facility” including Indoor 
Bowls/Short Mat and Outdoor Crown Green on this site. 
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5.32 Sport England 
 

� The Council has worked closely with Sport England on developing a 
robust needs and evidence base for its indoor and outdoor facilities as 
part of its Facility Improvement Service and has consulted with them on 
the possible development of the stadium site as a community sport and 
recreation hub. 

 
� Sport England has commented that the Council needs to ensure that 

there is robust needs and evidence base and any development 
decisions take into account the guidance and policies for protecting 
playing fields and are evidenced based.  

 
5.33 Young People  

 
� The questionnaire and a covering letter was sent electronically to 37 

schools within the district. The questionnaires could have been 
completed by individual pupils with appropriate adult authorisation or 
collectively, capturing the views of the school or particular classes. 
Young children attending the Lantern Parade were also encouraged to 
provide feedback through drawing pictures of activities they like to do 
outdoors. The feedback received was positive, supporting the 
development of the stadium site for the benefit of pupils, their families 
and the community.  

 
5.34 Sport across Staffordshire and Stoke-on Trent (SASSOT) are fully supportive 

of the Council’s ambitions to develop the site as community sport and 
recreation hub. 
 

5.35 Special Needs Adventure Playground (SNAP) – provides facilities for the 
whole range of physical and learning disabilities from toddlers to adults in their 
early 20’s and welcome the opportunity for dialogue with the Council to 
determine how their facilities and any proposed facilities could be utilised to 
their maximum potential. They also commented that they would like to extend 
their current boundary by some 18 metres at the rear of the site and would 
welcome discussions about this proposal. 
 

5.36 Blake Community Steering Group - The Blake Community Programme 
Steering Group on 24th October 2012 discussed the questionnaire and 
commented as follows: 

 
� The Group felt strongly that the site should be a hub for both sport and 

recreation 
� Sport facilities should be made available for all age groups and both sexes, 

and it was noted that there is not much available locally for older people – 
there needs to be activities that appeal to them. Walking trails (with 
benches) were considered useful for those who had e.g. suffered strokes, 
with distance markers 

� Precise facilities should depend on what else is available (or not) locally 
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� Recreation facilities should be made available for all age groups, with a 
focus on those that could potentially be intergenerational 

� Recreation facilities should incorporate the potential for community 
learning activities 

� Community/facility rooms are considered very important if they could be 
used for youth services and adult and community learning, and used by 
anybody, not just as changing rooms 

� Changing facilities need to be suitable for those with disabilities 
� Some individual Steering Group members would also reply on behalf of 

their own organisation (eg SYPS) 
� It was felt that this is a very exciting and positive opportunity for the local 

population 
 

5.37 Attendance at Local meetings and Community Forums 
 

5.38 Presentations and information on the consultation process and the proposed 
development were delivered at various meetings and Community Forums 
during the consultation period and all attendees were provided with a 
consultation questionnaire. 

 
5.39 In summary, the qualitative findings support the demand for a sport and 

recreation hub, reflecting the findings and views generated through the 
quantitative research. 

 
5.40 However, there is the need to keep the findings in perspective and note that 

that this consultation activity is based on the views of users and potential 
users. The findings are therefore market driven and need to be considered 
within the scope of the whole project and to take into account the evidence 
base and the strategic influences and considerations. 

 

5.41 Links to Corporate and Council Priorities and Strategies 
 
5.42 The work with Sport England and a number of other key partners established 

an evidence base for indoor and outdoor facilities in the district and a number 
of the findings from this work are in line with some of the consultation results 
identified in the report and in the full analysis included at Annex 1. 

5.43 For example, the evidence base which provides the framework that can be 
applied to the strategic planning for sport and recreation across the district 
identified a need for additional football pitches and a satellite athletics training 
facility. 

5.44 The provision of new sport and recreation facilities that meet the needs of the 
community will provide opportunities to participate in physical activity and 
recreation and contribute to encouraging active and healthy lifestyles. It is also 
consistent with the Council’s Local Plan Part 1. 

5.45 Next Steps 
 
5.46 Should the recommendations be approved, the project will move towards the 

feasibility stage for which the Council will need to procure and engage 
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appropriate professional sport design consultants with suitable experience to 
support the delivery of the project. 
 

5.47 The consultant(s) will be appointed through the appropriate processes and in 
accordance with the Council’s Tender and Contract regulations.  
 

 5.48 The consultant(s) once appointed will develop feasibility studies and design 
work for possible sport and recreation facilities at the stadium site including 
estimated costs which in turn will, later in the process, inform a detailed 
business case and financial strategy (including capital and revenue 
implications) for progressing the development.  
 

5.49  In summary, the outline brief for this work will include:- 
 
 (a) undertaking feasibility study/design work of the site (including any relevant 

site surveys);  
 
 (b) developing the best format, layout and content of the hub site that meets 

the need of the local community (taking into account the key consultation 
outcomes, the evidence base for indoor and outdoor facilities in the district, 
Council priorities, the Local Plan and National Planning Policy and guidance); 
and  

 
 (c) identifying estimated development costs (including capital expenditure and 

ongoing revenue requirements). 
    
5.50 To report back to Cabinet on the feasibility/design work for them to consider 

and decide the next steps necessary to progress the scheme. 
 

 

6 Implications 

 
6.1 Financial  
 
6.1.1 The consultation exercise has been completed within the allocated budget. 
 
6.1.2 The cost of undertaking feasibility/design studies can be contained within 

existing budgets arising from savings on the Grounds Maintenance contract 
following the in house provision. 

 
6.1.3 The consultation budget of cabinet includes the creation of a Stadium 

Development Fund to be financed from resources earmarked  following receipt 
of Pye Green Section 106 and other capital receipts. 

 
6.1.4   As the scheme is progressed a funding strategy for any capital and revenue 

implications associated with any possible development of the stadium site will 
need to be developed and will be subject of further reports to Cabinet. 
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6.2 Legal  
 
6.2.1 There are no legal implications arising from this report. 
  
6.3      Human Resources 
 
 None 
 
6.4 Section 17 (Crime Prevention) – 
 
 None 
 
6.5 Human Rights Act 
 
 None 
 
6.6 Data Protection 
 
 None 
 
6.7 Risk Management  
 
6.7.1 The Council has undertaken an extensive public consultation exercise on the 

potential development of the stadium site and there will be a need to manage 
expectations as to the possible type and mix of facilities on site, given that 
delivery will be restricted by the physical constraints of the site, the availability 
and ability to attract adequate capital and revenue funding and the fact that 
completion of the project may take between 3 to 5 years. (Reputational risk)  

 
6.8 Equality & Diversity 
 
6.8.1 An Equality Impact Assessment has been completed with a focus on the initial 

impacts which have been identified at this early stage of the process and 
through recent consultation undertaken in respect of the possible development 
of the stadium site has a community sport and recreation hub.  

 
6.8.2 It is anticipated that any new development and facilities will have positive 

impacts on a range of equality groups and that any negative impacts can be 
mitigated through the feasibility and future design process. 

 
6.8.3 The outcomes of the current consultation will be used to inform facility/service 

designs and feasibility works where appropriate and relevant and Equality 
Impact assessments will be revisited as the potential design/development 
progresses. This will ensure that any proposed facility/service will continue to 
have due regard to all aspects of the Equality Agenda and the needs of the 
wider community, wherever appropriate. 
 

 
6.9 Best Value 
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6.9.1 By progressing this project on a phased basis expenditure is limited and restricted 
to task and finish functions and any professional support will be procured on a 
Best Value basis according to the Council’s Financial Regulations. 

 

7         Appendices to the Report 

 
 Annex 1 Consultation into proposed Stadium Site development Report 
   (under separate cover) 
 Annex 2  List of Consultees (attached) 
 
Previous Consideration 
 
 

 
Background Papers 
 
Consultation Questionnaire and analysis of consultation data 
 
Cabinet Report 19th July 2012 – Development of community sport and recreation hub 
– Stadium Site 
 
Equality Impact Assessment – January 2013 
 

 
 


