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Glossary of Terms

	Abbreviation
	Definition

	PPOSS
	Playing Pitch and Outdoor Sport Strategy

	MDC
	Mansfield District Council

	SLL
	Strategic Leisure Limited

	MES
	Match Equivalent Session

	MPS
	Matches Per Season

	TGR
	Team Generation Rate

	AGP
	Artificial Grass Pitch

	NTP
	Non-Turf Pitch

	RFU
	Rugby Football Union

	NFA
	Nottinghamshire FA

	FA
	Football Association

	FF
	Football Foundation

	LFFP
	Local Football Facilities Plan

	LTA
	Lawn Tennis Association

	EN
	England Netball

	BE
	Bowls England

	EH
	England Hockey

	PP
	PitchPower

	MUGA
	Multi Use Games Area

	DDCMS
	Department for Digital, Culture, Media and Sport

	NPPF
	National Planning Policy Framework


	
Mansfield District Council
Playing Pitch and Outdoor Sport Strategy – Strategy and Action Plan






[bookmark: _Toc237423593]Introduction and Methodology

[bookmark: _Toc101264416][bookmark: _Toc101264471][bookmark: _Toc159340345][bookmark: _Toc184884222][bookmark: _Toc184884535][bookmark: _Toc237423594][bookmark: _Toc129265956]Study Area 

1.1. The study area is Mansfield District Council (MDC) boundary area. Due to the small size of the study area, Mansfield will be considered as one singular area and will not be divided into sub areas. Map 1 shows the study area.
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1.2. The current and future population figures used in this Playing Pitch and Outdoor Sports Strategy (PPOSS) (Table 1), have been developed by Justin Gardner Consulting on behalf of MDC. These population projections are in line with the Mansfield Local Plan Review and have been developed to ensure that this PPOSS is able to accurately reflect the impact of population growth on the demand for outdoor sports facilities to 2043. 
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	Population 2026
	Population 2043

	Mansfield
	114,638
	126,887
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1.3. Mansfield District Council commissioned Strategic Leisure Limited (SLL) to develop a Playing Pitch and Outdoor Sport Strategy (PPOSS) as part of the wider suite of strategic planning documents to inform the development and implementation of planning policy, assessment of planning applications and the need to provide evidence to help secure internal and external funding. The PPOSS will inform the standards for pitch provision required through planning policy. 

1.4. A PPOSS is a strategic assessment that provides an up-to-date analysis of supply and demand for playing pitches (grass and artificial) and its current and future demand in the local authority. The strategy and the evidence base upon which it is based is delivered using national guidance and facility insight from specific Governing Bodies of Sport. The assessment focusses on natural turf and artificial facilities used by the following sports: 

· Football 
· Rugby Union 
· Rugby League
· Cricket  
· Hockey 
· Tennis
· Netball
· Outdoor Bowls
· Pétanque


1.5. Within these sports, the strategy seeks, as far as is practicable, to include consideration of all forms of play, whether;

· Club and league based (formal) competitions and training. 
· Less formal programmed forms of the respective sports (e.g. turn up and play products such as Rush Hockey, walking football, All Stars Cricket, and Touch Rugby) 
· Informal and un-programmed play by groups of residents, workers, students, school friends (out of school). 

1.6. The PPOSS provides a holistic analysis of sports facilities across the Study Area. This will lead to a comprehensive set of recommendations for the future development of leisure / health and wellbeing provisions, in line with the needs of local residents.

1.7. The steering group has worked with the Council to provide a strategy that is fit-for-purpose and addresses the specific issues and risks for the area. It is key that this Playing Pitch Strategy reflects the local context and enables Mansfield to maximise the amount of high-quality sporting provision for its residents, while understanding the need to meet planning and housing requirements. 
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1.8. Although the development of a new methodology is underway, this PPOSS follows the published guidance from Sport England. The guidance used is the 2013 version, Playing Pitch Strategy Guidance – An Approach to Developing and Delivering a Playing Pitch Strategy. Figure 1 summarises the approach proposed in this guidance and is broken down into 10 steps. 
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1.9. Stage B of the PPS methodology involves the gathering of supply and demand information from a range of sources. 

1.10. An initial audit of outdoor sports facilities is gathered using Sport England’s Active Places Power (APP) online tool. This audit then forms the basis of the supply information, before being informed through other sources. Non-technical site assessments, club surveys, and Council officer and National Governing Body (NGB) consultation also influence this information before it is presented at Stage B. 

1.11. The supply information at Stage B should include the following:

· Site name and location
· Ownership and management type
· Number and type of pitches
· Accessibility
· Pitch and ancillary facility quality
· Maintenance information
· Security of tenure or community use agreements
· The views of users, providers and other relevant groups. 

1.12. In addition to supply data, it is important to gather information regarding the demand for outdoor sports facilities. Using information provided by NGBs at Stage A, club affiliation data, league secretaries, education information and club surveys etc, it is possible to build an accurate picture of the demand  that each specific site caters for. The demand information required to inform the PPOSS is as follows:

· Sport clubs matches and training.
· Casual and other demand
· Educational demand
· Displaced demand
· Unmet and latent demand
· Trends and changes


1.13. All pitch sports are subject to the Playing Pitch Strategy (PPS) methodology, whereas other outdoor sports (tennis, netball, outdoor bowls, pétanque and padel) are assessed using the Assessing Needs and Opportunities Guidance (ANOG). There are 4 stages to the ANOG assessment: 

· Stage A – Prepare and tailor the approach.
· Establish a clear understanding of the purpose, scope and scale of the assessment. This will be undertaken in line with Stage A of the PPS methodology. 

· Stage B – Gather information on supply and demand.
· To build a clear picture of the supply of outdoor facilities, information will be gathered on the quality, quantity, accessibility and availability of individual sites. 
· Demand data such as local population, club affiliation, educational demand, unmet/latent demand, future growth and sport specific priorities will be gathered. 
· Supply and demand data will be gathered alongside Stage B of the PPS methodology, using consultation, club surveys, site assessments etc. 

· Stage C – Assessment – bringing the information together.
· Development of the key findings regarding quality, quantity, accessibility and availability of outdoor sports provision in the area. Implications of each site will be developed on the principle of protect, enhance and provide. 

· Application – Application of the assessment
· All key findings and priorities from Stage A – C will be applied and used to inform sports strategy, planning policy, infrastructure planning and funding applications. 

1.14. The findings in this report are based on data collected from several credible sources, including, but not limited to; 

· Local authority and public policy strategic documentation; 
· Sport England tools, including the Playing Pitch Calculator, Sports Facility Calculator, Active Places Power and the Active Lives Survey; 
· Stakeholder consultation, including Mansfield Officers, Sport England, relevant National Governing Bodies of Sport, education providers, key user clubs; and 
· Site visits, undertaken at all strategically important sites across the Study Area.  

1.15. A project steering group comprising representation from the Council, Sport England and National Governing Bodies of Sport (NGBs) has guided the study from its commencement. At critical milestones, the Steering Group members have reviewed and verified the data and information collected to allow the work to proceed efficiently through each stage. 
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1.16. The structure of the PPOSS report is as follows:

· Introduction and Methodology

· Mansfield
· Headline Findings
· Football
· 3G AGP
· Cricket
· Rugby Union 
· Hockey
· Rugby League
· Tennis & Padel
· Pétanque

1.17. Supporting information is included in the appendices and referenced throughout.

1.18. To inform this strategy document, an assessment document has also been produced, which provides an in depth capacity analysis which forms the basis of the PPOSS.  
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2.1. The sport-by-sport summaries below highlight the quantitative and qualitative findings for the main pitch sports across Mansfield generated by the Stage C assessment. Further site-specific findings are identified in the individual sections of this report. 
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2.2. In Mansfield, there is a total of 82 grass football pitches across 31 sites, however only 59 of these pitches (16 sites) are available for community use. Of these available pitches, 44 across 11 sites offer security of tenure for community football clubs.

2.3. There are 217 community football teams in Mansfield, comprising of 29 adult, 103 youth, 77 mini and 8 disability teams. Of these teams, 30 are female only.   

2.4. The current supply and demand analysis for accessible and secure pitch provision in Mansfield, shows capacity deficits on adult 11v11, youth 11v11 and 9v9 pitches. There are currently small levels of spare capacity on 7v7 and 5v5 pitch types. 

2.5. When looking forward to 2043, population increase and latent demand will create deficits on all pitch types, the largest of which will be found on Adult 11v11 (-13 Match Equivalent Sessions (MES) and 9v9 (-10.5 MES). 
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2.6. The study area currently has 3 11v11 sized 3G AGPs, at Debdale Park Sports and Recreation Club, Radford Hymas (RH) Academy and The Brunts Academy. Both Debdale Park Sports and Recreation Club and The Brunts Academy are rated as good quality, whereas the 3G pitch at RH Academy is classed as standard quality. RH Academy caters predominantly for Mansfield Town FC demand and provides very little capacity for community clubs. 

2.7. There are also 7 small-sided 3G pitches in Mansfield. 4 5v5 pitches, all of good quality, of which 2 are located at Mansfield Town (One Call Stadium), 1 at Debdale Park Sports and Recreation Club and 1 at Oak Tree Leisure Centre. There are good quality 7v7 3G pitches at Garibaldi School and Vision West Nottinghamshire College, and a poor quality 7v7 3G pitch at Mansfield RUFC 

2.8. The current supply of 3G AGPs across the District is insufficient to meet training needs of community teams when applying the theoretical FA model 38 teams to 1x 11v11 3G AGP. There is a current deficit of -2 3G pitches in Mansfield for affiliated football teams, rising to -4 if only full-size pitches are taken into account. This is predicted to rise to -5 by 2043. 
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2.9. There are eight cricket grounds across the area at seven different sites. Three of these sites only have Non Turf Pitches (NTPs) and are at schools with no current community usage. Of the four sites with current community usage, three have both grass wickets and NTPs and one site, which has two cricket grounds, has grass wickets only. 

2.10. The only cricket facility owned by Mansfield District Council is at Chesterfield Road Recreation Ground which is home to Mansfield Cricket Club and is maintained by the local authority.  The three remaining clubs are all owned and managed by sports clubs, with the exception of one which is managed by a trust. There are three other artificial wickets located on education sites, which are not available for community use. 

2.11. Across the four clubs, there are 15 senior men’s teams, 3 senior women’s teams, 16 junior boys’ teams and 1 junior girls’ team.  

2.12. Analysis showed a deficit in community accessible provision across the district in 2025. Based on population growth and latent demand, this deficit will increase by 2043. 

2.13. As a result of this shortfall, there are a number of teams that a forced to access provision outside of the study area. Clipstone CC travel to Cuckney for winter training, Mansfield CC 3 XI use Clumber Park in Worksop and Welbeck CC 5 XI use Caunton Cricket Ground in Newark and Sherwood. 
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2.14. In the 2024/25 season, there were 6 sites providing 6 (2 with sports lighting) senior, 11 junior, 5 mini natural grass rugby pitches across Mansfield.

2.15. There is 1 community owned club in the study area, one sports club owned and managed site and 2 education owned and managed sites. 

2.16. There is a current shortfall of -0.6 MES (2024/25) of capacity on training pitches with sports lighting to accommodate the current mid-week demand of 11 MES (2024/25). When including weekend competitive play and training demand of 8.9 MES there is a shortfall currently of -7.9 MES. 

2.17. Whilst population growth alone does not increase demand, latent demand prediction from clubs increase training demand by 2 MES and match play by 1 MES. This is expected to increase the training demand to -2.6 MES and match play demand to -8.3 MES. 
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2.18. There is 1 full sized sand-based AGP in Mansfield at Manor Sport and Recreation Centre. Meden School and All Saints Catholic Academy have small sided sand based provision that do not provide access or security of tenure for community clubs. 

2.19. Manor Sport and Recreation Centre AGP pitch is of poor quality, requires resurfacing works and investment in new sports lighting. 

2.20. Although there is spare mid-week capacity at Manor Sport and Recreation Centre, there is a lack of capacity at weekends to meet hockey club match play demand. 
2.21. There is a deficit of adequate hockey facilities and future demand driven by population growth and England Hockey participation increases will be unable to be met on the current stock of pitches accessible to the community. If football demand continues to grow, facilities are lost, or Mansfield Hockey Club return to the study area, capacity for the growth of hockey clubs will be further restrained.
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2.22. There is 1 standard quality rugby league specific pitch in Mansfield at Debdale Park Sports and Recreation Centre, used by Sherwood Wolfhunt RFLC who have 3 adult and 2 junior teams.

2.23. There is currently a deficit of -6.25 MES per week for grass rugby league provision, due the significant demand placed on the Debdale Park Sports and Recreation Centre pitch.

2.24. The club do not expect to grow the number of teams; however, they are looking to retain players and sustain numbers across all teams.  There are no grass pitch development plans and pitch quality improvement would only slightly reduce the shortfall of provision. Therefore, there will remain a deficit of rugby league facilities in Mansfield in 2043. 
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3.1. When analysing the future population growth in Mansfield and how it affects each sport, Stage C considered data provided by Justin Gardner Consulting on behalf of MDC. This suggested an increase of 12,249 people from 114,638 in 2026 to 126,887 by 2043; an increase of 10.7%. However, these figures do not reflect the housing development that is projected to take place in Mansfield throughout the Local Plan Review period and therefore present a potentially conservative analysis of the increase in future demand. The following housing growth scenarios identify the impact that housing delivery may have on the demand for outdoor sporting facilities across Mansfield.
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3.2. This scenario explores the impact of housing delivery on the supply and demand analysis for 3G AGPs, hockey, grass football, rugby union, rugby league, cricket pitches and tennis courts across Mansfield. 

3.3. The housing delivery target identified in the MDC Local Plan Review, suggests the need for 495 dwellings per year between 2023 and 2043, which with a 5% buffer results in a total requirement for 10,395 homes. 7,792 dwellings have already been accounted for through existing allocations, sites with existing planning permission and small windfall allowance. New preferred site allocations amount to 3,110 dwellings, creating a total delivery figure of 10,900 new homes throughout the Local Plan Review period.   

3.4. Table 2 uses a local average of 2.18 people per home (based on the district population divided by the number of households at the end of the Plan period of 2043) to convert housing delivery into new population. The average occupancy used is a realistic, localised figure based on population and household projections supplied to MDC by Justin Gardner Consulting. 
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	Study Area
	Total Housing Delivery 2043
	Average Occupancy
	Potential Population Growth

	Mansfield
	10,900
	2.18
	23,762



3.5. Housing development through the Local Plan Review period is expected to increase the population by 23,762 people. However, it must be noted that a proportion of these would be existing residents forming new households e.g. people moving out of parental homes. Although, the Mansfield District is not split into sub areas as part of the PPOSS, the Local Plan Review suggests that 90% of new homes will be delivered in the Mansfield urban area, whilst the remaining 10% will be located in the Warsop Parish. 

3.6. This new housing development information, and the level of population for which it will cater, has been used by Sport England’s Playing Pitch Calculator and Sports Facility Calculator to inform the increased level of demand for each sport in Mansfield. The impact of this is explored for individual sports in Table 3. 

[bookmark: _Toc224117017][bookmark: _Toc237423668]Table 3: Housing Delivery – Impact on demand for individual sports in Mansfield

	Sport
	Age Group
	Demand for Match Equivalent Sessions (MES) in the Peak Period (per season for cricket)
	Demand for Training Sessions or Hours Per Week

	Football
	Adult
	4.09
	45.51 hours on a 3G AGP

	
	Youth
	9.75
	

	
	Mini
	8.91
	

	Rugby Union
	Adult (incl Age Grade)
	1.84
	1.99 MES on a floodlit grass pitch

	Rugby League
	Adult (incl Age Grade)
	0.52
	0.52 MES on a floodlit grass pitch

	Hockey
	Adult
	0.84
	2.52 hours on a sand-based AGP

	
	Junior
	0
	0.62 hours on a sand-based AGP

	Cricket
	Open Ages and Junior
	66.29
	-

	
	Demand for Additional Outdoor Tennis Courts

	Tennis
	All
	3.09
	- 



3.7. The additional demand highlighted in Table 3, is applied to the current positions for each pitch sport below. The analysis builds on the future capacities identified in the assessment document which take into account natural population growth and latent demand predictions from clubs. 

3.8. All calculations in this document are based on how youth football is currently structured, however it must be noted that from season 2026/2027, a reduced size 3v3 format will be introduced at U7 age groups, as part of the FA’s FutureFit initiative. Each age group upwards of this will also be impacted, meaning that 11v11 football will begin at U14 rather than U13 as is currently the case. Although the impact of FutureFit is unknown, it is likely that changes will result in less usage of 11v11 grass pitches. 

3.9. The demand for football training sessions figures in Table 3, also suggest that all training will take place on 3G pitch provision. 

3.10. The text and tables below use the nearest 0.5 of a number when stating future demand from housing delivery. 
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3.11. Table 3 indicates that total housing growth in Mansfield will result in an increased match play demand for 4 MES for adult football, 10 MES for youth football and 9 MES for mini football. 

3.12. Table 4 shows the current and future position for football pitch types in Mansfield (column 2 and 3), and how the growth created by housing delivery (column 4) affects the capacity of pitches (column 5), as highlighted in the assessment document. 

3.13. The identified growth of youth football will be split evenly between youth 11v11 and youth 9v9. Mini football will be split between 7v7 and 5v5. 
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	Pitch type
	Current Position
	Future Position
	Additional Demand – Housing Delivery
	Future Position – with Housing Delivery

	Adult 11v11
	-6.5
	-13
	4
	-17

	Youth 11v11
	-1
	-9.5
	5
	-14.5

	Youth 9v9
	-2.5
	-10.5
	5
	-15.5

	Mini 7v7
	1.5
	-8
	4.5
	-12.5

	Mini 5v5
	2
	-7
	4.5
	-11.5



3.14. Adult football – When considering the additional need created by housing delivery to 2043, the future deficit of -13 MES is predicted to increase to -17 MES. 

3.15. Youth 11v11 football – Across youth 11v11 pitches, there is predicted to be a deficit of -6.5 MES by 2043. However, housing delivery would increase this deficit to -14.5 MES in the absence of any further provision.

3.16. Youth 9v9 football – As a result of population growth due to housing delivery, the future shortfall of -10.5 MES would increase to -15.5 MES by 2043. 

3.17. Mini 7v7 – There is likely to be a future deficit of -8 MES by 2043 due to population growth and latent demand predictions by clubs. However, housing development would increase this shortfall to 12.5 MES. 

3.18. 5v5 football – 5v5 pitches in Mansfield are predicted to have a deficit of -7 MES per week by 2043. However, due to population growth as a result of housing delivery, this is expected to rise to -11.5 MES. 
3.19. As a result of housing delivery, there is predicted to be a deficit of all grass football pitch types by 2043. As the predicted deficits are substantial, the most efficient way to reduce them is to provide additional grass and 3G provision and invest in grass pitch quality improvements through PitchPower assessments and the Grass Pitch Maintenance Fund (GPMF). Based on 1 MES of peak time capacity per pitch, per week, there is the demand for an additional 17 adult 11v11 pitches, 15 youth 11v11, 16 9v9, 13 7v7 and 12 5v5. However, the demand for youth 11v11 will reduce with the proposed changes to the structure of youth football, and these figures are based on the delivery of standalone pitches. 

3.20. However, this level of additional grass pitch development could be seen as unrealistic. Therefore, alternate strategies could be considered. Quality improvements could have some impact on increasing capacity, however development of 3G provision and use for match play, possibly in centralised venues for use by younger age groups, would also significantly reduce demand for grass provision. Further analysis and recommendations are included in the football and 3G sections of this report. 
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3.21. The PPOSS highlights that currently, there is a need for an additional 4 full size equivalent 3G AGPs, if only full-size pitch provision is considered, rising to 5 based on population growth and latent demand. However, Sport England’s Playing Pitch Calculator indicated that there would be an additional demand from football clubs for 45.51 hours due to housing delivery. There are 34 available hours per week on a full size 3G pitch, meaning that housing delivery will increase demand for 3G AGPs by 2 (rounded figure) 11v11 equivalents. This suggests that the total deficit of 3G provision by 2043 could be -6 11v11 equivalent 3G AGPs for football team training.  

3.22. However, as identified in Table 3, there is also predicted to be an increase in training demand from rugby union clubs. As there are currently significant shortfalls of sports lit training provision in Mansfield, this demand would be most appropriately met on WR22 compliant 3G provision. Housing development is expected to increase demand for training facilities by rugby clubs by 2 hours per week. Using the same formula as for football, this equates to 0.1 of a full-size equivalent 3G pitch. 

[bookmark: _Toc176191468][bookmark: _Toc224117020][bookmark: _Toc237423670]Table 5: Future Capacity Analysis for AGPs in Mansfield

	Mansfield
	Current Position
	Future Position
	Football - Additional Demand
	Rugby Union - Additional Demand
	Future Position – Housing Delivery 2043 (Rounded)

	Total
	-4
	-5
	2
	0.1
	-7



3.23. There are a number of proposals for 3G pitch development in Mansfield, that could reduce this deficit, such as at Elkesley Road Ground, Queensway Park, RH Academy, Oak Tree Leisure Centre, Vision West Nottinghamshire College and Manor Park. 

3.24. However, development at RH Academy may not support a full timetable of community demand due to its affiliation with Mansfield Town FC and therefore would likely have a limited impact on reducing current and future shortfalls. 
3.25. The proposals may also not cater adequately for rugby union demand, which is generated entirely by Mansfield RUFC. Although there is a small sided 3G pitch on site, it is of poor quality and does not meet any rugby union demand. Access to improved 3G provision for training purposes is a priority for the club.  

3.26. It should also be noted that an 11v11 3G pitch is proposed to be delivered just outside of the study area in Newark and Sherwood. This is part of the re-development and relocation of Clipstone Miners Welfare site, and the pitch would cater predominately for Clipstone FC and Clipstone Welfare Youth. Both teams are currently based in Mansfield, therefore this development would result in a reduction of the current deficit for 3G provision and could also cater for further demand from Mansfield teams. 

3.27. Although the proposed sites would all support a significant amount of community activity, to ensure that the needs of both rugby union and football are met, it is important that further analysis of the suitability and sustainability of any potential site is carried out at Stage E and the PPOSS steering group begins a decision-making process to establish a priority site for 3G development.

[bookmark: _Toc224116290][bookmark: _Toc237423610]Rugby Union

3.28. Table 3 suggests that there will be the need for additional 2 MES match play and 2 MES for training from rugby union clubs due to housing development in Mansfield. Although Table 6 explores the impact that additional rugby training demand will have on grass pitches, this demand could also be met on 3G provision. The impact of this is also explored in Table 5. 

[bookmark: _Toc224117019][bookmark: _Toc237423671]Table 6: Current and Future Position for All Community Available Rugby Grass Provision

	Mansfield
	Current Balance
	Future Balance
	Projected Balance – Housing Delivery 2043

	
	Training
	Match
	Training
	Match
	Training
	Match

	Total
	-0.6
	-7.3 
	-2.6
	-8.3 
	-4.6
	-10.3



3.29. Table 6 shows that, the future deficit for match play will increase to -10.3 MES per week, whilst the shortfall of grass training facilities will increase to -4.6 due to housing delivery. 

3.30. There are a number of options for reducing this shortfall of provision that are further highlighted in the Rugby Union and 3G AGP sections of this report. The development of additional pitch provision, the development of WR22 3G provision, grass pitch improvements, installation of sports lighting and securing community access to education sites would all help to meet the increased future deficit generated by housing development. 


[bookmark: _Toc237423611]Rugby League

3.31. Table 3 states that, as a result of anticipated housing growth, there will be the need for a total of 1 addition MES to meet future demand for both training and match play. 

3.32. This level of additional demand would increase the shortfall of grass rugby league provision to -7.25 MES by 2043. However, as highlighted in the assessment report, the club do not currently anticipate any team growth but rather are focussing on growing numbers in the junior section and retaining existing players to make the existing teams sustainable for the foreseeable future.  

3.33. The club also suggest that they would like to increase usage of 3G provision at Debdale Park, which would reduce the overplay on the existing grass pitch on site. 

[bookmark: _Toc224116292][bookmark: _Toc237423612]Cricket

3.34. Table 3 suggests that as a result of housing delivery Mansfield, there will be the need for an additional 66 Matches Per Season (MPS). Table 7 shows the potential impact of this on the capacity of grass wickets. 

[bookmark: _Toc176191470][bookmark: _Toc224117021][bookmark: _Toc237423672]Table 7: Current and Future Position for Adult Grass Wickets. All Figures in MPS.

	[bookmark: _Hlk190789116]Mansfield
	Current Position
	Future Position
	Additional Demand – Housing Delivery
	Future Position – Housing Delivery 2043

	Total
	-105
	-203
	66
	-269



3.35. Table 7 demonstrates that housing development will create a future deficit of -269 MPS in on grass cricket wickets across Mansfield. 

3.36. To cater for this significant deficit, three options can be considered: grass wicket improvement, additional grass wicket development and securing access to currently unavailable education sites, all of which are explored in the cricket section of this report. 

3.37. Due to the large scale of the predicted deficit, reducing the deficit through the development of additional wickets on existing pitches is unrealistic due to barriers of cost and space. 54 new, good quality, grass wickets would be required.  

3.38. Although, good quality Non-Turf Pitch (NTP) wickets can cater for up to 60 matches per season, they are not always suitable for competitive cricket and therefore not a priority for the England and Wales Cricket Board (ECB). NTPs can provide a more consistent bounce, creating a more accessible format of the game particularly for juniors. 

3.39. However, moving junior activity onto NTPs may reduce the quality of some junior cricket in Mansfield, and dependent on pitch quality, may cause some safety concerns. The cost of implementing and maintaining NTPs can be detrimental for clubs, and additional NTPs may involve the loss of grass wickets if there is a shortage of space on sites. 

3.40. Therefore, a holistic approach that focuses on pitch improvement, facility development and securing community use agreements should be prioritised. 

[bookmark: _Toc224116293][bookmark: _Toc237423613]Hockey

3.41. The assessment report found although there is some, very limited, additional capacity for training at Manor Sport and Recreation Centre, there is a significant lack of capacity for match play, resulting in the inability of North Notts HC to grow and the exported demand from Mansfield HC. 

3.42. The Playing Pitch Calculator suggests that housing growth will create demand for an additional 1 match play session and 3 training hours. As the only full-size sand-based AGP is currently operating at capacity, this suggests that additional demand would have to be met by teams outside of Mansfield, or North Notts HC would be forced to hire alternative pitch provision outside of the study area. 

3.43. The pitch at Manor Sport and Recreation Centre is of very poor quality, requiring resurfacing works and sports lighting improvements. Although these are necessary and should be a priority, they would not add capacity to the existing pitch, meaning that additional pitch development is the only way in which capacity for hockey can be delivered. 

[bookmark: _Toc224116294][bookmark: _Toc237423614]Tennis

3.44. Table 3 suggests that housing delivery will result in the need for an additional 3 outdoor tennis courts in Mansfield.

3.45. However, based on findings in the assessment report, Mansfield Lawn Tennis Club has capacity for new membership, and there is spare capacity on publicly available courts in the study area, suggesting that all future demand can be met on existing provision. 

3.46. It must be noted however, that there has been recent refurbishment work and the operator appointed by the Council to manage these courts is making progress with bookings, activation and opportunities to play, with the delivery of Free Park Tennis and other sessions to engage young people. This drive in participation could limit the amount of actual spare capacity in the near future.

3.47. There is also a lack of floodlit courts, limiting access to provision throughout the winter to Mansfield Lawn Tennis Club, and it should be a priority to provide accessible courts that offer an online booking to court journey. 

3.48. Consideration should also be made to court improvement where possible. 


[bookmark: _Toc237423615]Scenario 2 - The impact of new housing allocation sites on sporting provision 

3.49. As outlined above, in addition to housing sites that have already been accounted for, MDC has identified 24 housing sites across Mansfield, which will deliver 3,110 new homes by 2043. Although these preferred site allocations account for a proportion of the total housing delivery target, this scenario will identify the impact that they will have on the capacity of outdoor sporting facilities in the study area.  

3.50. Table 8 uses a local average of 2.18 people per home to convert housing delivery into new population.

[bookmark: _Toc237423673]Table 8: New Housing Allocation Sites

	Study Area
	Total Housing Delivery on new sites 2043
	Average Occupancy
	Potential Population Growth

	Mansfield
	3,110
	2.18
	6,780



3.51. This new population generated at preferred housing allocation sites, has been used by Sport England’s Playing Pitch Calculator and Sports Facility Calculator to inform the increased level of demand for each sport in Mansfield. The impact of this is explored for individual sports in Table 9. 

[bookmark: _Toc237423674]Table 9: New Housing Allocation Sites– Impact on demand for individual sports in Mansfield

	Sport
	Age Group
	Demand for Match Equivalent Sessions (MES) in the Peak Period (per season for cricket)
	Demand for Training Sessions or Hours Per Week

	Football
	Adult
	1.17
	12.99 hours on a 3G AGP

	
	Youth
	2.78
	

	
	Mini
	2.54
	

	Rugby Union
	Adult (incl Age Grade)
	0.52
	0.57 MES on a floodlit grass pitch

	Rugby League
	Adult (incl Age Grade)
	0.15
	0.15 MES on a floodlit grass pitch

	Hockey
	Adult
	0.24
	0.72 hours on a sand-based AGP

	
	Junior
	0
	0.18 hours on a sand-based AGP

	Cricket
	Open Ages and Junior
	18.91
	

	
	Demand for Additional Outdoor Tennis Courts

	Tennis
	All
	0.88
	- 



3.52. The additional demand highlighted in Table 9, is applied to the current positions for each pitch sport below. The analysis builds on the future capacities identified in the assessment document which take into account natural population growth and latent demand predictions from clubs. The text and tables below use the nearest 0.5 of a number when stating future demand from housing delivery. 

[bookmark: _Toc237423616]Football

3.53. Table 9 indicates that new housing allocations will add a total of 6.5 MES to grass football pitches across the study area. 1 MES will be on Adult 11v11 pitches, 3 MES on youth pitches and 2.5 MES on mini pitches. 

3.54. Table 10 shows the impact of this additional demand on grass football pitches. The identified growth of youth football will be split evenly between youth 11v11 and youth 9v9. Mini football will be split between 7v7 and 5v5. 

[bookmark: _Toc237423675]Table 10: Summary of Current Supply and Demand Peak time of Play (All figures in MES)

	Pitch type
	Current Position
	Future Position
	Additional Demand – Housing Delivery
	Future Position – Allocated Housing Sites 2043

	Adult 11v11
	-6.5
	-13
	1
	-14

	Youth 11v11
	-1
	-9.5
	1.5
	-11

	Youth 9v9
	-2.5
	-10.5
	1.5
	-12

	Mini 7v7
	1.5
	-8
	1.5
	-9.5

	Mini 5v5
	2
	-7
	1
	-8



3.55. New housing allocations are expected to increase current shortfalls of all grass pitches in Mansfield. Deficits of adult provision will increase to -14 MES, youth 11v11 to -11 MES, 9v9 to -12 MES, 7v7 to 9.5 MES and 5v5 to -8 MES by 2043. 

3.56. As no new allocation site will increase demand substantially enough to require pitch development on-site, the priority should be to deliver new off-site grass and 3G pitches, as well as investment in grass pitch improvement programmes informed by PitchPower assessments.  

3.57. If new housing allocation sites were to provide additional pitches to cater for the new demand they will generate, there will be a requirement for 2 adult pitches, 3 youth pitches and 3 mini pitches. However, this will not entirely reduce the total deficit due to existing shortfalls on provision and other increases in demand such as latent demand predictions and natural population growth.  

[bookmark: _Toc237423617]3G Artificial Grass Pitches

3.58. Sport England’s Playing Pitch Calculator indicates that new housing allocation sites will increase demand by affiliated football teams for 3G pitch provision by 13 hours each week, equating to 0.5 of a 11v11 3G AGP.  Table 11 shows the impact of this on 3G pitch capacity in Mansfield.  

[bookmark: _Toc237423676]Table 11: Future Capacity Analysis for AGPs in Mansfield

	Mansfield
	Current Position
	Future Position
	Football - Additional Demand
	Future Position – Allocated Housing Sites 2043

	Total
	-4
	-5
	0.5
	-5.5



3.59. Demand generated through new housing allocations would increase the deficit of 3G pitches to -5.5 11v11 equivalents, if only full-size pitches are considered. 

3.60. No new housing allocation site will generate enough demand to warrant on-site 3G development, therefore developer contributions should focus on providing off-site provision. As highlighted earlier, there are development proposals for 3G pitches at Elkesley Road Ground, Queensway Park, RH Academy, Oak Tree Leisure Centre, Vision West Nottinghamshire College and Manor Park. 

3.61. Although new housing allocations sites will have a very limited impact on the demand for 3G pitches from rugby union or league clubs, there are significant current shortfalls of training capacity, therefore a rugby compliant surface should be considered for any new 3G development.  

3.62. Although the proposed sites would all support a significant amount of community activity, to ensure that the needs of both rugby union and football are met, it is important that further analysis of the suitability and sustainability of any potential site is carried out at Stage E and the PPOSS steering group begins a decision-making process to establish a priority site for 3G development.



[bookmark: _Toc237423618]Rugby Union

3.63. New Housing allocations will generate demand for an additional 0.5 MES of match play and 0.5 MES for mid-week training each week. Table 12 shows the impact of this on community club sites in Mansfield. 

[bookmark: _Toc237423677]Table 12: New Housing Allocation Sites – Impact on Capacity (all figures in MES)

	Mansfield
	Current Balance
	Future Balance
	Projected Balance – Allocated Housing Sites 2043

	
	Training
	Match
	Training
	Match
	Training
	Match

	Total
	-0.6
	-7.3 
	-2.6
	-8.3 
	-3.1
	-8.8



3.64. Increases in population due to new allocation housing sites, will increase shortfalls for training and match play to -3.1 and -8.8 MES respectively. 

3.65. However, all of the current shortfall is generated at Mansfield RUFC and due to existing team numbers and development aspirations, this is where future growth is also likely to occur. As no allocated housing site will generate enough demand for on-site rugby union provision, and new pitch provision will be more effective if located at an existing community site, the priority should be to secure off-site contributions to develop new grass and 3G pitch provision, undertake pitch improvement programmes and install additional sports lighting on pitches wherever possible. The impact of these potential solutions and related recommendations are explored in the rugby union section of this report. 

[bookmark: _Toc237423619]Rugby League

3.66. Table 9 indicates that new housing allocation sites will have a very limited impact on demand for rugby league pitch provision in Mansfield and consultation suggests that the existing club do not currently anticipate any team growth. The club would rather focus on growing participant numbers and retaining existing players to ensure all existing teams are sustainable.  

3.67. Therefore, although demand may grow slightly, this will be absorbed into the current teams, rather than create additional demand for match play or training sessions.

3.68. However, there is an existing deficit of -6.25 MES at Debdale Park, suggesting that new allocation sites could contribute to the reduction of this shortfall by contributing to grass pitch improvements and new grass/artificial pitch development. The club indicate their desire to increase their usage of 3G pitch provision, therefore any new 3G development should consider ensuring that it is both rugby union and rugby league compliant. 


[bookmark: _Toc237423620]Cricket

3.69. Sport England’s Playing Pitch Calculator states that population growth linked to new housing allocation sites will generate demand for an additional 19 MPS by 2043. Table 13 shows the impact of this on grass wicket provision in Mansfield. 

[bookmark: _Toc237423678]Table 13: New Housing Allocation Sites – Impact on Grass Wicket Capacity. All Figures in MPS.

	Mansfield
	Current Position
	Future Position
	Additional Demand – Housing Delivery
	Future Position – Allocated Housing Sites 2043

	Total
	-105
	-203
	19
	-222



3.70. Table 13 demonstrates that additional demand generated by allocated housing sites will increase the future shortfall to -222 MPS by 2043. 

3.71. If allocated housing sites were to provide additional grass wickets to cater for the 19 MPS of demand they generate, an additional 4 good quality wickets would be required, or 19 grass wickets would need to be improved from standard quality to good quality. 

3.72. There is no requirement for new cricket facilities at new housing sites, rather priority should be given to off-site contributions with the aim of increasing capacity at existing community club sites such as Welbeck Cricket Club where there is a significant deficit of provision. 

3.73. The impact of grass wicket improvements and additional grass wicket development are explored in the cricket section of this report.  

[bookmark: _Toc237423621]Hockey

3.74. Although the Playing Pitch Calculator (PPC) indicates that allocated housing sites will result in a limited increase in demand of approximately 2 hours on a sand-based AGP, due to existing capacity issues, this is unable to be met on the existing pitch at Manor Sport and Recreation Centre. As highlighted above, there is a significant lack of capacity for match play on site, resulting in the inability of North Notts HC to grow and demand from Mansfield HC being exported to Kirkby-in-Ashfield. 

3.75. However, the sand-based AGP at Manor Sport and Recreation Centre is of very poor quality, suggesting that developer contributions from new allocated housing sites could provide off-site investment into resurfacing works and sports lighting improvements, improving the overall playing experience for hockey clubs and ensuring the future sustainability of hockey pitch facilities in Mansfield.



[bookmark: _Toc237423622]Grass Football Pitches 

4.1. To help develop the recommendations/actions and to understand their potential impact, several relevant scenario questions are tested against the key issues in this section, resulting in sport specific recommendations.

4.2. It must be noted that all calculations in this document are based on how youth football is currently structured, however from season 2026/2027, a reduced size 3v3 format will be introduced at U7 age groups, and teams will stay at reduced size pitches for longer, meaning that 11v11 football will begin at U14 rather than U13 as is currently the case. This could result in less usage of 11v11 grass pitches.  

[bookmark: _Toc237423623]Scenario 3 – Exploring the impact of participation growth

4.3. The Stage C assessment explored the impact of population growth to 2043 on grass pitch and 3G AGP capacity. However, the FA predict a significantly higher rate of participation increase. This scenario will explore the impact potential participation growth over the next 5 years to 2031:

· Growth Rate - Mansfield-specific average annual growth, based on previous 3 seasons of Nottinghamshire FA figures, broken down by age groups as:
· Adult Male - +4.6%
· Adult Female - +44.6%
· Youth 11v11 Boys - +7.3%
· Youth 11v11 Girls - +45.6%
· Youth 9v9 Boys - +10.6%
· Youth 9v9 Girls - 0%
· Mini Soccer 7v7 - +8.7%
· Mini Soccer 5v5- 0%

4.4. Table 14 shows the predicted level of team growth, by age category, based on 5-year FA predictions.  

[bookmark: _Toc237423679]Table 14: Future demand driven by participation growth. 

	Age Groups
	Current no. of Teams
	Projected Number of Teams 

	Adult Men 11v11 (16-45yrs)
	32
	42

	Adult Women 11v11 (16-45yrs)
	7
	64

	Youth Boys 11v11 (12-15yrs)
	38
	58

	Youth Girls 11v11 (12-15yrs)
	10
	95

	Youth Boys 9v9 (10-11yrs)
	39
	71

	Youth Girls 9v9 (10-11yrs)
	6
	6

	Mini Soccer Mixed 7v7 (8-9yrs)
	53
	87

	Mini Soccer Mixed 5v5 (6-7yrs)
	32
	32

	Total
	217
	455



4.5. Table 14 shows that participation growth could add 238 teams by 2031, increasing demand for both grass and artificial pitch provision. 

4.6. Table 15 shows the impact of this level of participation growth if all new teams are assigned 0.5 MES of match play demand.

[bookmark: _Toc115700870][bookmark: _Toc115701073][bookmark: _Toc159341162][bookmark: _Toc184718934][bookmark: _Toc221175246][bookmark: _Toc237423680]Table 15: Impact of Participation Growth on Grass Pitch Capacity (All Figures in MES)
 
	Pitch Type
	Current position
	Future position – Incl Latent Demand
	Growth Rate

	Adult 11v11
	-6.5
	-13
	-46.5

	Youth 11v11
	-1
	-9.5
	-62

	9v9
	-2.5
	-10.5
	-26.5

	7v7
	1.5
	-8
	-25

	5v5
	2
	-7
	-7



4.7. As highlighted by Table 15, participation growth would create significant deficits of pitch provision by 2031. However, as women and girls’ football has grown substantially in Mansfield in the past 3 seasons, major increases in demand can largely be attributed to increases in female demand. 

4.8. Although the level of growth identified is potentially unrealistic, it demonstrates the increased stress on grass pitch provision that is created by participation increases. The shortfalls in grass pitch provision identified in the future position, cannot be adequately reduced through pitch improvements, therefore additional pitch development must be prioritised. 


4.9. The assessment document identified a deficit of -3 11v11 equivalent sized 3G pitches in the study area by 2043. However, if only full size 3G provision is considered this deficit increases to -5. However, further participation increases as identified in Table 11, would raise this shortfall further. Based on the FA’s 1:38 model, the growth rate identified in Table 14 and 15 would increase demand for 3G provision by 6 11v11 equivalents and create a shortfall of -11 by 2043.

[bookmark: _Toc237423624]Scenario 4 – Exploring the impact of grass pitch quality improvements on pitch capacity

4.10. This scenario explores how pitch capacities will be impacted if all grass pitches are improved by 1 quality increment (e.g. poor to standard or standard to good). Tables 16-20 shows changes in capacity for each pitch-by-pitch type. Please note that unsecure pitches cannot offer any spare capacity. 

[bookmark: _Toc237423681]Table 16: Grass Pitch Improvements – Adult 11v11 Capacity Analysis 

	Site name
	Security of Tenure
	No. Pitches
	Current Pitch Quality
	Pitch capacity MES
	Pitch demand MES
	Balance Weekly MES
	Peak period MES
	Improved Pitch Capacity - MES
	Improved Weekly Balance - MES
	Improved Peak Period MES

	Carr Lane Park
	Secure
	1
	Poor
	1
	2.5
	-1.5
	No spare capacity
	2
	-0.5
	No spare capacity

	Clipstone Miners Welfare (The Lido Ground)
	Secure
	1
	Good
	3
	1.5
	1.5
	No spare capacity
	3
	1.5
	No spare capacity

	Debdale Park Sports And Recreational Club
	Secure
	2
	Good
	6
	6
	0
	No spare capacity
	6
	0
	No spare capacity

	Elkesley Road Ground
	Secure
	2
	Poor
	2
	6.5
	-4.5
	No spare capacity
	4
	-2.5
	No spare capacity

	Forest Town Arena
	Secure
	2
	Good
	6
	3.5
	2.5
	No spare capacity
	6
	2.5
	No spare capacity

	King George V Recreational Ground
	Secure
	3
	2 x Poor and 1 x Standard
	4
	3.5
	0.5
	No spare capacity
	7
	3.5
	No spare capacity

	Manor Park (Mansfield)
	Secure
	2
	Standard
	4
	2.5
	1.5
	No spare capacity
	6
	3.5
	No spare capacity

	Queen Elizabeth's Academy
	Unsecure
	1
	Standard
	2
	1.5
	0.5
	0.5 (Unsecure)
	3
	1.5
	0.5 (Unsecure)

	Racecourse Park (Mansfield)
	Secure
	1
	Standard
	2
	1
	1
	No spare capacity
	3
	2
	No spare capacity

	RH Academy
	Unsecure
	2
	Good
	6
	6
	0
	No spare capacity
	6
	0
	No spare capacity

	Samworth Church Academy
	Unsecure
	3
	Standard
	6
	1.5
	4.5
	1.5 (Unsecure)
	9
	7.5
	1.5 (Unsecure)

	The Brunts Academy
	Unsecure
	2
	Standard
	4
	4.5
	-0.5
	No spare capacity
	6
	1.5
	No spare capacity

	The Garibaldi School
	Unsecure
	2
	Standard
	4
	2
	2
	2 (Unsecure)
	6
	4
	2 (Unsecure)



4.11. Table 16 shows that pitch improvements to Adult 11v11 pitches would reduce overplay by 3.5 MES, reducing the current shortfall to -3 MES and the future shortfall to -9.5 MES. However, due to the current demand for football at the sites, there would be no impact on the actual spare peak time capacity. 

4.12. The most significant impact would be made at Carr Lane Park and Elkesley Road Ground, where current overplay would be reduced. 

[bookmark: _Toc237423682]Table 17: Grass Pitch Improvements – Youth 11v11 Capacity Analysis 

	Site name
	Security of Tenure
	No. Pitches
	Current Pitch Quality
	Pitch capacity MES
	Pitch demand MES
	Balance Weekly MES
	Peak period MES
	Improved Pitch Capacity - MES
	Improved Weekly Balance - MES
	Improved Peak Period MES

	Carr Lane Park
	Secure
	1
	Poor
	1
	1.5
	-0.5
	No spare capacity
	2
	0.5
	No spare capacity

	Queensway Park
	Secure
	1
	Poor
	1
	0
	1
	1
	2
	2
	1

	Racecourse Park (Mansfield)
	Secure
	1
	Poor
	1
	0
	1
	1
	2
	2
	1

	The Brunts Academy
	Unsecure
	1
	Standard
	2
	4.5
	-2.5
	No spare capacity
	4
	-0.5
	No spare capacity

	The Garibaldi School
	Unsecure
	2
	Standard
	4
	2
	2
	2 (Unsecure)
	8
	6
	2 (Unsecure)

	The John Fretwell Sporting Complex
	Secure
	1
	Good 
	4
	3
	1
	No spare capacity
	4
	1
	No spare capacity



4.13. Table 17 demonstrates that improving the quality of Youth 11v11 pitches would decrease the current overplay by 2.5 MES and create 1.5 MES of spare capacity across the study area. However, no additional spare capacity at peak times would be created. 

4.14. Youth 11v11 pitch improvements should be prioritised at Carr Lane Park and The Brunts Academy to ensure that overplay is reduced as far as possible. 


[bookmark: _Toc237423683]Table 18: Grass Pitch Improvements – 9v9 Capacity Analysis 

	Site name
	Security of Tenure
	No. Pitches
	Current Pitch Quality
	Pitch capacity MES
	Pitch demand MES
	Balance Weekly MES
	Peak period MES
	Improved Pitch Capacity - MES
	Improved Weekly Balance - MES
	Improved Peak Period MES

	Clipstone Miners Welfare (The Lido Ground)
	Secure
	1
	Standard
	2
	2
	0
	No spare capacity
	4
	2
	No spare capacity

	Elkesley Road Ground
	Secure
	1
	Poor 
	1
	6.5
	-5.5
	No spare capacity
	2
	-4.5
	No spare capacity

	Forest Town Arena
	Secure
	1
	Good 
	4
	1
	3
	No spare capacity
	4
	3
	No spare capacity

	Manor Park (Mansfield)
	Secure
	4
	Standard
	8
	2.5
	5.5
	1.5
	16
	13.5
	1.5

	Queensway Park
	Secure
	1
	Standard
	2
	2
	0
	No spare capacity
	4
	2
	No spare capacity

	Racecourse Park (Mansfield)
	Secure
	1
	Standard
	2
	0
	2
	1
	4
	4
	1

	RH Academy
	Unsecure
	1
	Good
	4
	3.5
	0.5
	No spare capacity
	4
	0.5
	No spare capacity

	The Garibaldi School
	Unsecure
	1
	Standard
	2
	1
	1
	1 (Unsecure)
	4
	3
	1 (Unsecure)

	The John Fretwell Sporting Complex
	Secure
	1
	Good 
	4
	0.5
	3.5
	0.5
	4
	3.5
	0.5



4.15. Table 18 shows that by undertaking pitch quality improvements, the current -2.5 MES shortfall of 9v9 provision would be reduced to -1.5 MES per week. However, as with other pitch types, due to current demand for the sites, no additional capacity at peak times would be created. 

4.16. The future deficit of -10.5 MES would be reduced to -9.5 MES if pitch quality improvements were undertaken. 

4.17. Priority sites for 9v9 pitch improvements are Elkesley Road Ground, where overplay can be reduced and Queensway Park due the ability to add capacity to the site, ensuring its future sustainability.  



[bookmark: _Toc237423684]Table 19: Grass Pitch Improvements – Mini 7v7 Capacity Analysis 

	Site name
	Security of Tenure
	No. Pitches
	Current Pitch Quality
	Pitch capacity MES
	Pitch demand MES
	Balance Weekly MES
	Peak period MES
	Improved Pitch Capacity - MES
	Improved Weekly Balance - MES
	Improved Peak Period MES

	Debdale Park Sports And Recreational Club
	Secure
	1
	Good
	6
	6
	0
	No spare capacity
	6
	0
	No spare capacity

	Forest Town Arena
	Secure
	1
	Good
	6
	3.5
	2.5
	No spare capacity
	6
	2.5
	No spare capacity

	Manor Park (Mansfield)
	Secure
	4
	Standard
	16
	3.5
	12.5
	0.5
	24
	20.5
	0.5

	Queensway Park
	Secure
	1
	Standard
	4
	0.5
	3.5
	0.5
	6
	5.5
	0.5

	The John Fretwell Sporting Complex
	Secure
	2
	Good
	12
	3
	9
	No spare capacity
	12
	9
	No spare capacity

	Yeoman Hill Park
	Secure
	1
	Standard
	4
	0.5
	3.5
	0.5
	6
	5.5
	0.5



4.18. Table 19 demonstrates that due to the current number and high-quality nature of 7v7 pitch provision in Mansfield, pitch quality improvements will have limited impact. 

4.19. Although weekly balances at Manor Park, Queensway Park and Yeoman Hill Park will be improved, there will be no increase in peak time capacity and there will remain a future deficit of -8 MES by 2043. 

[bookmark: _Toc237423685]Table 20: Grass Pitch Improvements – Mini 5v5 Capacity Analysis 

	Site name
	Security of Tenure
	No. Pitches
	Current Pitch Quality
	Pitch capacity MES
	Pitch demand MES
	Balance Weekly MES
	Peak period MES
	Improved Pitch Capacity - MES
	Improved Weekly Balance - MES
	Improved Peak Period MES

	Clipstone Miners Welfare (The Lido Ground)
	Secure
	1
	Standard
	4
	2
	2
	No spare capacity
	6
	4
	No spare capacity

	Elkesley Road Ground
	Secure
	2
	Poor 
	4
	4
	0
	No spare capacity
	8
	4
	No spare capacity

	Queensway Park
	Secure
	1
	Poor
	2
	0
	2
	1
	4
	4
	1

	Racecourse Park (Mansfield)
	Secure
	1
	Poor
	2
	0
	2
	1
	4
	4
	1

	The John Fretwell Sporting Complex
	Secure
	1
	Good
	6
	2
	4
	No spare capacity
	6
	4
	No spare capacity


4.20. As with other pitch types, although 5v5 pitch quality improvements will increase the overall capacity of Clipstone Miners Welfare, Elkesley Road Ground, Queensway Park and Racecourse Park, due to existing demand, there will be no impact on actual peak time availability.

4.21. Wherever possible, pitch quality improvements should be considered at all sites, and informed by PitchPower assessments. However, due to their current poor quality and the ability to reduce overplay, priority sites should be: 

· Carr Lane Park
· Queensway Park
· Elkesley Road Ground
· King George V Recreation Ground
· Racecourse Park

4.22. However, pitch quality improvements are not always possible, with other public usage often limiting opportunities for genuine pitch improvements. 

4.23. It should also be noted that pitch quality improvements will have minimal impact in creating additional capacity for match play at peak times, and therefore the development of further grass pitch provision is required to cater for all current and future demand. 

[bookmark: _Toc237423625]Scenario 5 – The impact of the loss of access to unsecure grass pitches 

4.24. Although sometimes used to support community football demand, there are a number of sites within Mansfield that do not offer any security of tenure for clubs or are unavailable. Despite potentially offering spare peak time capacity, these sites are not considered as part of the current and future capacity analysis as public access to them could be removed without notice. 

4.25. This scenario will explore both implications of the loss of unsecure sites and the impact that securing community use agreements could have on the capacity of grass football pitches in the study area. 

4.26. Tables 21 - 23 show all unsecure sites currently used by the community, by pitch type. There are no available, yet unsecure 7v7 or 5v5 pitches in the study area. Please note that it is assumed that all education pitches meet 1 MES of curriculum demand each week. This does not impact the peak time capacity. 

[bookmark: _Toc237423686]Table 21: Adult 11v11 Capacity Analysis – Unsecure Sites

	Site name
	Security of Tenure
	Pitch Quality
	No. Pitches
	Pitch capacity MES
	Pitch demand MES
	Balance Weekly MES
	Peak period MES

	Queen Elizabeth's Academy
	Unsecure
	Standard
	1
	2
	1.5
	0.5
	0.5

	Samworth Church Academy
	Unsecure
	Standard
	3
	6
	4.5
	4.5
	1.5

	The Brunts Academy
	Unsecure
	Standard
	2
	4
	4.5
	-0.5
	No spare capacity

	The Garibaldi School
	Unsecure
	Standard
	2
	4
	2
	2
	2



4.27. Table 21 shows that securing community use agreements on Adult 11v11 pitches would add 4 MES of peak time capacity to the study area, lowering the current deficit to -2.5 MES per week and the future deficit to -9 MES by 2043. 

4.28. However, if access to the community was removed from the sites in Table 21, 4.5 MES of demand would be displaced with no capacity elsewhere to meet additional demand. 

[bookmark: _Toc237423687]Table 22: Youth 11v11 Capacity Analysis – Unsecure Sites

	Site name
	Security of Tenure
	Pitch Quality
	No. Pitches
	Pitch capacity MES
	Pitch demand MES
	Balance Weekly MES
	Peak period MES

	The Brunts Academy
	Unsecure
	Standard
	1
	2
	4.5
	-2.5
	No spare capacity

	The Garibaldi School
	Unsecure
	Standard
	2
	4
	2
	2
	2



4.29. If community use agreements were put in place at The Brunts Academy and The Garibaldi School, an additional 2 MES of spare peak time capacity would be added to Youth 11v11 pitches in Mansfield, creating 1 MES of current spare capacity across the study area.  

4.30. However, if access to the The Brunts Academy was lost, 3.5 MES of demand would be displaced. 

[bookmark: _Toc237423688]Table 23: 9v9 Capacity Analysis – Unsecure Sites

	Site name
	Security of Tenure
	Pitch Quality
	No. Pitches
	Pitch capacity MES
	Pitch demand MES
	Balance Weekly MES
	Peak period MES

	The Garibaldi School
	Unsecure
	Standard
	1
	2
	1
	1
	1



4.31. Securing access to grass pitch provision at The Garibaldi School would add 1 MES of spare peak time capacity to 9v9 pitches, decreasing the current and future deficits to -1.5 MES and 9.5 MES respectively.

4.32. It should be a priority to ensure access for community clubs to all pitch provision is secured wherever possible. However, the focus should be to create community use agreements at: 

· The Garibaldi School
· The Brunts Academy
· Queen Elizabeth’s Academy
· Samworth Church Academy

4.33. There are also a number of sites with grass football pitch provision, that are currently unavailable for community use. These are identified in Table 24. 

[bookmark: _Toc237423689]Table 24: Unavailable Grass Football Pitch Sites

	Site Name
	Number of Unavailable Pitches by Type

	
	Adult
	Youth 11v11
	Youth 9v9
	7v7
	5v5

	All Saints Catholic Academy
	1
	1
	
	
	

	Dawn House School
	
	
	
	
	1

	Farmilo Primary School and Nursery
	
	
	
	1
	

	Forest Town Primary School
	
	1
	
	
	

	High Oakham Primary School
	
	
	
	1
	

	Holly Primary School
	
	
	
	
	1

	King Edward Primary and Nursery School
	
	
	1
	
	2

	Manor Sport and Recreation Centre
	2
	1
	1
	1
	

	Mansfield Primary Academy
	
	
	
	1
	

	Meden School
	1
	
	
	
	

	St Philip Neri With St Bede Catholic Voluntary Academy 
	
	
	
	1
	

	Sutton Road Primary And Nursery School
	
	
	
	2
	

	The Flying High Academy
	
	
	
	1
	

	Wainwright Primary Academy
	
	
	1
	
	

	Total Pitches
	4
	3
	3
	8
	4

	Additional Weekly MES Available
	8
	6
	6
	32
	16

	Additional Peak Time MES Available
	4
	3
	3
	8
	4



4.34. If unavailable pitches in Table 24 were secured for community use, a total of 68 MES would be added to the pitch capacity of Mansfield, 32 MES of which would be on 7v7 pitches. 

4.35. 4 MES of peak time capacity would be added to adult 11v11 provision, 3 MES to both youth 11v11 and 9v9 pitches, 8 MES to 7v7 and 4 MES to 5v5 pitches in Mansfield; significantly reducing current and future shortfalls on all pitch types. 

4.36. It should be a priority to secure community use agreements on unsecure and/or unavailable sites, wherever possible, with a focus on those that are currently meeting demand from community user groups. 

[bookmark: _Toc237423626]Scenario 6 – The relocation of grass football pitch provision at Clipstone Miners Welfare 

4.37. There is now a resolution to grant planning permission for the redevelopment of the Clipstone Miners Welfare site in Mansfield (2004/0007/OUT). [footnoteRef:2]The proposals involve the development of up to 130 dwellings on the existing site and the reprovision of enhanced football and cricket facilities at ‘Clipstone Colliery’, just over the boundary with Newark and Sherwood District Council and 1 mile away from the existing facility.  [2:  https://planning.mansfield.gov.uk/online-applications/applicationDetails.do?activeTab=documents&keyVal=S6MOA9KMIBY00] 


4.38. Development would involve the loss of 1x adult 11v11 (good), 1x youth 9v9 (standard) and 1x 5v5 (standard) and the displacement of 19 football teams from Clipstone FC and Clipstone Welfare Colts. However, it is agreed that all teams utilising the current site will relocate with the pitch provision, limiting the impact on the clubs. 

4.39. Although the loss of pitch provision will be re-provided to an enhanced level with 3x adult 11v11 pitches, 2x mini pitches and 1x 11v11 stadia 3G pitch, as this will be outside of the MDC authority area, there will be loss of pitch provision from the study area. However, there will also be a theoretical reduction in demand, as all teams will also relocate. The current senior football pitch is only compliant to Step 6 of the National League System, wheras the new facility will be compliant to Step 5. 
4.40. Agreed planning conditions will ensure continuity of use for all outdoor pitch provision, with housing development at the current site unable to begin until all new facilities have been fully constructed, laid out and made available for community use, again mitigating against any displacement of demand. 

4.41. Regardless of this development, there will remain future deficits of all pitch types in Mansfield and the development of additional grass and 3G pitches within Mansfield wherever possible should remain a priority. 

[bookmark: _Toc237423627]Football – Grass Pitch Recommendations 

	
1. Improve the quality of grass pitches through PitchPower wherever possible, with priority given to: 

· Carr Lane Park
· Queensway Park
· Elkesley Road Ground
· King George V Recreation Ground
· Racecourse Park

2. Where suitable and avoiding unnecessary travel, consider transferring 5v5 and 7v7 match play demand onto 3G AGPs, creating additional capacity on existing grass pitches. 

3. Support the development of additional grass pitches and ancillary provision wherever possible. 

4. Ensure that community use of education pitches is secured through formal community use agreements that provide security of tenure for community clubs, with priority given to: 

· The Garibaldi School
· Brunts Academy
· RH Academy
· Queen Elizabeth’s Academy
· Samworth Church Academy

5. Ensure housing developments provide appropriate levels of provision to cater for their new population or provide off-site contributions to help develop new pitch provision and/or implement pitch improvement programmes. 


6. Improve poor quality ancillary facilities and provide new facilities where there are deficiencies, prioritising multi-pitch sites with high levels of activity, club managed sites and sites which are key growth sites for women and girls activity. 

7. Explore alternative and club-led management models and support clubs and football organisations to take on long-term management of playing field sites where feasible. 

8. Protect the existing supply of grass and AGP provision, in line with Sport England’s Playing Field Policy and paragraph 104 of the NPPF. 





[bookmark: _Toc237423628]3G Artificial Grass Pitches

5.1 To help develop the recommendations/actions and to understand their potential impact, several relevant scenario questions are tested against the key issues in this section, resulting in sport specific recommendations. 

[bookmark: _Toc237423629]Scenario 7 – The impact of additional 3G development in Mansfield

5.2 As the assessment document states, there is a current deficit of -2 3G pitches in Mansfield for affiliated football teams, rising to -4 if only full-size pitches are taken into account. To cater for additional future demand through population growth and latent demand, a further 1 11v11 equivalent 3G AGP should be considered, increasing the total deficit to -3 11v11 equivalent 3G AGPs by 2043. If small-sided provision is removed from these calculations due to its inability to cater for a large proportion of the demand, then there will be a deficit of -5 by 2043. 

5.3 However, scenario 1 suggests that the identified level of housing development in Mansfield will create demand for an additional 2 full size 3G pitches, increasing the future deficit to -7 11v11 equivalent 3G pitches by 2043. 

5.4 To increase access to 3G provision for both football and rugby union clubs, there are a number of proposals in place for the development of additional 3G AGP pitches. Table 25 provides an overview of these. It should be noted that to support rugby union demand, further provision of World Rugby compliant pitches (WR22) should be considered wherever possible.

[bookmark: _Toc184718942][bookmark: _Toc203995964][bookmark: _Toc237423690]Table 25: Proposed New 3G Pitch Development in Mansfield

	Location
	Number of Pitches Proposed
	Estimated Delivery Date
	Comments

	Elkesley Road Ground (Meden Vale Colts)
	1
	TBC
	Proposal

	Queensway Park
	1
	TBC
	Proposal

	RH Academy
	1
	TBC
	Planning Application Submitted (2024/0717/FUL)[footnoteRef:3] [3:  https://planning.mansfield.gov.uk/online-applications/caseDetails.do?caseType=Application&keyVal=SOSJFQKM00400] 


	Oak Tree Leisure Centre
	1
	TBC
	Proposal

	Vision West Nottinghamshire College
	1
	TBC
	Proposal

	Manor Park
	TBC
	TBC
	Proposal


5.5 Although the development of 6 3G AGPs in Table 25 would reduce the potential future deficit to -1, it is unlikely that new 3G provision at RH Academy would provide a full timetable of peak time availability for community use, instead catering predominantly for Mansfield Town FC affiliated teams and academy. Therefore, a further 2 potential sites would be required to meet both current and future demand by 2043. 

5.6 Both Mansfield Town in the Community and Nottingham Forest in the Community have expressed interest in 3G development and operation in the study area, with the aim of providing outreach delivering initiatives to other football clubs, schools and other local community partners. Operation of 3G provision by a dedicated and experienced footballing organisation, could ensure that community use is maximised and the needs of the local community are met, whilst securing the long-term financial sustainability of the facility. 

5.7 However, the location of any 3G pitch may dictate its ownership and management, and the correct model should be explored and identified within the strategy document of this PPOSS. 

5.8 It is also imperative to ensure that the training and match play needs of rugby union and rugby league clubs are met, by considering the development of world rugby compliant surfaces wherever possible. 

5.9 Although all sites identified above would support a significant amount of community activity, it is important that further analysis of the suitability and sustainability of any potential site is carried out by the PPOSS steering group and a decision-making process undertaken to establish priority sites for 3G development. 

[bookmark: _Toc237423630]Scenario 8 – The impact on demand for 3G pitch provision if all match play demand is transferred to 3G pitches

5.10 The scenario explores the impact on demand if all matches for teams playing competitive football on grass pitches in Mansfield were played on 11v11 equivalent floodlit 3G AGPs. Table 26 uses an FA suggested approach to calculating the 3G match play demand. 

[bookmark: _Toc237423691]Table 26: Full size 3G pitches required for cater for all football match play demand

	Format 
	No. of teams at peak time 
	No. of matches at peak time 
	3G units per match 
	Total units required formats 
	3G pitches required 

	
	(x) 
	(y) = x/2 
	(z) 
	(A)=(y)*(z) 
	B= (A)/64 

	Mini Soccer 5v5
	32
	16
	4
	64
	1.0

	Mini Soccer 7v7
	53
	26.5
	8
	212
	3.3

	Youth 9v9
	45
	22.5
	10
	225
	3.5

	Youth 11v11
	48
	24
	32
	768
	12.0

	Adult 11v11
	39
	19.5
	32
	624
	9.8

	Total (Rounded)
	30



5.11 Table 26 shows that 30 11v11 equivalent 3G pitches would be required to meet match play demand for all affiliated community football teams in Mansfield. 

5.12 Even if all 6 proposed 3G pitches in Table 25 are developed, there would still be a shortfall of 24x 11v11 equivalent 3G pitches. This level of 3G development is significantly above the number of 3G pitches that have been identified to meet the current training demand from clubs and is therefore unrealistic. 

5.13 However, Table 26 shows that 5 full size 3G pitches could meet all match play demand from mini 5v5 and 7v7 teams, with some remaining spare capacity. These pitches could also meet training demand from affiliated clubs and cater for the potential increase in demand created by FutureFit (3v3 for U7 players). 

Further Information

5.14 It should be noted that all identified shortfalls of 3G pitch provision are theoretical outputs generated through the modelling process and should not be interpreted as a direct requirement to deliver the stated number of pitches. Any future 3G AGP proposal should demonstrate a clear strategic need, based on evidence of demand, feasibility and support from relevant NGBs, Sport England and other local partners. 

[bookmark: _Toc176191494][bookmark: _Toc237423631]3G AGP Recommendations 

	
1. Develop additional 3G pitch provision throughout Mansfield, to meet the current and anticipated future shortfalls. Any development proposal should demonstrate that it contributes towards the strategic need in Mansfield and be supported by all relevant NGBs, Sport England and other local partners.

2. Ensure that wherever 3G development is agreed, rugby union and rugby league compliant surfaces are considered. 

3. Ensure that any new 3G pitches are constructed to meet NGB compliant dimensions that are appropriate for that sport, format of play and the appropriate quality performance standards that meet the performance testing criteria. 

4. Protect the existing supply of AGP provision, in line with Sport England’s Playing Field Policy and paragraph 104 of the NPPF.

5. Retain all certified 3G pitches on the respective sporting registers and ensure certification of each is renewed through performance standard testing and ensure new provision is tested and added to the FA 3G Pitch Register. Explore FA small sided registration of small sided 3G pitches and advocate the role they could potentially play for 3v3 match use. 

6. Maximise use of capacity where available at weekends to accommodate match play, to reduce grass pitch shortfalls.


7. Ensure that any new 3G pitches have community use agreements in place. 

8. Transfer a greater proportion of match play onto FA registered 3G pitches in line with the requirement for new 3G provision, to provide capacity for growth and relieve overuse of grass pitches. 






[bookmark: _Toc237423632]Cricket – Mansfield

6.1. To help develop the recommendations/actions and to understand their potential impact, several relevant scenario questions are tested against the key issues in this section, resulting in sport specific recommendations. 

[bookmark: _Toc237423633]Scenario 9 – Securing community use of education sites

6.2. The majority of sites in Mansfield are managed by the cricket club’s directly, a trust or the local authority. There are three education sites which are not currently accessible to the community but could provide additional capacity to support the current deficit. 

6.3. Meden School, Queen Elizabeth’s Academy and The Manor Academy all have artificial wickets, however due to being in poor condition, they are unable to accommodate match play or training. 

6.4. Development of community use agreements would allow clubs to access the site, combined with NTP improvements means that the education sites could be utilised by the local cricket clubs and help to meet the deficit in demand. If NTPs were improved and secured for community use, an additional 180 MPS of capacity could be added to the study area. 

6.5. It must be noted that although useful for training and occasional junior match play, it is often not possible to meet demand, particularly from adults on NTP wickets and clubs aspire to play on grass wickets. 

6.6. However, access to NTPs on education sites for junior match play and training, could help to reduce overplay at Welbeck CC. Although there is also overplay at Clipstone CC, the club are likely to relocate to a high-quality facility and there is already an NTP in place at Mansfield CC that, if improved, could meet additional demand from the club, reducing stress on grass wickets.   

[bookmark: _Toc237423634]Scenario 10 – Exploring the impact of grass wicket quality improvements at community club sites

6.7. This scenario considers how grass wicket quality improvements will impact the capacity position of cricket club facilities across Mansfield. Table 27 shows the sites utilised by community clubs in the study area and how their capacity positions will change based on pitch quality improvements. For the purpose of analysis in this PPOSS it is assumed that: 

· A good quality grass wicket can accommodate 5 matches per season (MPS)
· Standard quality grass wicket can accommodate 4 MPS
· A poor-quality grass wicket has not been assigned any carrying capacity (0 MPS) as it is assumed that the wicket is not safe for formal or informal cricket use
6.8. The analysis below assumed that all wickets will be improved to ‘good’ quality. 

[bookmark: _Toc224117049][bookmark: _Toc237423692]Table 27: The impact of grass wicket improvements in Mansfield – Site Specific

	Cricket Sites
	Cricket Club
	Squares
	Current Quality of Provision*
	Grass Wickets
	Current Grass Supply (MPS)
	Grass Demand
	Current Grass Balance (MPS)
	Improved Grass Supply (MPS)
	Improved Grass Balance (MPS)

	Clipstone Miners Welfare (The Lido Ground)
	Clipstone Cricket Club
	1
	Good
	9
	45
	54
	-9
	45
	-9

	Chesterfield Road Recreation Ground
	Mansfield Cricket Club
	1
	Standard
	14
	56
	54
	2
	70
	19

	The John Fretwell Sporting Complex
	Welbeck Cricket Club
	2
	Good
	16
	80
	178
	-98
	80
	-98

	Debdale Park Sports And Recreational Club
	Sherwood Colliery Cricket Club
	1
	Good
	6
	30
	30
	0
	30
	0

	
	Total
	45
	211
	316
	-105
	225
	-88



6.9. Table 27 shows the difference in capacity between the current facility stock and one where all sites used by cricket clubs are improved to good quality. 

6.10. By undertaking pitch quality improvements, 14 MPS of capacity can be added to the Mansfield study area. However, due to the already good quality nature of grass wicket provision in the study area, the only site where the quality improvements would have an impact is at Chesterfield Road Recreation Ground, home to Mansfield CC, where the current spare capacity of 2 MPS would be increased to a 19 MPS.

6.11. The capacity is impacted heavily by the significant deficit of grass wicket provision at Welbeck CC, where despite all provision being of good quality there is a deficit of -98 MPS. 

6.12. Improvements to pitch quality at the local authority site at Chesterfield Road Recreation ground should be considered in supporting not only Mansfield CC but in providing provision for other local clubs, where their site is at capacity. 

6.13. Consideration should also be given to the improvement of artificial wickets on club and education sites. Improving quality from poor to standard can provide 60 MPS, for the provision of training and junior matches, contributing to a reduction in overplay at club sites. 


[bookmark: _Toc237423635]Scenario 11 – The impact of the relocating grass pitch provision at Clipstone Miners Welfare 

6.14. There is now a resolution to grant planning permission for the redevelopment of the Clipstone Miners Welfare site in Mansfield (2004/0007/OUT). [footnoteRef:4]The proposals involve the development of up to 130 dwellings on the existing site and the reprovision of enhanced football and cricket facilities at ‘Clipstone Colliery’, just over the boundary with Newark and Sherwood District Council and 1 mile away from the existing facility. [4:  https://planning.mansfield.gov.uk/online-applications/applicationDetails.do?activeTab=documents&keyVal=S6MOA9KMIBY00] 


6.15. Planning proposals state that Clipstone CC will be provided with the following facilities in the new location 8 grass wickets and one artificial wicket, and a shared clubhouse. Although the current site is currently overplayed by 9 MPS per season, the NTP is of poor quality and therefore cannot offer any capacity. A good quality NTP on the new site will be able to meet up to 60 MPS of training and junior match play demand, theoretically creating 51 MPS of spare capacity on site. 

6.16. Although cricket facilities are being removed from the MDC boundary area, the Clipstone Regeneration project would also involve all demand for the facilities being relocated. As a result, there will be a very limited impact on the capacity balance within Mansfield

6.17. Agreed planning conditions will ensure continuity of use for all cricket provision, with housing development at the current site unable to begin until all new facilities have been fully constructed, laid out and made available for community use, mitigating against any displacement of demand. 

6.18. Despite this, there will remain significant current and future deficits of grass wicket provision in the study area, and it should be a priority to deliver new wickets wherever possible, alongside carrying out pitch improvement programmes and securing community use of education sites. 

[bookmark: _Toc237423636]Scenario 12 – The impact of additional wicket development.  

6.19. As highlighted in Table 28, the assessment document identified a current deficit of -105 MPS for grass wickets across Mansfield. However, when population growth and latent demand are taken into account, the deficit of grass wicket provision increases significantly to -203 MPS. 

[bookmark: _Toc159341198][bookmark: _Toc184718982][bookmark: _Toc203995999][bookmark: _Toc224117051][bookmark: _Toc237423693]Table 28: Current and Future Position of Adult Grass Wickets – All Figures in MPS

	Analysis Area
	Site Capacity
	Current Demand
	Current Position
	Future Position - 2043
	Future Position (including latent demand)

	Mansfield
	211
	316
	-105
	-133
	-203


  
6.20. Presuming new grass wicket development will be of good quality (capacity of 5 MPS per wicket), there is a requirement for 21 new wickets across the district to completely reduce the current deficits. 
6.21. To reduce the future deficit based on population growth alone, an additional 6 new wickets will be needed, on top of those required to reduce the current deficit. In addition, when latent demand is considered an extra 14 new wickets will be needed to reduce the deficit. 

6.22. Sport England benchmarks assume the average cricket pitch consists of 8 grass wickets. Based on these assumptions, there is a need for an additional 3 pitches across the area to meet current deficits. This additional need increases to 5 new pitches when considering population growth and latent demand predictions by 2043.

6.23. However, when considering the loss of supply and demand of Clipstone CC as outlined above the deficit in supply is reduced from -105 MPS to -96 MPS. The only deficit in supply remains at Welbeck CC. It would be unrealistic to consider developing multiple new pitches for just one club; however, any future development would need to consider how deficit at Welbeck CC could be addressed through additional capacity on site or accessible provision elsewhere in Mansfield. 

6.24. The location of any future pitch development should be informed by further work between Nottinghamshire Cricket, the ECB and MDC at Stage E of the PPOSS. 

[bookmark: _Toc237423637]Cricket Recommendations 

	
1. As part of the Local Plan Review and ongoing planning policy, there is a need to protect all sites designated as cricket playing fields.

2. Improvements to pitch quality at Chesterfield Road Recreation Ground would increase the spare capacity on the site, providing opportunity for teams on overplayed sites. 

3. Relocate Clipstone CC to new premises into neighbouring Newark and Sherwood. 

4. Secure increased access and community use agreements at schools and academies for community clubs at an affordable price for junior matches and training session provision. 

5. Assessment of feasibility of the required pitches to meet increased demand of  a further 3 new cricket facilities to meet current demand and an additional 5 to meet demand by 2043

6. Any future pitch development should look to support Welbeck CC as a result of the significant deficits at John Fretwell Sporting Complex. 

7. Consider the development and usage of NTPs to support junior demand wherever possible. 

8. Any future loss of facilities or non turf pitches will require mitigation. 


[bookmark: _Toc237423638]Rugby Union

7.1. To help develop the recommendations/actions and to understand their potential impact, relevant scenario questions are tested against the key issues in this section, resulting in sport specific recommendations. 

[bookmark: _Toc237423639]Scenario 13 – Exploring the impact of improving all club sites provision to a ‘good’ quality pitch rating from ‘basic’ 

7.2. This scenario explores how improving each grass rugby union pitch on club sites by 1 incremental level, will impact the site and study area capacity positions. Table 29 sets out the match equivalent sessions (MES) possible on each pitch based on Performance Quality Standard (PQS) scores.

[bookmark: _Toc176191448][bookmark: _Toc224117080][bookmark: _Toc237423694]Table 29: Match Equivalent Calculation for Rugby Pitches.

	
	
	Advanced and Good PQS
	Basic PSQ
	Poor PSQ

	Rugby Union
	XV-a-side Pitch
	3.3 MES
	2.6 MES
	2 MES



7.3. Table 30 outlines the current pitch supply at rugby union club sites in Mansfield, as well as the pitch capacity if they were improved to good.

[bookmark: _Toc224117081][bookmark: _Toc237423695]Table 30: Rugby Site Breakdown of Security of Community Use

	Site Name
	Security of Use
	No. Adult Pitches
	Current Pitch Quality
	Improved Pitch Quality
	Improved Site Capacity
	No. Floodlit Pitches

	Elkesley Road Ground (Meden Vale RFC)
	Secure
	1
	Basic
	Good
	3.3
	1

	Mansfield Rugby Union Football Club
	Secure
	1
	Basic
	Good
	3.3
	1

	Mansfield Rugby Union Football Club
	Secure
	1
	Basic
	Good
	3.3
	1

	Mansfield Rugby Union Football Club
	Secure
	1
	Basic
	Good
	3.3
	1

	Queen Elizabeth’s Academy
	Unsecure
	1
	Basic
	Good
	3.3
	0

	The Brunts Academy
	Unsecure
	1
	Basic
	Good
	3.3
	0



7.4. Table 31 highlights how improved PQS scores would impact the training and match play capacity of each site.


[bookmark: _Toc224117082][bookmark: _Toc237423696]Table 31: Supply and Demand Capacity Balance by Site if Pitch Improvements Undertaken (All Figures in MES)

	Site
	
	Number of Floodlit Pitches
	Mid-Week Day/Training
	Weekend Match Day 
	Total Pitch Balance

	
	
	
	Supply
	Demand
	Balance
	Supply
	Demand
	Balance
	

	Meden Vale Rugby Union Football Club
	
	1
	3.3
	1
	2.3
	2.3
	0.5
	1.8
	4.1

	Mansfield Rugby Union Football Club
	
	3
	9.9
	10
	-0.1
	0
	8.4
	-8.4
	-8.5

	
	2.2
	
	-6.6
	-4.4



	Site
	
	Number of Floodlit Pitches
	Mid-Week Day/Training
	Weekend Match Day
	Total Pitch Balance

	
	
	
	Supply
	Demand
	Balance
	Supply
	Demand
	Balance
	

	Queen Elizabeth’s Academy
	
	0
	3.3
	1
	2.3
	2.3
	0
	2.3
	4.6

	The Brunts Academy
	
	0
	3.3
	1
	2.3
	2.3
	0
	2.3
	4.6

	Total
	4.6
	
	
	4.6
	9.2



	Site
	Current Training Balance
	Improved Training Balance
	Current Match Play Balance
	Improved Match Play Balance
	Current Total Balance
	Improved Total Balance

	Meden Vale Rugby Union Football Club
	1.6
	2.3
	1.1
	1.8
	2.7
	4.1

	Mansfield Rugby Union Football Club
	-2.2
	-0.1
	-8.4
	-8.4
	-10.6
	-8.5



	Site
	Current Training Balance
	Improved Training Balance
	Current Match Play Balance
	Improved Match Play Balance
	Current Total Balance
	Improved Total Balance

	Queen Elizabeth’s Academy
	1.6
	2.3
	1.6
	2.3
	1.6
	4.6

	The Brunts Academy
	1.6
	2.3
	1.6
	2.3
	1.6
	4.6



7.5. Table 31 shows that implementing grass pitch quality improvements, has a significant impact on the training capacity of club sites decreasing the community accessible pitch deficit from -0.6 MES to 2.2 MES. This also reduces the weekend match day deficit from -7.9 MES to -6.6 MES. However, there will remain a significant deficit of -8.5 MES at Mansfield RUFC. 

7.6. Education sites offer a further 4.6 MES of both training and match play capacity. When combined with community accessible club sites the training capacity increases to 6.8 MES and deficit reduces to -2.6MES. 

7.7. Table 32 demonstrates how these grass pitch quality improvements will impact the future training and match play capacities at community club sites and overall supply including education.

[bookmark: _Toc224117083][bookmark: _Toc237423697]Table 32: Current Position for All Community Available Rugby Grass Provision – Impact of pitch quality improvements to 2043

	Pitches
	Current Balance without Pitch Improvements
	Current Balance with Pitch Improvements
	Projected Pitch Balance without Pitch Improvements
	 Projected Balance with Pitch Improvements

	
	Training
	Match
	Training
	Match
	Training
	Match
	Training
	Match

	Community Club Sites
	-0.6
	-7.3
	2.2
	-6.6
	-2.6
	-8.3
	0.2
	-7.6

	All Supply including education
	2.6
	-4.1
	4.6
	4.6
	0.6
	-5.1
	6.6
	3.6



7.8. Pitch quality improvements would reduce the projected community club site deficit in match play to -7.6 MES and training capacity deficit to -6.6 MES. Improvements across community club and education sites would provide a surplus in training and match play balance across Mansfield. 

7.9. Although pitch quality improvements will have a positive impact on reducing the current shortfalls of provision across Mansfield, a holistic approach to investment should considered, including grass pitch improvements, sports lighting installation as well as additional grass pitch development. 

7.10. Queen Elizabeth’s Academy and The Brunts Academy education sites would need to be consulted with regarding undertaking major pitch quality improvements. If such improvements do take place there is a need for community use agreements to be implemented to ensure secured access to pitches from community clubs. 

7.11. It should be a priority for all club sites to undertake pitch quality improvements wherever possible. For Meden Vale RFC arranging a PitchPower assessment would be the best starting point to establish what works need to be undertaken to begin to improve pitch quality. During club consultation the club stated that the quality and drainage of the pitch is good, with some groundworks already completed, explaining issues occur during dry spells, where the ground becomes very dry. 

7.12. Mansfield RFC have a PitchPower assessment completed in 2024. The assessment recommends several actions surrounding ground aeration, mowing and seeding of the pitch to improve the quality. Pitch improvements can be costly for clubs and so the RFU offers grants to support clubs in making pitch improvements. 


[bookmark: _Toc237423640]Scenario 14 – Exploring how many additional full size grass pitches are required to remove current shortfalls 

7.13. This scenario aims to identify the level of additional provision required to eliminate all training and match play shortfalls in Mansfield. 
 
7.14. Based on the supply and demand analysis the current match play deficit for the Mansfield area occurs only at Mansfield Rugby Club. The overall pitch balance totals -10.6 MES, due to a training deficit of -2.2MES and a match play deficit of -8.4 MES. 

7.15. Table 33 outlines the surplus in MES which could be achieved with the addition of 2 good quality floodlit pitches at Mansfield RFC. Based on the current demand for the club's facilities, two additional pitches would reduce the current -10.6MES to a surplus of 4.6 MES across training and match play. 

[bookmark: _Toc237423698]Table 33: Match Equivalent Calculations for additional good quality pitches 


	Site
	Number of Floodlit Pitches
	Mid-Week Day/Training (MES)
	Weekend Match Day (MES)
	Total Pitch Balance

	
	
	Supply
	Demand
	Balance
	Supply
	Demand
	Balance
	

	Mansfield RFC
	3
	7.8
	10
	-2.2
	0
	8.4
	-8.4
	-10.6

	Mansfield RFC (2 Additional Good Quality Pitches)
	5
	16.5
	10
	6.5
	6.5
	8.4
	-1.9
	4.6



7.16. Based on the current deficits in both training and match play, there is a need for an additional 4 advanced/good quality pitches in Mansfield. With at least one of the new pitches being floodlit to accommodate training demand. 

7.17. During consultation with Mansfield Rugby Club, proposals for the development of land adjacent to the site were discussed, from which some land will be utilised by the club for additional pitch space, helping to alleviate some of the training and match play deficit. The planning application (2025/0360/OUT)[footnoteRef:5] will involve the development of 1 new senior pitch and grass training area, both which have sports lighting and expanded car parking provision. However, the RFU note in their response to the application that increased changing room capacity will also be required to cater for the additional demand created, in particular from women and girls participants.  [5:  https://planning.mansfield.gov.uk/online-applications/simpleSearchResults.do?action=firstPage] 


7.18. It is unlikely that all four new pitches will be developed on the Mansfield Rugby Club site, however they are the only club currently with a lack of supply and predicted latent demand increase of two adult teams. Increasing the supply by four pitches, accommodates both current and future demand predictions. Realistically development of the four new pitches should be considered across the whole district, not just the Mansfield Rugby Club site. 

7.19. However, when considering the other community club site Meden Vale RFC, there is a lack of space, due to the site having shared usage with football. 

7.20. Community use agreements for the education sites at Queen Elizabeth Academy and The Brunts Academy would also increase pitch supply for community club use and reduce the need for additional new pitch developments within the district. Further consultation with schools would need to be undertaken to consider further pitch development on education sites. 

7.21. Training demand could also be effectively met through WR22 compliant 3G pitch development, increasing the supply available for match play at community rugby club sites. 

7.22. Alternative site locations must be explored across the district to accommodate the additional pitch stock. Further feasibility work could be undertaken to identify housing sites or locations which could accommodate additional pitch stock. 

[bookmark: _Toc237423641]Scenario 15 – Exploring how many additional full-size pitches require sports lighting to alleviate midweek capacity shortfalls

7.23. Based on the current demand and supply levels Scenario 14 identified the need for 4 additional new pitches. In order to meet training demand one of these pitches would need to be floodlit. This would reduce the MES deficit, which currently exists at Mansfield Rugby Club. 
 
7.24. Based on the latent demand growth of two additional teams at Mansfield Rugby Club the development of one additional floodlit pitch would offer enough provision to alleviate both current and future midweek capacity shortfalls. 

[bookmark: _Toc237423699]Table 34: Match Equivalent Calculation for additional sports lit pitch to meet mid week training demand 

	Pitches
	Current Training Balance
	Projected 2043 Balance

	
	Current
	With Additional Sports Lit Pitch 
	Projected
	With Additional Sports Lit Pitch 

	Community Club Sites
	-0.6
	2.7
	-2.6
	-0.9

	All Supply including Education
	2.6
	5.9
	0.6
	3.9



7.25. The addition of one floodlit pitch will lead to a surplus in training MES for community club sites based on the current number of teams participating within Mansfield. Based on additional latent demand figures there is an improvement, but a 0.9 MES deficit remains at community club sites, despite the additional sportslit pitch. When all pitches across the district are considered there is a 3.9 MES surplus in capacity. 
 
7.26. As identified in Scenario 13, if the quality of all the pitches across the district were improved to good quality, there would be no deficit in training match equivalent sessions. The additional floodlit pitch modelled in Table 34 is assumed to be of good quality. 
7.27. However, despite the additional floodlit pitch alleviating the deficit in training capacity, it does not improve the match play deficit, which would still remain. 

7.28. One consideration alongside the development of a new floodlit pitch, is the inclusion of temporary or permanent floodlighting on one or both of the rugby pitches located on education sites. This would provide additional training capacity for the community clubs in Mansfield but would need to be protected for usage through community use agreements. 

7.29. It is unlikely that floodlighting on education sites suggested above will be delivered, however due to the significant current and future deficits of training provision, development should be considered at all sites, alongside the need for additional pitch provision

7.30. It should also be noted that enhanced pitch maintenance regimes would also be required, alongside the delivery of sports lighting, to ensure that the carrying capacity of grass pitches is maximised. 

7.31. 3G AGP development should also be considered wherever possible to help meet the training demand from affiliated rugby union clubs. 

[bookmark: _Toc237423642]Scenario 16 – The impact of additional 3G development

7.32. Scenarios 14 and 15 both discuss the need for additional pitch space within the district to cater for both current and future rugby union demand. Scenario 15 focusses on the requirement for additional floodlit pitches to cater for training demand. Development of WR22 compliant 3G pitches will also provide additional rugby training pitch provision. 

7.33. If the 10 MES of current training demand at Mansfield Rugby Club was to be met on artificial pitches, the Weekend Match Day supply would increase from 0 MES to 7.8 MES, reducing the overall pitch balance for Mansfield Rugby Club to a deficit of just -0.6 MES compared to the current -10.6 MES. 

7.34. A full size 3G pitch has a peak time capacity of 34 hours, 18 of which are during mid-week. This suggests that for all of Mansfield RUFC’s training demand to be met on a 3G pitch, there would be a requirement for 60% of the total mid-week use to be utilised specifically for rugby union. 

7.35. To secure Rugby Union demand on WR22 compliant artificial pitches, community use agreements would be required, setting out parameters for both rugby union and football demand. 

[bookmark: _Toc237423643]Rugby Union Recommendations 

	
1. Work with Mansfield Rugby Club and Meden Vale Rugby Club to review quality, drainage, and maintenance issues, reduce overplay and provide increased capacity for midweek training and match and training at weekends. 


2. Work with Mansfield Rugby Club to identify requirements and potential locations for new pitch development. 

3. Consider the installation of sports lighting on existing and future grass pitches wherever possible. 

4. Consider potential development sites for grass pitch and WR22 compliant 3G pitch provision to deal with current and future pitch provision deficits. 

5. Mansfield DC, RFU, Queen Elizabeth Academy, The Brunts Academy and Mansfield Rugby Club to work together to open up access for the existing community club to existing grass pitches in Mansfield.






[bookmark: _Toc237423644]Hockey 

8.1. To help develop the recommendations/actions and to understand their potential impact, several relevant scenario questions are tested against the key issues in this section, resulting in sport specific recommendations. 

[bookmark: _Toc237423645]Scenario 17 – The impact of the increased growth of junior participation in Hockey

8.2. As agreed with England Hockey, the assessment document used a growth rate of 5% for each age group to establish the future demand for hockey in Mansfield. However, due to successful promotion of the sport, increased participation pathways and elite success, growth in junior participation is thought to be ahead of this. This scenario looks at the impact of a 20% growth in boys 11-13, girls 11-13 and mixed 5–10-year-old membership. 

[bookmark: _Toc184718950][bookmark: _Toc203995974][bookmark: _Toc237423700]Table 33: 20% increase in junior hockey membership 

	Sport and Age Groups
	No. of members
	20% growth
	Projected number of members

	Hockey Junior Boys (11-13yrs)
	21
	4
	25

	Hockey Junior Girls (11-13yrs)
	23
	5
	28

	Hockey Mixed (5-10yrs)
	65
	13
	78

	Total
	109
	22
	131



8.3. The increased growth in junior hockey will lead to 22 additional members at North Notts Hockey Club, creating a total junior membership of 131. 

8.4. As previously identified in the strategy and assessment reports, there is no additional capacity at Manor Sport and Recreation Centre, and the pitch requires significant investment in the surface and sports lighting to ensure its sustainability. The projected increase in junior participation will put further strain on the pitch and additional demand will be forced to find alternate provision outside of the study area.  

[bookmark: _Toc237423646]Scenario 18 – The impact of all exported demand returning to the study area

8.5. Mansfield Hockey Club (male), Ashfield Aztecs (female) and Mansfield Aztecs (juniors), are one club, operating under different names for each section of the club. Mansfield HC has 5 senior male teams; Ashfield Aztecs has 4 senior female teams and Mansfield Aztecs have 25 junior male and 28 junior female members.

8.6. As identified in the assessment document, although the teams are historically based at The Brunts Academy, they were displaced due to the resurfacing of the pitch to 3G, therefore they currently use Kingsway Park AGP in Kirby in Ashfield for most of their training and match play need. However, the pitch is shared with other sports, often creating scheduling issues and resulting in additional pitch hire requirements elsewhere. Consultation suggests that these alternative pitches are often of poor quality. 

8.7. The club aspire to return to Mansfield, however there is no available capacity at Manor Sport and Recreation Centre and no other hockey-suitable provision in the study area. Consultation with the club identified that although the club has grown in recent years, team numbers and membership has now stagnated due to lack of pitch capacity. North Notts HC face similar issues with lack of capacity and quality issues at their own site. 

8.8. To allow Mansfield Hockey Club, Ashfield Aztecs and Mansfield Aztecs to return to the study area, additional sand-based AGP development is required. The development of an additional pitch would not only meet all of the clubs training and match play demand, it could also promote growth of the sport and cater for any overspill generated by North Notts HC at Manor Sport and Recreation Centre. 

8.9. Potential sites for any future sand-based AGP provision should be informed through consultation with clubs, MDC, EH and other potential stakeholders such as schools, trusts and facility operators. 

[bookmark: _Toc237423647]Hockey Recommendations 

	
1. Consider the development of additional full-size sand-based AGP provision to allow for the growth and future sustainability of hockey in Mansfield.

2. Resurface the sand-based AGP at Manor Sport and Recreation Centre. 

3. Replace sports lighting at Manor Sport and Recreation Centre. 

4. Ensure the continued security of use for North Notts HC at Manor Sport and Recreation Centre. 

5. Protect all existing sand-based AGP provision, in line with Sport England’s Playing Field Policy and paragraph 104 of the NPPF.  








[bookmark: _Toc237423648]Tennis and Padel

1.1 To help develop the recommendations/actions and to understand their potential impact, several relevant scenario questions are tested against the key issues in this section, resulting in sport specific recommendations. 

[bookmark: _Toc237423649]Scenario 19 – The impact of additional sports lighting development at Mansfield Lawn Tennis Club

1.2 There are currently 9 courts at Mansfield Lawn Tennis Club, 3 of which have sports lighting installed. Lawn Tennis Association (LTA) calculations suggest that if a court has sports lighting, it has a membership capacity of 60, compared with a membership capacity of 40 if non-floodlit. Grass courts are only accessible for 6 months of the year, therefore can only provide half of the membership capacity. Based on these figures, and as highlighted in the assessment report, Mansfield Lawn Tennis Club has a capacity of 340 members. 

1.3 The club currently has 185 members giving a utilisation rate of 54%. If growth in membership were to grow in line with population, then the club’s membership would grow by 23 people, increasing court utilisation to 61% by 2043. 

1.4 There are aspirations by the club to install sports lighting on additional courts to increase year-round usage. It can be assumed that the 4 grass courts will not require sports lighting, as they are only used during the summer months when there is adequate natural light.

1.5 If sports lighting was provided on the remaining 2 macadam courts, membership capacity would increase by 40 to 380 members. This would result in court utilisation on site, being 48% rising to 54% by 2043. 

1.6 However, the actual impact is more significant, as other than the 3 existing floodlit courts on site, there is no other court provision in Mansfield with sports lighting. Therefore, installation of sports lighting on 2 additional courts, increases the capacity for year-round tennis activity significantly for both members and the wider community. 

1.7 Further sports lighting installation on additional courts at community focused park facilities such as Manor Park and Racecourse Park should also be considered. 

[bookmark: _Toc237423650]Scenario 20 – The impact of Padel court development at Mansfield Lawn Tennis Club

1.8 Mansfield Lawn Tennis Club also aspire to develop 2 Padel courts on site. 

1.9 The assessment report used LTA calculations to identify the level of padel provision that could be supported within Mansfield and suggested that the study area could currently sustain 9 courts, increasing to 10 by 2043. 
1.10 Development of 2 additional padel courts at Mansfield Lawn Tennis Club, would take the total in Mansfield to 6, leaving capacity for a minimum of 4 further courts to be installed. 

1.11 [bookmark: _Toc221175516]Although these figures can be used to help support MDC and other local partners in any decision making and investment priorities, the LTA are clear that padel courts should never replace tennis courts, regardless of their condition or current usage. Any development of padel facilities should, where possible, be covered doubles courts, to ensure maximum utilisation and financial sustainability.

[bookmark: _Toc237423651]Tennis and Padel Recommendations 

	
1. [bookmark: OLE_LINK1]To retain and sustain all tennis courts regardless of quality or utilisation. 

2. To maintain high quality accessible tennis through effective operating models at Carr Bank Park and Racecourse Park.

3. Consider the installation of sports lighting solutions at Mansfield Lawn Tennis Club and all other community accessible courts where demand is evident. 

4. Consider the development of padel court development at Mansfield Lawn Tennis Club

5. Secure long-term community use agreement at education sites. 

6. To ensure tennis demand is considered in relation to future housing developments and population growth. 

7. The LTA has identified Mansfield as one of 72 strategic locations for the development of additional community indoor tennis and padel courts are required. In line with the strategic priorities of the LTA, consider indoor tennis and padel development to compliment outdoor tennis provision. 











[bookmark: _Toc237423652]Rugby League

1.12 To help develop the recommendations/actions and to understand their potential impact, several relevant scenario questions are tested against the key issues in this section, resulting in sport specific recommendations. 

[bookmark: _Toc237423653]Scenario 21 – The impact of additional grass pitch development

1.13 This scenario aims to identify the level of additional provision required to eliminate all training and match play shortfalls in Mansfield. The assessment report identifies that there is currently 1 rugby league pitch in the study area, which is overplayed by -6.25 MES per week, as shown in Table 34. 

[bookmark: _Toc184718969][bookmark: _Toc221175281]Table 34: Supply and Demand Balance – Rugby League

	Site Name
	Carrying Capacity (MES)
	Current Demand (MES)

	
	
	Training
	Match
	Supply and Demand Balance

	Debdale Park Sports and Recreation Centre
	2
	6
	2.25
	-6.25



1.14 Table 34 identifies that the majority of demand (6 MES) for the grass pitch is for mid-week training. Match play demand equates to 2.25 MES per week.

1.15 The PPOSS assumes that a good quality pitch can meet 3 MES per week, a standard pitch can meet 2 MES per week and a poor-quality pitch can only meet 1 MES per week. Based on these figures, the development of 2 additional good quality pitches would reduce the current weekly deficit to -0.25 MES. 

1.16 However, it may be more efficient to develop 1 additional pitch alongside a dedicated training area. If all training demand can be met away from formal grass pitch provision, match play demand can be met on pitches of higher quality and with more peak time capacity.  

1.17 There are a number of currently disused sites across Mansfield, that could be brought back into use to help cater for rugby league demand. Although further feasibility work is required to identify a preferred location, potential sites include: 

· Abbott Road Playing Fields
· Bull Farm Park
· Maun Valley Park
· Oak Tree Leisure Centre
· The Carrs
· The Lords Recreation Ground
[bookmark: _Toc237423654]Scenario 22 – Securing additional access to 3G artificial grass pitches

1.18 As identified in scenario 21, the deficit of rugby league pitch provision at Debdale Park is largely the result of significant training demand by Sherwood Wolf Hunt RLFC. Although the club do utilise the 3G pitch on site (Debdale Park Sports and Recreation Centre), due to large year-round demand from football clubs, they are forced to use the grass pitch to supplement their training demand. 

1.19 If a revised programme of use could be developed, taking into account the opposing seasons of football and rugby league and allowing for all of the club’s training demand to be met on the 3G pitch, the deficit of grass rugby league pitch provision would be reduced to 0.25 MES. 

1.20 Through consultation, the club also highlighted aspirations to move all activity, including summer match play, onto the 3G pitch. This would require the installation of rugby posts, for which potential plans are being explored by the site owners. 

1.21 However, there is currently a significant shortfall of 3G pitches for football, rugby union and rugby league in Mansfield, with a further 4 full size pitches required to meet current demand. This additional 3G demand is expected to increase to 5 by 2043. 

[bookmark: _Toc237423655]Scenario 23 – Undertaking grass pitch improvements at Debdale Sports and Recreation Club

1.22 The non-technical site assessment carried out as part of the PPOSS, suggests that the grass rugby league pitch at Debdale Sports and Recreation Club is of standard quality. Based on the information in Table 35, this gives the pitch a weekly capacity of 2 MES. 

[bookmark: _Toc184718966][bookmark: _Toc221175278]Table 35: RFL guidance on how quality affects playing capacity

	Agreed Pitch Quality Rating
	Match Equivalents per Week

	Good
	3

	Standard
	2

	Poor
	1



1.23 Table 36 shows the impact of improving the quality of the grass pitch at Debdale Sports and Recreation Club, to a ‘good’ quality rating. 



Table 36: Supply and Demand Balance – Rugby League

	Site Name
	Carrying Capacity (MES)
	Current Demand (MES)

	
	
	Training
	Match
	Supply and Demand Balance

	Debdale Park Sports and Recreation Centre
	3
	6
	2.25
	-5.25



1.24 Table 36 demonstrates that improving pitch quality, would only reduce the deficit to -5.25 MES, and would not create any additional peak time capacity, of which there is currently none. 

1.25 Therefore, a holistic approach to investment should considered, that includes grass pitch improvements, additional grass pitch development and securing increased access to 3G pitch provision for both training and match play. 

1.26 Regardless of the potential impact, it should be a priority to undertake pitch quality improvements at Debdale Sports and Recreation Club to ensure the long-term sustainability for rugby league on site. The starting point for this should be to undertake a PitchPower assessment to establish what works need to be undertaken to begin to improve pitch quality. The assessment will provide several recommendations and actions regarding the maintenance and equipment required to improve quality. 

[bookmark: _Toc237423656]Rugby League Recommendations 

	
1. Protect all existing rugby league provision, in line with Sport England’s Playing Field Policy and paragraph 104 of the NPPF. 

2. Consider the development of an additional grass pitch and training area to meet the needs of Sherwood Wolf Hunt RLFC. Specific location for development to be identified by further feasibility work. 

3. Work with Debdale Sports and Recreation Club and Sherwood Wolf Hunt RLFC to undertake a PitchPower assessment on site, with the aim of improving pitch quality to reduce current shortfalls and ensure the sustainability of rugby league activity on site.  

4. Secure additional access to 3G pitch provision for Sherwood Wolf Hunt RLFC. Ideally, this should be through the development of a robust programme of use at Debdale Sports and Recreation Club, which takes into account the opposing seasons of rugby league and football and considers the needs of all sports clubs/teams. 

5. Continue to support Sherwood Wolfhunt RLFC in their growth and retention of players, ensuring their long-term sustainability. 

6. Ensure rugby league demand is considered in relation to future housing developments and population growth. 






[bookmark: _Toc237423657]Netball

[bookmark: _Toc115700931][bookmark: _Toc115701134][bookmark: _Toc159341212][bookmark: _Toc184718997][bookmark: _Toc221175308][bookmark: _Toc237423701]Table 35: Key PPOSS Findings for Netball in Mansfield

	Key Question
	Analysis

	What are the main characteristics of the current supply and demand for provision?
	Education owned sites provide all outdoor netball courts in Mansfield, however none are currently available to the community. 

There is a total of 24 courts in the study area, of which 2 are floodlit. 

There is currently no England Netball affiliated activity within Mansfield, and all demand is catered for by a commercial league, Netball4U. The league facilitates activity for approximately 70 senior teams and 60 young people, across a range of indoor and outdoor sites in Mansfield and the surrounding areas. 

Indoor courts in Mansfield that are used by the league are located at Mansfield RUFC and Vision West Nottinghamshire College. 


	Is there enough accessible and secured community use provision to meet current demand?
	There is a significant shortfall of good quality, floodlit outdoor courts in Mansfield, significantly impacting the ability of many to engage in the sport without incurring large playing costs and/or travel time. 


	Is the provision that is accessible of sufficient quality and appropriately maintained?
	19 of the 24 outdoor courts in Mansfield are of standard quality. 3 courts at Samworth Church Academy and 2 at Vision West Nottinghamshire College are of poor quality. 

There are no good quality outdoor courts in Mansfield. 


	What are the main characteristics of the future supply and demand for provision?
	Consultation with Netball4U indicates that despite challenges with securing appropriate court provision, that demand for Netball remains high in Mansfield.

However, without the development of floodlighting, securing community use agreements and undertaking court resurfacing, the delivery of high-quality netball on outdoor courts in Mansfield will become more of a challenge.  


	Is there enough accessible and secured community use provision to meet future demand?

	There are no appropriate, floodlit outdoor courts currently available to the community in Mansfield. Investment in and the delivery of high-quality outdoor netball courts is vital sustainability of netball in the study area. 






[bookmark: _Toc137573222][bookmark: _Toc176191512][bookmark: _Toc224116358][bookmark: _Toc237423658]Recommendations for Netball

	
1. Protect existing quantity of netball courts.

2. Consider the development of additional floodlit outdoor courts to support mid-week training and match play demand. 

3. Consider the installation of sports lighting solutions on existing courts. 

4. Develop community use agreements at education sites, increasing secure, affordable access to indoor and outdoor court provision. 

5. Support the resurfacing of poor and standard quality courts wherever possible.  

6. Ensure club future demand can be accommodated through existing indoor provision and supplemented through existing supply of outdoor courts, working with facility owners/managers to provide both indoor and outdoor netball.

7. Ensure that any large housing developments provide for netball where necessary, and need is assessed by use of Sport England’s Assessing Needs and Opportunities Guidance (ANOG). Ideally, new netball development should be located as close to the housing development as possible, however it may be more appropriate for additional provision to be provided at existing school sites. 






[bookmark: _Toc237423659]Outdoor Bowls

[bookmark: _Toc129266223][bookmark: _Toc159341217][bookmark: _Toc184719002][bookmark: _Toc221175313][bookmark: _Toc237423702]Table 36: Key PPOSS Findings for Bowls in Mansfield

	Key Question
	Analysis

	What are the main characteristics of the current supply and demand for provision?

	There are currently 6 sites across Mansfield with 7 greens. There are 6 clubs in the MDC area with a total estimated membership of 252 people. 

	Is there enough accessible and secured community use provision to meet current demand?

	All 6 sites in the study are secured for community use, and based on membership figures provided by Bowls England, consultation and Active Lives participation rates, it is likely that there is spare capacity for new bowls demand on all greens. 

	Is the provision that is accessible of sufficient quality and appropriately maintained?

	Of the 7 greens, 2 are rated as good quality and 4 are rated as standard and 1 is rated as poor. Maintenance of most greens is of a good standard. 

	What are the main characteristics of the future supply and demand for provision?
	Future population projections indicate a potential additional 165 players by 2043. Any future growth in demand can be satisfied with the current green stock and is likely to have little impact on the supply and demand balance in the study area.  


	Is there enough accessible and secured community use provision to meet future demand?

	The potential increase in demand of 165 participants by 2043 is able to be met by the current green and club supply. 
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1. Protect existing quantity of all facilities. 

2. Support grounds staff to review quality issues on greens to ensure appropriate quality is achieved at sites assessed as standard and sustained at sites assessed as good.

3. Ensure club future demand can be accommodated on existing supply of greens.

4. Work with clubs to support development and growth of the sport. 
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[bookmark: _Toc221175317][bookmark: _Toc237423703]Table 37: Key PPOSS Findings for Pétanque in Mansfield

	Key Question
	Analysis

	What are the main characteristics of the current supply and demand for provision?

	There are currently 2 pétanque sites in Mansfield with a total of 38 pistes; 16 at Carr Bank Park and 22 at Titchfield Park. 

There are 2 clubs in the study area with a total membership of 163 people. However, based on the Active Lives Survey, it is estimated that 468 individual people engage in pétanque at least once per year in Mansfield. 


	Is there enough accessible and secured community use provision to meet current demand?

	Both pétanque sites offer secure community use, and based on membership figures, consultation and Active Lives participation rates, it likely that there is spare capacity for at both sites. 

	Is the provision that is accessible of sufficient quality and appropriately maintained?

	Based on non-technical site assessments, both sites offer standard quality provision, supported by adequate ancillary provision. 

	What are the main characteristics of the future supply and demand for provision?
	Future population projections indicate a potential 60 additional players by 2043. Any future growth in demand can be satisfied with the current stock and is likely to have little impact on the supply and demand balance in the study area.  


	Is there enough accessible and secured community use provision to meet future demand?

	The potential increase in demand of 60 participants by 2043 is able to be met by the current supply. 



[bookmark: _Toc237423662]Recommendations for Pétanque 

	
1. Protect existing quantity of all facilities. 

2. Support grounds staff to review quality issues on pistes to ensure appropriate quality is achieved at sites assessed as standard and sustained at sites assessed as good.

3. Ensure club future demand can be accommodated on existing supply of pistes.

4. Work with clubs to support development and growth of the sport. 
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[bookmark: _Toc176191474][bookmark: _Toc237423704][bookmark: _Toc137032403]Table 38: Summary of Recommendations

	Objective
	Recommendation

	OBJECTIVE 1: 
To protect the existing supply of outdoor sports provision to meet current and future needs
	· Recommendation 1: Ensure, that all existing outdoor sports facilities are protected through the implementation of local, national and Sport England planning policy; 

· Recommendation 2: Secure tenure and access to sites for participation-focused development clubs, through a range of solutions and partnership agreements; and

· Recommendation 3: Ensure continued use of education facilities where there is a need, these should have long-term security agreements where possible. 


	OBJECTIVE 2:  
To enhance outdoor sports provision and ancillary facilities through improving quality and management of sites
	· Recommendation 4: Improve quality of playing pitches and ancillary facilities;

· Recommendation 5: Work with facility owners, operators and sports clubs to ensure there is an appropriate maintenance regime and all pitches being improved.

· Recommendation 6: Secure external funding in partnership with other stakeholders; and

· Recommendation 7: Secure developer contributions.


	OBJECTIVE 3: 
To provide new outdoor sports facilities where there is current or future demand to do so
	· Recommendation 8: Identify opportunities to add to the overall stock to accommodate both current and future demand;

· Recommendation 9: Rectify quantitative shortfalls through the current stock; and

· Recommendation 10: develop facilities in the area of greatest demand to minimise travel time for residents.
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[bookmark: _Toc237423664]Action Plan 

13.1. The Sport Specific Action Plan Appendix 1 provides individual sport recommendations and individual site recommendations by geographic area and reflect the outcomes of the scenarios and identified quantitative and quality improvements identified in the assessment report and strategy document of this report.

13.2. The Sport Specific and Individual Site Action Plans are given timescales to deliver:

	Short Term Delivered against or worked towards within three years (ahead of the first full review of the PPOSS);
	Medium Term. Delivered within 6 years; and
	
Long Term. No specific date – In many instances the action is an aspiration and is general support for clubs or other bodies to progress with and is not an action the Council or the Playing Pitch & Outdoor Sport Steering Group have control over.




13.3. The strategic actions within Appendix 1 have also been ranked as low, medium, or high based on cost. These are based on Sport England’s estimated facility costs. The range in which these sit is:

	(L) - Low - less than £50k
	(M) - Medium - £50k-£250k
	(H) - High £250k and above



13.4. In addition to using the planning system to lever in developer contributions, it is recognised that external partner funding will need to be sought to deliver much of the action plan because there are many competing demands for developer contributions and the funding available is unlikely to be sufficient to meet the identified projects. Although seeking developer contributions in applicable situations and other local funding/community schemes could go some way towards providing for new residents and could contribute towards meeting existing deficiencies and/or improving provision, other potential/match sources of funding will need be investigated e.g. look to apply for grants and work with NGBs and Sport England to seek partnership funding for several projects.

13.5. It is important that the PPOSS Steering Group keep this strategy alive and Mansfield use it to make informed investment and planning decisions. This will be achieved by:

· Monitoring the delivery of the recommendations and actions;
· Providing up to date annual supply and demand for pitch stock; and
· Addressing changing trends and formats for the different pitch sports as they develop and monitoring participation of these changes and trends.


[bookmark: _Toc237423665]Disclaimer
 
Forecasts and recommendations in any proposal, report or letter are made in good faith and on the basis of the information before the Company at the time. Their achievement must depend, among other things, on effective co-operation of the Client and the Client’s staff. In any consequence, no statement in any proposal, report or letter is to be deemed to be in any circumstances a representation, undertaking, warranty, or contractual condition.
 
 
© 2026 Strategic Leisure Limited 
All rights reserved
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