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PART 1: INTRODUCTION 
 
This is the Playing Pitch Strategy (PPS) Assessment Report prepared by Knight 
Kavanagh & Page (KKP) for Oldham Council (OC). 
 
The study covers all playing pitches as well as some non-pitch sports. The full list of 
sports facilities covered is set out below: 
 
 Football pitches 
 Cricket pitches 
 Rugby league 
 Rugby union pitches 
 Hockey/ Artificial Grass Pitches (AGPs) 
 Tennis courts 
 Bowling greens 
 Athletics tracks 
 
This report presents a supply and demand assessment of playing pitch facilities in 
accordance with Sport England’s Playing Pitch Strategy Guidance: An approach to 
developing and delivering a playing pitch strategy.  It has been followed to develop a clear 
picture of the balance between the local supply of, and demand for, playing pitches and 
other outdoor sports facilities.  
 
The guidance details a stepped approach to developing a Playing Pitch Strategy (PPS).  
These steps are separated into five distinct sections: 
 
 Stage A: Prepare and tailor the approach  
 Stage B: Gather information and views on the supply of and demand for provision  
 Stage C: Assess the supply and demand information and views  
 Stage D: Develop the strategy  
 Stage E: Deliver the strategy and keep it robust and up to date  
 
Stages A-C are covered in this report. 
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Stage A: Tailoring the approach  
 
Why the PPS is being developed 
 
This strategy sits within the context of the Oldham Sport and Physical Activity Strategy. 
An internal strategic steering group has been set up to develop this brief. The rationale for 
the strategy will help to deliver on the broader agenda to increase participation in sport 
and physical activity, which is key to improving health and wellbeing outcomes. The need 
to address significant health and wellbeing issues is acknowledged in the Oldham Local 
Plan in order to ensure there is an active population able to make the most of job 
opportunities and able to play a positive role in social and civic life. In addition: 
 
 The Councils existing Playing Pitch Strategy dates back to 2004 is now out of date 

and in need of replacing/updating. 
 To help deliver the health agenda  
 To inform the investment strategy for Oldham Council  initiatives 
 To inform local planning policy, planning decisions and potential developer 

contributions 
 To inform sports development initiatives 
 To reflect and inform wider Oldham Council strategic asset and service reviews 
 To help facilitate community use of outdoor facilities on education sites 
 
The overall aim of this project is to: 
 
 Produce a playing pitch strategy for Oldham Council, which includes the 

development of policy options, recommendations and an action plan. 
 Ensure the integration of and clear linkages between the developed strategy and the 

borough’s other strategy documents.  
 Provide a comprehensive assessment of the supply of, demand for and distribution of 

accessible outdoor playing pitches and outdoor facilities in and around Oldham. An 
analysis of the quantity and quality of this and other outdoor sports facilities in the 
borough including private and voluntary facilities.  An assessment report of demand 
and supply that identifies key issues and findings, followed by a strategy that includes 
policy options, recommendations and a site specific action plan based on any sub 
areas used for analysis purposes (e.g. wards, neighbourhood areas etc.)  This 
should be done in partnership.  

 Support effective strategic management of the Council’s corporate estate and inform 
the Corporate Medium Term Property Strategy. 
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In addition to the generic key drivers set out above the main pitch sport National 
Governing Bodies of Sport (NGBs) have set out sport specific key drivers for Oldham:  
 

National Governing 
Body (NGB) 

Key drivers  

England & Wales 
Cricket Board (ECB)  

 Working towards ECB Champion Counties Strategic Plan 2014 – 
2017. 

 Priority focus on engaging with south Asian communities in 
Oldham. 

 Improve the quality of cricket pitches to achieve a greater capacity.  

 Ensure there is access to education sites to accommodate cricket. 

 Ensure there is enough provision for predicted growth (Oldham is 
a priority area for increased participation). 

 Enhancing opportunities for informal cricket e.g. Last Man Stands 
(LMS).  

 To ensure sustainable assets which may be appropriate for 
community asset transfer 

England Hockey (EH)  Establish ‘The Single System’ in the study area to support the 
development pathway for players, coaches and officials of all ages 
and abilities to reach their full potential.  

 Ensure there is access to good quality artificial grass pitches and 
ancillary facilities both now and in the future. 

 Ensure there is enough provision (including accessibility) for 
predicted growth to support priority clubs  

 Ensure access to school sites is maintained and secured through 
the appropriate community use agreements. 

 Ensure any new hockey provision in the study area supports 
localised hockey demand and any hockey development 
programmes.  

The Football 
Association (FA) 

 Working towards The FA National Facilities Strategy (2013 – 2015) 
and The FA National Game Strategy (2011 – 2015) 

 Ensure any investment (current and future) is ‘value for money’.  

 Ensure there is access to education sites to accommodate the 
game.  

 Protect the right sites for current and future football participation.  

 Provide new pitches and facilities to FA standards where needed.  

 Implement an accurate pricing policy for grass root football clubs 
including discounts for FA Charter Standard Clubs.  

 Ensure there is an appropriate maintenance of grass and artificial 
pitches particularly to pitches which have been grant funding (i.e., 
Football Foundation).  

 To ensure sustainable assets which may be appropriate for 
community asset transfer 

Rugby Football League 
(RFL) 

 To deliver on the RFL Community Facilities Strategy and the RFL 
Clean, Dry Safe & Playable policy 

 To improve pitch quality across the Borough. 

 To ensure there is access to good quality match and training 
pitches and ancillary facilities to meet existing and future demand 

 To seek opportunities to be less reliant upon public sector 
provision.  

 To ensure any assets which may be appropriate for community 
asset transfer are sustainable 
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National Governing 
Body (NGB) 

Key drivers  

Rugby Football Union 
(RFU) 

 Working towards the Rugby Football Union National Facilities 
Strategy (2013-2017). 

 To ensure there is sustainable access to pitches in Oldham to 
satisfy predicted growth (particularly in light of the World Cup 
2015) and retention aspirations of Oldham RUFC. 

 To protect and improve quality of pitches, ancillary facilities and 
floodlights as current and future demand requires.  

 To improve access to training areas in order to preserve pitches 
for matches. 

 
The extent of the study area 
 
The study area will comprise the whole of the Oldham Council (OC) administrative area 
which stretches from the boundary of Ashton up to Saddleworth. There are multiple cross-
border issues relating to displaced demand. This is most pronounced in football, where 
there is both imported and exported demand on the majority of urban boundaries i.e. 
Rochdale, Manchester and Tameside. For cricket, cross boundary travel is most frequent 
in the more rural areas with flow towards Kirklees due to the presence of the Huddersfield 
League. Both rugby league and union appears to be played within the boundaries of 
Oldham itself.  
 
In order to differentiate in particular between the urban and rural areas of the Borough six 
districts areas have been adopted. These also reflect Oldham Council’s six District 
Executives which make decisions about the strategic priorities for each area. Breaking up 
the Assessment and Strategy in this way will also further aid the political buy-in and 
adoption process. 
 



OLDHAM PLAYING PITCH STRATEGY 
ASSESSMENT REPORT 

 

March 2015                      Assessment Report: Knight Kavanagh & Page                     8 

Analysis area Ward Population (2011 
Census) 

Chadderton Chadderton Central 

Chadderton North 

Chadderton South 

32,504 

Failsworth & Hollinwood Failsworth East 

Failsworth South 

Hollinwood 

33,299 

Oldham District Alexandra 

Coldhurst 

Medlock Vale 

St Mary’s 

St James 

Waterhead 

Werneth 

85,673 

Royton Royton North 

Royton South 

21,284 

Saddleworth & Lees Saddleworth North 

Saddleworth South 

Saddleworth West and Lees 

31,072 

Shaw & Crompton Crompton 

Shaw 

21,065 

 
What makes the study area different? 
 
Oldham covers an area that is diverse both geographically and in terms of the local 
population. In the North West of Greater Manchester, its 55 square miles stretch from the 
moors and relatively rural and prosperous communities of Saddleworth to the densely-
populated and significantly deprived urban areas of Failsworth and Hollinwood. 
 
Key stats taken from the Oldham Sport and Physical Activity Strategy 2013-18: 
 
 Against Sport England’s primary outcome measure the latest Active People Survey 

(APS) figures2 highlights that 31.2% of adults participate in sport and active 
recreation once a week for 30 minutes within Oldham, which places it ninth in 
Greater Manchester and 260th of all local authorities in England.  

 According to the APS3 Oldham has the lowest level in Greater Manchester for adults 
participating in sport and recreation three times a week for at least 30 minutes and is 
ranked 310th of local authorities in England. Stockport is the highest in Greater 
Manchester with a participation figure of 26.2% with a participation rate of 18.8% in 
Oldham, a figure which has not changed significantly since 2005.  

 Participation by adult women three times a week for 30 minutes is more than 6% 
below the regional average, with the disparity increasing since 2005/06.  

 Despite recent decreases in inactivity levels, these are still above the regional and 
national average, particularly for females, Non-Whites and those with disabilities. As 
of 2010/12 52.2% of people in Oldham were classed as inactive. Inactivity levels 
increase to over 59% for females and non-whites whilst 77% of residents in Oldham 
with a limiting disability are inactive.  

 Life expectancy in Oldham is the 18th worst in England for men and the 13th worst 
for women. A baby boy born in Oldham can expect to live 2.8 years less than the 
national average. For a baby girl the figure is 2.4 years. Moreover, there is a 
significant gap in life expectancy across different parts of the borough, with men in 
Coldhurst living, on average, ten years less than men in Saddleworth South. 
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 Obesity is a major threat to health. In Oldham it is estimated that over a quarter of the 
more affluent population are obese with more than half the Oldham wards having 
higher estimated obesity prevalence than the England average. Across the borough 
10% of children in Reception and 18% of children in Year 6 are classified as obese. 

 Oldham has larger than average representation with people from BME communities 
with 30% of school age children not speaking English as their first language. 
Research suggests that a lack of cultural understanding and awareness of the needs 
of BME communities in sport and physical recreation, and, in some cases, a lack of 
consultation with BME communities in the development and provision of culturally-
appropriate facilities and services can be a barrier to increasing participation. 

 Oldham has the second highest proportion of young people not in work in Greater 
Manchester and a significantly larger proportion of people have no skills than the 
Greater Manchester and national averages. Although the employment rate is falling 
nationally, the gap between Oldham and the national average is widening. 

 Of Oldham’s population, over 22.3% (some 50,000 people) are aged 0-15 years, 
compared to just 18.9% in England and 20% in Greater Manchester. It is projected 
that Oldham will continue to have a relatively youthful age structure, with the 0-15 
age band increasing to 23.1% of the overall population by 2022. 

 The population of Oldham is growing at a rate of 4.5% and is estimated to be 
229,700 by the end of 2022. This means that in real terms an increase the number of 
people participating is required merely to maintain the current percentage levels of 
participation. 

 
Stage B: Gather information and views on the supply of and demand for provision 
 
It is essential that a PPS is based on the best and most accurate and up-to-date 
information available about the supply of and demand for playing pitches.  This section 
provides detail about how this information has been gathered in Oldham.   
 
An audit of playing pitches 

PPS guidance uses the following definitions of a playing pitch and playing field.  These 
definitions are set out by the Government in the 2010 ‘Town and Country Planning 
(Development Management Procedure) (England) Order’.1 
 
 Playing pitch – a delineated area which is used for association football, rugby, 

cricket, hockey, lacrosse, rounders, baseball, softball, American football, Australian 
football, Gaelic football, shinty, hurling, polo or cycle polo. 

 Playing field – the whole of a site which encompasses at least one playing pitch. 
 
This PPS counts individual grass pitches (as a delineated area) as the basic unit of 
supply. The definition of a playing pitch also includes AGPs. 
 
Quantity 
 
All playing pitches are included irrespective of ownership, management and use. Playing 
pitch sites were initially identified using Sport England’s Active Places web based 
database. The Council and NGBs supported the process by checking and updating this 
initial data. This was also verified against club information supplied by local leagues.  
  

                                                
1
. www.sportengland.org>Facilities and Planning> Planning Applications 

http://www.sportengland.org/
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For each site the following detail is recorded in the project database (supplied as an 
electronic file): 
 
 Site name, address (including postcode) and location 
 Ownership and management type  
 Security of tenure  
 Total number, type and quality of pitches 
 A description and the quality of the ancillary facilities  
 
Accessibility 
 
Not all pitches offer the same level of access to the community. The ownership and 
accessibility of sports pitches also influences their actual availability for community use. 
Each site is assigned a level of community use as follows: 
 
 Available for community use and used - pitches in public, voluntary, private or 

commercial ownership or management (including education sites) recorded as 
being available for hire and currently in use by teams playing in community leagues.  

 Available but unused - pitches that are available for hire but are not currently used 
by teams which play in community leagues; this most often applies to school sites 
but can also apply to sites which are expensive to hire. 

 No community use - pitches which as a matter of policy or practice are not 
available for hire or use by teams playing in community leagues. This should include 
professional club pitches along with some semi-professional club pitches where play 
is restricted to the first or second team. 

 Disused – pitches that are not being used at all by any users and are not available 
for community hire either. Once these sites are disused for five or more years they 
will then be categorised as ‘lapsed sites’. 

 Lapsed - last known use was as a playing field more than five years ago (these fall 
outside of Sport England’s statutory remit but still have to be assessed using the 
criteria in paragraph 74 of the National Planning Policy Framework). 

 
In addition, there should be a good degree of certainty that the pitch will be available to 
the community for at least the following three years. A judgement is made based on the 
information gathered and a record of secured or unsecured community use put against 
each site. 
 
Disused/lapsed sites 
 

Site name Analysis area Status  Comments 

Breezehill Oldham Disused AGP not part of the site re-development 
but is disused. 

CPD Centre, Fitton 
Hill (Rosary Road) 

Oldham Disused Playing field remains, it is currently 
vacant but the Council propose to enter 
into a 25 year lease to Fitton Bulldogs 
RLFC.  

Former Marland 
Fold / Springbrook 
School 

Oldham Disused Grass pitch at the site next to the CPD 
subject to Section 77. 

Granby Street Chadderton Disused Grass playing field – potential for two 
football pitches. 

Haggate Royton Lapsed Previously contained junior football 
pitches. 
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Site name Analysis area Status  Comments 

Higher Lime Playing 
Field 

Failsworth & 
Hollinwood 

Lapsed Vacant grass playing field which is 
proposed as a replacement site for the 
Lancaster Club.  

Kaskenmoor/ 
Oldham Sport for All 
Centre 

Hollinwood Disused One full size sand dressed AGP which is 
disused due to poor quality. Subject to 
Section 77. 

Lees Recreation 
Ground (Hope 
Playing Fields) 

Oldham Lapsed Overgrown playing field adjacent Snipe 
Clough Recreation Ground. 

Merton Playing 
Fields 

Failsworth & 
Hollinwood 

Disused Previous education site that is now 
vacant. The Council has ceased 
maintaining the site as the budget to 
support this activity is no longer 
available following the closure of St. 
Augustine’s. The Council is, however, in 
discussions with Hulme Grammar 
School regarding a possible lease of the 
site. The proposed lease has been 
agreed and a draft version is being 
considered by the School. There is no 
current formal use although the school 
might be accessing the pitch in advance 
of the completion of the lease due to 
lack of security on the site. 

Pitches at 
Constantine 
Street/Leesbrook/ 
Greenacres 

Oldham Lapsed 1 or 2 lapsed playing fields. 

South Chadderton 
School 

Chadderton Disused Site is subject to Section 77. 

The Hathershaw 
College of 
Technology & Sport 
(Cricket pitch) 

Oldham Disused Used within the last five years but 
assessed as poor quality and deemed 
unsuitable to accommodate cricket.   

Waterhead 
Academy (Cricket 
Pitch) 

Oldham Disused Used within the last five years but 
assessed as poor quality and deemed 
unsuitable to accommodate cricket.   

 
Quality 
 
The capacity for pitches to regularly provide for competitive play, training and other 
activity over a season is most often determined by their quality.  As a minimum, the 
quality and therefore the capacity of a pitch affects the playing experience and people’s 
enjoyment of a sport.  In extreme circumstances it can result in a pitch being unable to 
cater for all or certain types of play during peak and off peak times. 
 
It is not just the quality of the pitch itself which has an effect on its capacity but also the 
quality, standard and range of ancillary facilities. The quality of both the pitch and 
ancillary facilities will determine whether a pitch is able to contribute to meeting demand 
from various groups and for different levels and types of play. 
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The quality of all pitches identified in the audit and the ancillary facilities supporting them 
is assessed regardless of ownership, management or availability.  Along with capturing 
any details specific to the individual pitches and sites, a quality rating is recorded within 
the audit for each pitch.  
 
The ratings are used to help estimate the capacity of each pitch to accommodate 
competitive and other play within the supply and demand assessment.   
 
In addition to undertaking non-technical assessments (using the templates provided 
within the guidance and as determined by NGBs), users and providers were also 
consulted with regard to quality and in some instances the quality rating adjusted to 
reflect this. 
 
Developing a picture of demand 
 
Current demand 
 
Presenting an accurate picture of current demand for playing pitches (i.e. recording how 
and when pitches are used) is important in order to carry out the full supply and demand 
assessment. Demand for playing pitches in Oldham tends to fall within the categories: 
 
 Organised competitive play 
 Organised training 
 Informal play  
 
In addition, unmet and displaced demand for provision is also identified on a sport by 
sport basis.  Unmet demand is defined as the number of additional teams that could be 
fielded if access to a sufficient number of pitches (and ancillary facilities) was available. 
Displaced demand refers to teams that are generated from residents of the area but due 
to any number of factors do not currently play within the area.   
 
Future demand 
 
Alongside current demand it is important for a PPS to assess whether the future demand 
for playing pitches can be met.  Using population projections, an estimate can be made 
of the likely future demand for playing pitches in Oldham. 
 
The resident population in Oldham is 225,8752. By 2037, the Council’s population is 
projected to increase to 245,450 an increase of (or equivalent to a percentage increase 
of 7.9%). 
 
In order to calculate future demand for pitches, team generation rates (TGRs) are used. 
TGRs breakdown the current and future population by age group (according to team age 
groups for that particular sport) and therefore, the percentage increase fluctuates from a 
decrease of 3.4% for some age groups and an increase of 4.1% in others. 
 
  

                                                
2
Source: Office for National Statistics 2011 Census and 2011 Interim Based Population Projections 
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Other information sources used to help identified future demand include: 
 
 Recent trends in the participation in playing pitch sports. 
 The nature of the current and likely future population and their propensity to 

participate in pitch sports. 
 Feedback from pitch sports clubs on their plans to develop additional teams. 
 Any local and NGB specific sports development targets (e.g.’ increase in 

participation). 
 
Current and future demand for playing pitches is presented on a sport by sport basis 
within the relevant sections of this report.  
 
Consultation 
 
A variety of consultation methods is used to collate demand information. Face to face 
consultation was carried out with key clubs from each sport. This allowed for collection of 
detailed demand information and exploration of key issues to be interrogated and more 
accurately assessed.  
 
For data analysis purposes an online survey (converted to postal if required) was 
utilised. This was sent to all clubs not covered by face to face consultation.  
 
Consultation response rates 

Type of club No. of clubs 
in Oldham 

Response 
rate 

Methods of consultation 

Football clubs
[1]

 98 62% Survey, face to face and 
telephone  Football teams 424 79% 

Cricket clubs 18 94% Survey, face to face and 
telephone 

Rugby League clubs 7 100% Survey, face to face and 
telephone 

Rugby Union clubs 1 100% Face to face and telephone 

Hockey clubs 1 100% Survey, face to face and 
telephone 

Tennis clubs 4 75% Survey and telephone 

Bowls clubs 54 70% Survey and telephone 

Athletics clubs 1 100% Survey and telephone 

Secondary schools* 15 80% Survey, face to face and 
telephone 

Primary schools 89 63% Survey and telephone 

 
* Please note that the three outstanding secondary schools were not visited but 
information with regard to these was collected. 
 
  

                                                
[1]

 KKP contacted outstanding clubs on a minimum of three occasions to attempt to improve the 
response rate.  
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Stage C: Assess the supply and demand information and views 
 
Supply and demand information gathered within Section B was used to assess the 
adequacy of playing pitch provision in Oldham. It focused on looking at how much use 
each site could potentially accommodate (on an area by area basis) compared to how 
much use is currently taking place.   
 
Understand how a site is being used 
 
Qualitative pitch ratings are linked to a pitch capacity rating derived from NGB guidance 
and tailored to suit a local area. The quality and use of each pitch is assessed against 
the recommended pitch capacity to indicate how many match equivalent sessions per 
week (per season for cricket) a pitch could accommodate.  
This is compared to the number of matches actually taking place and categorised as 
follows to identify:  
 

Potential spare capacity: Play is below the level the site could sustain.  

At capacity: Play is at a level the site can sustain.  

Overused: Play exceeds the level the site can sustain  

 
Develop the current picture of provision 
 
Once capacity is determined on a site by site basis, actual spare capacity is calculated 
on an area by area basis via further interrogation of temporal demand. Although this may 
have been identified it does not necessarily mean that there is surplus provision. For 
example, spare capacity may not be available when it is needed or the site may be 
retained in a ‘strategic reserve’ to enable pitch rotation to reduce wear and tear. 
 
Capacity ratings assist in the identification of sites for improvement/development, 
rationalisation, decommissioning and disposal.  
 
Section D: Develop the strategy 
 
Scenario testing 

It may be useful to take some time at the beginning of this stage to explore the key 
findings and issues from the assessment work (Stage C) in order to develop the 
recommendations and actions. This will help to understand the potential impact of any 
recommendations and actions along with ensuring they are study area, sport and site 
specific. Looking at a number of relevant scenario questions will help to do this. 
 
By completing Stages A, B and C it is possible to identify several findings and issues 
relating to the supply, demand and adequacy of playing pitch provision in Oldham.  This 
report seeks to identify and present the key findings and issues prior to development of 
the Strategy (Stage D). 
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PART 2: FOOTBALL 
 
2.1: Introduction 
 
Football is a key sport in Oldham at both competitive and recreational level. Oldham 
Athletic FC is a professional club (playing in League One) which plays its home fixtures at 
sportsdirect.com Park (formerly known as Boundary Park).  
 
Manchester County FA is the primary organisation responsible for development (and 
some elements of administration) of football in Oldham. West Riding FA and Lancashire 
FA also have teams from Oldham that are affiliated to them. Manchester County FA is 
also responsible for the administration, in terms of discipline, rules and regulations, cup 
competitions and representative matches, development of clubs and facilities, referees, 
coaching courses and delivering national football schemes. 
 
This section of the report focuses on the supply and demand for grass football pitches. 
However, demand for artificial grass pitches (AGPs) is also taken account of (see Section 
2.7).  
 
Consultation 
 
An electronic survey was sent to all football clubs playing in Oldham, contact details were 
originally provided by Manchester, West Riding and Lancashire County FA’s as 
appropriate and Oldham Council and the invitation to complete the survey was distributed 
via email to all mini soccer, youth and adult clubs (both boys and girls, men’s and 
women’s) as well as all mini soccer, youth and adult football leagues which was chased 
via telephone. Response rates of 62% of clubs and 79% of teams were achieved. Results 
are used to inform key issues within this section of the report. 
 
2.2: Supply 
 
The audit identifies 36 sites providing grass football pitches which are currently available 
for community use in Oldham with a total of 68 pitches. Of these, there are 12 pitches 
located across ten sites that are identified as available for community use but are not 
currently used. All pitches are listed in Table 2.11 (pages 26 to 28). 
 
Table 2.1: Summary of pitches available for community use (used and unused) 

 
 
 

Analysis area Number of pitches 

Adult football  Youth football Mini soccer 

(11v11) 9v9 11v11 5v5 7v7 

  Chadderton 11 3 1 - 2 

  Failsworth & Hollinwood 9 2 - - - 

  Oldham District  11 3 3 - - 

  Royton 7 1 1 1 - 

Saddleworth & Lees 5 3 - - - 

Shaw & Crompton 5 - - - - 

Oldham 48 12 5 1 2 
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Please note that the audit only assesses dedicated, line marked pitches and it is likely 
that younger age groups will play across senior pitches or on informal pitches marked out 
with cones. 
 
There are an additional 16 pitches that are not available for community use (as shown on 
page 28). The majority of these sites are education sites and as such the availability of 
the pitches is often driven by school policy. Radclyffe Athletics Centre is also currently 
unavailable for community use due to pitch quality. These sites do offer potential 
capacity/additional pitches if current supply does not meet expressed demand. 
 
The largest site within Oldham is Clayton Playing Fields which contributes five adult 
pitches to the total number of pitches in Oldham. Other significant sized sites include 
Cathedral Road (also known as Noddy’s Field), Churchill Playing Fields and Crossley 
Playing Fields which all contain four or more football pitches. 
 
Consultation with Oldham Council identifies five sites that have capacity to increase the 
net playable area on a specific site. These include Churchill Playing Fields, Clayton 
Playing Fields, Crossley Playing Fields, George Street Playing Fields and Heyside 
Playing Fields. 
 
Accessibility 
 
The football club survey reveals that most players travel between two and five miles to 
access pitches in Oldham. Clubs travelling over five miles generally participate in central 
leagues (e.g. North Manchester Girls Football League). Club consultation also suggests 
that in some areas clubs are willing to travel further in order to access better quality 
facilities.   
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Figure 2.1: Location of all football pitches in Oldham mapped by availability for community use 
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Please refer to Table 2.9 for a key to the map. 
 
Ownership/management 

Oldham Council is responsible for the management and maintenance of its parks and 
open spaces (excluding school sites). The allocation and booking of sports pitches is 
managed by the Council’s Environmental Services. 
 
Consultation generally acknowledges that the Oldham Council undertakes significant 
works throughout the season to improve pitch quality. The Service is quick to respond to 
maintenance problems reported at pitch sites and leagues and clubs comment that issues 
are resolved promptly 
 
Maintenance works include seeding which takes place mid-May at the end of the football 
season, aeration of pitches which is completed up to six times per year, sand dressing 
which is completed as per request but is also dependent on ground conditions. Pitches 
are also fertilised twice per year and weed killed once per year. In addition, pitches are 
chain harrowed as per request throughout the season. 
 
There are also a number of sites that are both privately owned and managed by sports 
clubs, or there are Oldham Council owned sites that are leased to clubs and again 
managed by the sports clubs.  
 
The table below gives an indication of those sites identified as being currently leased out 
to sports clubs. 
 
Table 2.3: Summary of leased sites 
 

Club Site Tenure 

Avro FC The Lancaster Club Leased (from Oldham Council) 

Oldham Hulmeians 
AFC 

Tate Street Leased (from Manchester Diocese) 

Springhead AFC Ashfield Crescent/ St 
John Street 

Leased (from Oldham Council)  

 
Pitch quality 
 
The quality of football pitches in Oldham has been assessed via a combination of site 
visits (using non technical assessments as determined by The FA which take into account 
pitch and changing room quality), via consultation with each area Grounds Maintenance 
Supervisor and via consultation with club users to reach and apply an agreed rating as 
follows:  
 
 Good 
 Standard 
 Poor 
 
31% of grass football pitches in Oldham that are available for community use have a 
quality rating of good. The remaining includes 37% rated as standard quality and 31% (21 
pitches) rated as poor quality. Good quality pitches are spread across 12 sites, although a 
significant number are located on education or privately owned and/or managed sites. 
There are four Council sites, located Cathedral Road, Coalshaw Green, Crossley Playing 
Fields and Foxdenton Park, which have good quality pitches. 
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Poor quality pitches are spread across eight sites, all of which are located at Council sites 
and contain one or more poor quality pitches. The eight sites are Churchill Playing Fields, 
Clayton Playing Fields, Mabel Road, Mills Recreation Ground, New Barn Playing Fields, 
Oldham Edge, Snipe Clough and Whitehall Lane.  
 
Clubs responding to the survey tend to agree with the overall ratings of pitches with 38% 
(19) of clubs rating pitches as good quality, 32% standard and 30% rating their pitches as 
poor quality. Issues most reported relate to poor drainage, unofficial use and reduced 
maintenance. The sites most often reported to be poor quality by clubs are Clayton 
Playing Fields, Mabel Road and Snipe Clough.  
 
The table below summarises the quality of pitches in Oldham. All sites were assessed 
regardless of management, ownership or availability.  
 
Table 2.4: Summary of grass pitch quality of sites available for community use 
 

Adult pitches Youth pitches Mini pitches 

Good Standard Poor Good Standard Poor Good Standard Poor 

14 13 21 5 12 0 2 1 0 

 
Table 2.5: Summary of grass pitch quality of sites available for community use (secured) 
 

Adult pitches Youth pitches Mini pitches 

Good Standard Poor Good Standard Poor Good Standard Poor 

9 11 21 4 6 0 0 1 0 

 
Maintenance regime 
 
Maintenance carried out on all Council managed pitches is summarised below. These 
maintenance elements make up part of the FA non technical assessment forms.   
 
 Seeded - Yes 
 Aerated (per year) - Yes, up to six times a year   
 Sand dressed (per year) - As per request 
 Fertilised - Yes, twice per year 
 Weed killed (per year) - Yes, once a year 
 Chain harrowed - As per request 
 
Ancillary facilities 
 
The following table indicates sites without changing facilities. The responsibility for the 
maintenance of changing rooms on Council playing fields lies with Oldham Council’s 
Corporate Landlord. 
 
The non-technical site audit identified 12 sites that were assessed which did not have 
changing accommodation: 
 
 Alexandra School 
 Bishops Park 
 Cathedral Road 
 Greenhill 
 Haggate 
 Limeside Park 
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 Mills Recreation Ground 
 Oldham Edge Playing Fields 
 South Chadderton 
 Stoneleigh Park 
 Whitehall Lane (Strinesdale) 
 Woolpack Playing Fields 
 
In addition to the 12 sites listed, a number of clubs report that they don’t have changing 
accommodation on site. Sites mentioned include Heyside Playing Fields, Hathershaw 
Sports College and Oasis Academy. Nevertheless, changing accommodation is identified 
at such sites and, therefore, there may be access issues if clubs are unable to access 
changing provision.   
 
In addition, consultation with Oldham 6th Form College indicates that the changing 
facilities at Snipe Clough Playing Fields have been condemned as unsafe and are 
currently not available for use. Consultation with Oldham Council confirms that significant 
repairs to both the roof and electrics are required. 
 
Of those that have changing accommodation available to them, 38% rate it as good 
quality, 26% as standard quality and 21% as poor quality. The remaining 15% (five clubs) 
didn’t provide a quality rating.  
 
Table 2.6: Poor quality ancillary facilities 
  

Site name   Club 

Snipe Clough Playing Fields Carrion Crow FC 

Vibes Athletic FC 

Oldham 6
th
 Form College 

New Barn Playing Fields FC Cartshaft 

Mabel Road Limeside FC 

Moston Villa FC 

 
2.3: Demand 
 
Demand for football pitches in Oldham tends to fall within the categories of organised 
competitive play, organised training and informal play.     
 
Competitive play 
 
A total of 340 football teams were identified as playing their home games on pitches 
within Oldham. Failsworth & Hollinwood Area accommodates the largest number of teams 
(153 in total) which is also reflective of where most pitches are located. 
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Table 2.7: Summary of competitive teams playing in Oldham 
 

 
Please note that the majority of mini teams within Oldham play competitive fixtures on 
AGPs. Indeed, the AGPs located at Failsworth Sports Centre (Site ID: 3) and Oldham 
Academy North (Site ID: 86) host a large proportion of such play.  
 
The number of teams playing at mini and youth level over the last three years has 
predominantly stayed the same. Responding clubs report that the number of mini teams 
has stayed the same (67% - 24 clubs) and 28% report that they have increased the 
number of mini teams in the last three years. Only two clubs, Broadway Celtic and 
Midway FC report that they have experienced a decrease in the number of mini teams 
within the last three years. Broadway Celtic indicate that it has lost two teams due to 
members going to other clubs and Midway FC report that it used to have two U12s and 
two U9s but that it has lost one team at each age group due to lack of coaches.   
 
Clubs which field or have fielded youth teams were asked whether the number of youth 
teams had changed over the last three years, and of the clubs which responded, 68% (26 
clubs) report that the number of youth teams has stayed the same. 21% of clubs report 
that they have increased the number of youth teams in the last three years. Four clubs 
(11%) report that the number of youth teams has decreased within the previous three 
years. 
 
Peak demand 
 
Temporal demand identifies times of peak demand and use of pitches throughout the 
week. The peak time usage of adult football pitches in Oldham is Saturday, when 53% of 
teams play competitive fixtures (the remaining 47% of teams play competitive fixtures on 
Sunday). The peak time demand for both youth and mini football is Saturday am. 
 
Women’s and girls’ football 

There are four women’s teams and 26 youth girls’ teams playing football in Oldham. Of 
the 51 clubs which responded, three identify plans to increase the number of women’s 
teams and 12 indicate that they plan to increase their number of girls youth teams by a 
total of 23 teams. Clubs also indicate that they will increase their mixed mini teams by a 
combined total of 27. In the majority of circumstances clubs report any growth will either 
be accommodated at their existing home ground, central venue or an alternative venue.  
 
  

Analysis area Adult men Senior 
women 

Youth (U11-
U18)           

Mini (U7-
U10) 

  Chadderton 20 - 16 10 

  Failsworth & Hollinwood 26 2 59 66 

  Oldham District  18 - 10 1 

  Royton 16 1 41 12 

Saddleworth & Lees 11 1 15 - 

Shaw & Crompton 7 - 7 1 

Oldham 98 4 148 90 
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Schools 
 
Schools across Oldham contribute a small proportion of the total number of football 
pitches in Oldham. In total, there are 10 marked football pitches across six sites at 
secondary schools, only four of which are available for community use. There are a 
further a further two pitches at the Radclyffe School which are available for community 
use but currently unused and three football pitches across four sites that are unavailable 
for community use and more often than not retained for school use only.  
 
There are, however, a large number of teams playing competitive fixtures on 3G pitches 
in Oldham which are located at school sites. (See Section 2.7) 
 
Latent demand 
 
A number of clubs believe that if more pitches were available, at the club or in the local 
area, they could develop more teams in the future (latent demand).  The table below 
highlights latent demand expressed by the clubs, and the additional teams that could 
potentially be fielded if more pitches were available. 
 
Table 2.8: Summary of latent demand expressed by clubs 
 

Club Latent demand Analysis area Pitch requirement 

Number
3
 Type 

Limeside Athletic 1 x Adult Failsworth & 
Hollinwood 

0.5 Adult 

Limeside FC 1 x Adult Failsworth & 
Hollinwood 

 

0.5 Adult 

Midway JFC 1 x Youth 

1 x Mini 

Failsworth & 
Hollinwood 

0.5 

0.5 

Youth 

Mini 

Oldham Athletic Girls and 
Womens FC 

3 x Youth Failsworth & 
Hollinwood 

1.5 Youth 

Oldham Greenhill 
Community Sports Club FC 

5 x Mini Oldham District 2.5 Mini 

Rifle FC 1 x Youth Oldham District 0.5 Youth 

Whitehouse FC 2 x Adult Oldham District 1 Adult 

High Crompton Con Club F.C 1 x Adult Royton 1 Adult 

Oldham Rangers FC 4 x Mini 

5 x Youth 

Royton 2 

2.5 

Mini 

Youth 

Springhead AFC 2 x Youth 

2 x Mini 

Saddleworth & 
Lees 

1 

1 

Youth 

Mini 

3D Dynamos 2 x Adult 

1 x Youth 

Saddleworth & 
Lees 

1 

0.5 

Adult 

Youth 

Totals 4 Adult 

6.5 Youth 

6 Mini 

 
  

                                                
3
 Two teams require one pitch to account for playing on a home and away basis.  Therefore 0.5 

pitches can therefore be seen in the table where there is latent demand for one team.  
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Consultation with Oldham 6th Form College also indicates that it has demand for 
additional pitches from students but currently cannot accommodate them on existing 
pitches at Snipe Clough. The College notes that it would be able to field an additional five 
teams as a minimum spread across Boys Representative section.  
 
Sport England’s Segmentation Tool enables analysis of ‘the percentage of adults that 
would like to participate in football but are not currently doing so’ in Oldham. The tool 
identifies latent demand of 2,213 people. 26.6% of the population that would like to 
participate in football is the segment ‘Jamie - sports team lads’. Of the 2,213 people, 181 
(8.2%) are females; the largest segment of which is ‘Leanne - supportive singles’.     
 
In addition, 15 clubs report that better ancillary facilities would enable them to run more 
teams. Facility requirements such as 3G pitches for training, floodlights and clubhouse 
improvements were reported but the biggest improvement required was changing room 
provision with nine clubs reporting that they would have more teams if changing facilities 
were created/improved. 
 
Displaced demand 

Displaced demand refers to the Oldham based teams that currently use pitches outside of 
the Oldham area for their home fixtures, normally because their pitch requirements 
cannot be met, which is usually a result of supply of pitches or quality issues. There are 
11 adult, 37 youth and 27 mini soccer teams which are from Oldham, identified as 
displaced and having to access football pitches outside of Oldham. A number of Oldham 
based teams are currently affiliated to leagues operating outside of Oldham. As such, 
teams are sometimes constrained to use facilities outside of Oldham that are booked as 
central venues for their respective league.  
 
Future demand 
 
Future demand can be defined in two ways, through participation increases and using 
population forecasts. Team generation rates are used below as the basis for calculating 
the number of teams likely to be generated in the future based on population growth. 
 
Table 2.9: Team generation rates 

Age group Current 
population 
within age 

group 

Current 
no. of 
teams 

Team 
Generation 

Rate 

Future 
population 
within age 

group 

Predicted 
future 

number 
of teams 

Additional 
teams that 

may be 
generated 
from the 

increased 
population 

Senior Mens (16-45) 44,721 109 1:410 46,223 112.7 3.7 

Senior Women (16-45) 44,607 4 1:11,152 43,293 3.9 -0.1 

Youth Boys (10-15) 9,436 158 1:60 9,617 161.0 3.0 

Youth Girls (10-15) 8,863 28 1:317 9,115 28.8 0.8 

Mini-Soccer Mixed (6-9) 12,424 116 1:107 12,371 115.5 -0.5 

 
The additional future demand would equate to the need for two adult, two youth and 0.5 
mini pitches to be provided at peak time. In addition to population growth, a number of 
clubs (17) report plans to increase the number of teams they provide.  
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Table 2.10: Summary of club future demand 
 

Club Future 
demand 

Analysis area Pitch requirement 

Number
4
 Type 

Denton Girls Football Club 1 x Mini Failsworth & 
Hollinwood 

0.5 Mini 

Failsworth Dynamos JFC 2 x Youth Failsworth & 
Hollinwood 

1 Youth 

Failsworth Villa FC 2 x Adult 

4 x Youth 

2 x Mini 

Failsworth & 
Hollinwood 

1 

2 

1 

Adult 

Youth 

Mini 

Limeside King George 1 x Youth Failsworth & 
Hollinwood 

 

0.5 Youth 

Midway JFC 1 x Mini Failsworth & 
Hollinwood 

0.5 Mini 

Oldham Athletic Girls and 
Womens FC 

3 x Youth Failsworth & 
Hollinwood 

1.5 Youth 

Oldham Greenhill Community 
Sports Club FC 

5 x Mini Oldham District 2.5 Mini 

Rifle FC 1 x Youth Oldham District 0.5 Youth 

Springhead Liberal Club FC 1 x Adult Oldham District 0.5 Adult 

Chaddy End FC 2 x Youth Royton 1 Youth 

Oldham Rangers FC 1 x Adult 

2 x Youth 

2 x Mini 

Royton 0.5 

1 

1  

Adult 

Youth 

Mini 

Phoenix Athletic 1 x Youth Royton 0.5 Youth 

Santos AFC 1 x Adult 

3 x Youth 

1 x Mini 

Royton 0.5 

1.5 

0.5 

Adult 

Youth 

Mini 

3D Dynamos 1 x Adult 

2 x Youth 

Saddleworth & 
Lees 

0.5 

1 

Adult 

Youth 

Springhead AFC 1 x Adult 

3 x Youth 

Saddleworth & 
Lees 

0.5 

1.5 

Adult 

Youth 

Uppermill Football Club 4 x Youth 

2 x Mini 

Saddleworth & 
Lees 

2 

1 

Youth 

Mini 

AFC Manchester Girls 2 x Youth 

2 x Mini 

Displaced 1 

1 

Youth 

Mini 

Oldham Borough FC 2 x Adult 

2 x Youth 

2 x Mini 

Displaced 1 

1 

1 

Adult 

Youth 

Mini 

Total 4.5 Adult 

16 Youth 

9 Mini 

 
Future demand in Oldham equates to 4.5 adult, 16 youth and nine mini pitches, equating 
to predicted growth of 59 teams through club development. This also includes two clubs 
which are currently displaced (Oldham Borough FC and AFC Manchester Girls). 
 

                                                
4
 Two teams require one pitch to account for playing on a home and away basis.  Therefore 0.5 

pitches can therefore be seen in the table where there is latent demand for one team.  
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2.4: Capacity analysis 
 
The capacity for pitches to regularly provide for competitive play, training and other activity 
over a season is most often determined by quality. As a minimum, the quality and 
therefore the capacity of a pitch affects the playing experience and people’s enjoyment of 
playing football.  In extreme circumstances it can result in the inability of the pitch to cater 
for all or certain types of play during peak and off peak times. 
 
As a guide, The FA has set a standard number of match equivalent sessions that each 
grass pitch type should be able to accommodate without adversely affecting its current 
quality (pitch capacity). Taking into consideration the guidelines on capacity the following 
was concluded: 

 
The table overleaf applies the above pitch ratings against the actual level of weekly play 
recorded to determine a capacity rating as follows:  
 

Potential capacity Play is below the level the site could sustain 

At capacity   Play matches the level the site can sustain 

Overused Play exceeds the level the site can sustain 

 
Education sites 
 
To account for curricular/extra-curricular use of education pitches it is likely that the 
carrying capacity at such sites will need to be adjusted. The only time this would not 
happen is when a school does not use its pitches at all and the sole use is community 
use. 
 
Where local information was available from a school and/or users, an informed judgement 
has been made to adjust the pitch capacity to one which reflects the carrying capacity for 
community use.  
 
At education sites where there is no information available on school usage and the ability 
of pitches to carry additional community use the following capacity table has been used to 
identify the carrying capacity of pitches: 

Adult pitches Youth pitches Mini pitches 

Pitch 
quality 

Matches per 
week 

Pitch  

quality 

Matches per 
week 

Pitch  

quality 

Matches per 
week 

Good 3 Good 4 Good 6 

Standard 2 Standard 2 Standard 4 

Poor 1 Poor 1 Poor 2 

Adult pitches Youth pitches Mini pitches 

Pitch 
quality 

Matches per 
week 

Pitch  

quality 

Matches per 
week 

Pitch  

quality 

Matches per 
week 

Good 2 Good 3 Good 5 

Standard 1 Standard 1 Standard 3 

Poor 0 Poor 0 Poor 1 
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Table 2.11: Football quality and capacity summary  
 

Site 
ID 

Site name Management Community 
use level 

Secured 
use? 

Analysis area Pitch type Agreed quality 
rating 

No. of 
pitches 

Match 
equivalent 
sessions

5
 

(per week) 

Recommended 
site capacity 

(sessions per 
week) 

Capacity 
rating 

Comments 

19 Andrew Street Leased Club 

 

Yes Yes Chadderton Adult Good 1 3 3 0  

23 Cathedral Road Council Yes Yes Chadderton Adult Standard 2 4.5 4 0.5  

Youth (9v9) Good 2 5 8 -3  

92 Chadderton Fold Private Club Yes No Chadderton Mini (7v7) Good 1 3.5 6 -2.5  

26 Coalshaw Green Council Yes Yes Chadderton Adult Good 1 1.5 3 -1.5  

28 Crossley Playing Fields Council Yes Yes 

 

Chadderton Adult Good 1 2.5 11 -8.5  

Yes Standard 4  

31 Foxdenton Park Council Yes Yes Chadderton Adult Good 2 2 6 -4  

3 Failsworth Sports 
Centre** 

School Yes Yes Failsworth & 
Hollinwood 

Adult Good 1 8.5 2 6.5  

Yes Youth (9v9) Good 2 8.5 6 2.5  

38 Hollinwood Sports Club Private Yes No Failsworth & 
Hollinwood 

Adult Good 2 1.5 6 -4.5  

15 The Lancaster Club Private Yes No Failsworth & 
Hollinwood 

Adult Good 3 4.5 9 -4.5  

75 Limeside Park Council 

 

Yes Yes Failsworth & 
Hollinwood 

Adult Standard 1 1 2 -1  

39 Mabel Road Council Yes Yes Failsworth & 
Hollinwood 

Adult Poor 1 2.5 1 1.5 Poor quality is attributed 
to shortfalls in 
maintenance scores. 
Users rate the drainage 
and maintenance as 
both poor. 

69 Lord Lane Playing Fields Council Yes Yes Failsworth & 
Hollinwood 

Adult Standard 1 2 2  At the time of the 
assessment this pitch 
was unused. However, it 
is understood that it is 
used by two teams on a 
Saturday and Sunday 
am and as such is being 
played to capacity. 

18 Alexandra Park Junior 
School** 

School Yes No Oldham District  Adult  Standard 1 1.5 1 0.5  

68 Oldham Edge Council Yes Yes Oldham District  Adult Poor 3 0.5 3 -2.5 Poor quality is attributed 
to shortfalls in 
maintenance scores. 
Users rate the drainage 
and maintenance as 
both poor. 

                                                
5
 Where known, training and casual use on pitches has been factored in based on local knowledge provided by the Council and The FA 
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Site 
ID 

Site name Management Community 
use level 

Secured 
use? 

Analysis area Pitch type Agreed quality 
rating 

No. of 
pitches 

Match 
equivalent 
sessions

5
 

(per week) 

Recommended 
site capacity 

(sessions per 
week) 

Capacity 
rating 

Comments 

56 Snipe Clough Council Yes Yes Oldham District  Adult Poor 4 5.5 4 1.5 Poor quality is attributed 
to evidence of some 
poor drainage. Shortfalls 
in maintenance scores. 
Users rate the drainage 
and maintenance as 
both poor. 

57 Stoneleigh Park Council Yes Yes Oldham District  Youth (11v11) Standard 1 1 2 -1  

58 Tate Street Private 

 

Yes Yes Oldham District  Adult Good 2 2 6 -4  

65 Whitehall Lane Council Yes Yes Oldham District  Adult Poor 1 1 1 0 Poor quality is attributed 
to shortfalls in 
maintenance scores. 
Users rate the drainage 
as poor. 

25 Clayton Playing Fields Council  Yes Yes Royton Adult  Poor 5 4.5 5 -0.5 Users of rate the 
drainage and 
maintenance as both 
poor. 

Mini (5v5) Standard 1 1.5 4 -2.5  

Youth (11v11) Standard 1 10.5 2 8.5  

Youth (9v9) Standard 1 1.5 2 -0.5  

37 Heyside Playing Fields Council  Yes Yes Royton Adult Standard 2 10.5 4 6.5  

24 Churchill Playing Fields Council Yes Yes Saddleworth & 
Lees 

Adult Poor  3 10.5 3 7.5 Poor quality is attributed 
to shortfalls in 
maintenance scores. 
Users indicate although 
remedial work has 
recently been completed 
pitch quality has become 
poorer to due overplay.   

41 Mills Recreation Ground Council Yes Yes Saddleworth & 
Lees 

Adult Poor 1 1 1 0 Poor quality is attributed 
to evidence of some 
poor drainage, some 
standing water in parts, 
and one goalmouth is 
bald, shortfalls in 
maintenance scores.    

90 Springhead AFC Club 

 

Yes Yes Saddleworth & 
Lees 

Adult Standard 1 2 2 0 Club reports drainage on 
one side of the pitch is 
poor due to rainwater 
running off a nearby hill 
and the pitch has 
become much more 
rutted. 

33 George Street Playing 
Fields 

Council Yes Yes Shaw & 
Crompton 

Adult Standard 1 0.5 2 -1.5  
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Site 
ID 

Site name Management Community 
use level 

Secured 
use? 

Analysis area Pitch type Agreed quality 
rating 

No. of 
pitches 

Match 
equivalent 
sessions

5
 

(per week) 

Recommended 
site capacity 

(sessions per 
week) 

Capacity 
rating 

Comments 

43 New Barn Playing Fields Council Yes Yes Shaw & 
Crompton 

Adult Poor 3 3.5 3 0.5 Poor quality is attributed 
to severe slope of 
pitches, evidence of dog 
fouling/glass/litter/vehicl
e tracks, shortfalls in 
maintenance scores. 

 
**Capacity at the site is reduced by one match equivalent per pitch to incorporate school use at education sites 
 
Sites available for community use but currently unused (as defined on page 10): 
 

Site ID Site name Secured 
use? 

Analysis area Pitch type Agreed quality 
rating 

No. of pitches Level of spare 
capacity 

(sessions per 
week) 

Comments 

93 The Radclyffe School No Chadderton Mini (7v7) Good 1 -6  

Youth (11v11) Good 1 -4  

119 St Matthew’s Primary School No Chadderton Youth (9v9) Standard 1 -2  

117 Beever Primary School No Oldham District Youth (9v9) Standard 1 -2  

22 Bishops Park Yes Oldham District Youth (11v11) Standard 2 -2 No changing 
accommodation available. 
Site is unused due to lack 
of demand for the site. 

125 Watersheddings Primary School No Oldham District Youth (9v9) Standard 2 -4  

24 Churchill Playing Fields Yes Saddleworth & Lees Youth (9v9) Standard 1 -2 All other football pitches at 
the site have play recorded 
against them.  

116 Friezland Primary School No Saddleworth & Lees Youth (9v9)  Standard 1 -2  

122 St Edward’s RC Primary School No Saddleworth & Lees Youth (9v9) Standard 1 -2  

27 Crompton Cricket Club Yes Shaw & Crompton Adult Good 1 -3  

 
In addition, Woolpack Playing Fields provides one adult pitch and is being brought back into use by the Council following United Utilities sewerage works and is due to be available September 2015. Oasis 
Academy Hollinwood will also have one adult pitch back in operation by September 2015, although no decision has yet been made as to whether this will be available for community use. 
 
**Capacity at the site is reduced by one match equivalent per pitch to incorporate school use at education sites 
 
Sites/pitches not available for community use: 
 

Site ID Site name Analysis area Adult Youth 9v9 Youth 11v11 Mini 5v5 Mini 7v7 

87 Blessed John Henry Newman RC College Chadderton - - 2 - - 

112 Corpus Christi RC Primary School Chadderton - 1 - - - 

115 Bare Trees Primary School Chadderton - - - - 1 

91 Oldham Athletic Training Ground Failsworth & Hollinwood 1 - - - - 

111 Holy Family RC Primary School Failsworth & Hollinwood - 1 - - - 

113 Woodhouses Voluntary Junior & Infant School Failsworth & Hollinwood - 1 - - - 

14 The Hathershaw College of Technology & Sport Oldham District 1 - - - - 

118 Horton Mill Primary School Oldham District - 1 - - - 
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Site ID Site name Analysis area Adult Youth 9v9 Youth 11v11 Mini 5v5 Mini 7v7 

123 Medlock Valley Community School Oldham District - - - - 1 

126 St. Patrick’s RC Primary School Oldham District - - - - 1 

121 St. Aidan & Oswald R.C Primary School Royton - 1 - - - 

114 St Chad’s CE Primary School Saddleworth & Lees - 1 - - - 

110 St Joseph’s RC Primary School Shaw & Crompton - 1 - - - 

120 Crompton Primary School  Shaw & Crompton - - - - 1 

124 Rushcroft Primary School Shaw & Crompton - 1 - - - 
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2.5 Supply and demand analysis 
 
Spare capacity 
 
The next step is to ascertain whether or not any identified ‘potential capacity’ can be deemed 
‘spare capacity’. There may be situations where, although a site is highlighted as potentially 
able to accommodate some additional play, this should not be recorded as spare capacity 
against the site.  For example, a site may be managed to regularly operate slightly below full 
capacity to ensure that it can cater for a number of regular friendly matches and activities 
that take place but are difficult to quantify on a weekly basis. 
 
There are 31 pitches across 15 sites that express potential spare capacity. The extent of 
whether this is within the stated peak time is quantified below. 
 
Table 2.12: Actual spare capacity (of used sites with secured community use) 
 

Site 
ID 

Site name Analysis  
area 

Pitch 
type 

No. of 
pitches 

Capacity 
rating 

Pitches 
available in 
peak period 

Comments 

23 Cathedral Road Chadderton Youth 
(9v9) 

2 -3 0 No spare 
capacity at 
peak time 

26 Coalshaw 
Green Park 

Chadderton Adult 1 -1.5 0.5 Minimal 
spare 
capacity  

28 Crossley 
Playing Fields 

Chadderton Adult 5 -8.5 2.5 Spare 
capacity 
identified 

31 Foxdenton Park Chadderton Adult 2 -4 0.5 Minimal 
spare 
capacity  

75 Limeside Park Failsworth 
& 

Hollinwood 

Adult 1 -1 1 Spare 
capacity 
identified 

68 Oldham Edge Oldham 
District  

Adult 3 -2.5 2.5 Spare 
capacity 
identified 

57 Stoneleigh Park  Oldham 
District 

Youth 
(11v11) 

1 -1 1 Spare 
capacity 
identified 

58 Tate Street Oldham 
District  

Adult 2 -4 2 Spare 
capacity 
identified 

25 Clayton Playing 
Fields 

Royton Adult 5 -0.5 0.5 Minimal 
spare 
capacity  

25 Clayton Playing 
Fields 

Royton Youth 
(9v9) 

1 -0.5 0.5 Minimal 
spare 
capacity  

25 Clayton Playing 
Fields 

Royton Mini 
(5v5) 

1 -2.5 0 No spare 
capacity at 
peak time 
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Site 
ID 

Site name Analysis  
area 

Pitch 
type 

No. of 
pitches 

Capacity 
rating 

Pitches 
available in 
peak period 

Comments 

33 George Street 
Playing Fields 

Shaw & 
Crompton 

Adult 1 -1.5 0.5 Minimal 
spare 
capacity  

 
At peak time, a number of pitches (three) expressing potential capacity are actually 
unavailable and should, therefore, not be classified as actual spare capacity. Of the 25 
pitches with spare capacity, 11.5 pitches are available within the peak period (46%). This 
equates to 23 match equivalent sessions as actual spare capacity per week. 
 
Actual spare capacity has been aggregated up (highlighted as green in the comments 
column in the table above) by area and by pitch type. 
 
Table 2.13: Actual spare capacity summary (of used sites with secured community use) 

 
Although there are pitches located at Hollinwood Sports Club (two pitches) and The 
Lancaster Club (three pitches) that have actual spare capacity, these are not included in the 
above table as community use is not secured.  
 
In addition to the above, however, there are 13 pitches located across 11 sites that are 
available for community use but currently unused (as shown on page 29). As such, all 13 
pitches will be available in the peak period. 
 
Overplay 
 
Overplay occurs when there is more play accommodated than the site is able to sustain 
(which is often dependent upon pitch quality). In summary, nine sites are overplayed by a 
total of 35.5 match equivalent sessions per week in Oldham.  
 
  

Analysis area Pitches available in the peak period 

Adult Youth  Mini 

  Chadderton 3.5 - - 

  Failsworth & Hollinwood 1 - - 

  Oldham District  4.5 1 - 

  Royton 0.5 0.5 - 

Saddleworth & Lees - - - 

Shaw & Crompton 0.5 - - 

OLDHAM 10 1.5 - 
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Table 2.14: Overplay summary (of used sites with secured community use) 

Site ID Site name Analysis area Pitch type No. of 
pitches 

Capacity 
rating 

23 Cathedral Road Chadderton Adult 2 0.5 

3 Failsworth Sports Centre Failsworth & 
Hollinwood 

Adult 1 6.5 

3 Failsworth Sports Centre Failsworth & 
Hollinwood 

Youth (9v9) 2 2.5 

39 Mabel Road Failsworth & 
Hollinwood 

Adult 1 1.5 

56 Snipe Clough Oldham District  Adult 4 1.5 

25 Clayton Playing Fields Royton  Youth 
(11v11) 

1 8.5 

37 Heyside Playing Fields Royton  Adult 2 6.5 

24 Churchill Playing Fields Saddleworth & 
Lees 

Adult 3 7.5 

43 New Barn Playing Fields Shaw & 
Crompton 

Adult 3 0.5 

 
In addition to the table above, Alexandra Park Junior School (Site ID: 18) is also overplayed 
by 0.5 match equivalent sessions per week. This site is not included in the above table as 
community use is not secured 
 
Poor quality is also a factor in some pitches being overplayed in Oldham. Of the sites that 
are recorded as being overplayed, most significantly Churchill Playing Fields has three 
pitches assessed as poor quality which results overplay of 7.5 match equivalents. As 
referenced above, poor quality is attributed to shortfalls in maintenance scores. Users 
indicate although remedial work has recently been completed, pitch quality has deteriorated 
due overplay.   
 
In addition, there are five sites that have certain pitch types that are being played to capacity: 
 
 Andrew Street 
 Whitehall Lane 
 Mills Recreation Ground 
 Springhead AFC 
 Lord Lane playing Fields 

 
Although sites with spare capacity could accommodate play from overused sites, 
improvements to the quality pitches of the pitches rated as poor would help to alleviate 
current overplayed sites. 
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Table 2.15: Overplay summary 

 
2.6 Conclusions 
 
The tables below identify the overall spare capacity in each of the analysis areas for the 
different pitch types, based on match equivalent sessions.  
 
Table 2.16: Summary of current and future provision of secured adult pitches  

 
* Also includes one pitch of displaced future demand and two pitches from population 
increases in the Oldham total. 
 
The table highlights that overall in Oldham there are insufficient adult pitches available to 
meet total current demand (-21 match sessions), and this is further exacerbated when future 
demand is take into account (6.5 match sessions) with an aggregate of deficiency of 27.5 
adult match sessions to meet total future demand.  
 
In addition to the above, if community use is lost is unsecured sites, 7.5 adult match 
equivalents that take place on such pitches would need to be relocated.  
 
 

                                                
6
Although spare capacity is often as a result of a lack of demand for grass pitches, there are some 

sites that are likely to retain spare capacity as a matter of practise to allow pitches to rest and rotate. 
On this basis an allowance of 20% should be retained as spare capacity as shown in the table. 

Analysis area Overplay (match sessions per week) 

Adult Youth  Mini 

  Chadderton 0.5 - - 

  Failsworth & Hollinwood 8 2.5 - 

  Oldham District  1.5 - - 

  Royton 6.5 8.5 - 

Saddleworth & Lees 7.5 - - 

Shaw & Crompton 0.5 - - 

Oldham 24.5 11 - 

Analysis area Actual 
spare 

capacity      

Demand (match sessions per week) 

Overplay Strategic 
reserve 
(20%)

6
 

Latent 
demand 

Total 

(current) 

Future 
demand 

Total 

(future) 

  Chadderton 3.5 0.5 0.5 - 2.5 - 2.5 

  Failsworth & Hollinwood 1 8 1 1 -9 1 -10 

  Oldham District  4.5 1.5 1 1 1 0.5 0.5 

  Royton 0.5 6.5 - 1 -7 1 -8 

Saddleworth & Lees - 7.5 - 1 -8.5 1 -9.5 

Shaw & Crompton 0.5 0.5 - - 0 - 0 

Oldham 10 24.5 2.5 4 -21 6.5* -27.5 
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Table 2.17: Summary of current and future provision of secured youth pitches 
 

 
* Also includes two pitches of displaced future demand and two pitches from population 
increases in the Oldham total. 
 
The table highlights that overall in Oldham there are insufficient youth pitches available to 
meet total current demand (-16 match sessions) and this is further exacerbated when future 
demand is take into account (18 match sessions) with an aggregate of deficiency of 34 youth 
match sessions to meet total future demand.  
 
Please note that in the case of Shaw and Crompton, all youth teams identified as playing in 
this Area are playing on AGPs. However, in Chadderton youth pitches are considered to be 
played to capacity as there is no actual spare capacity expressed or indeed current demand 
(i.e. overplay, latent, future).   
 
Table 2.18: Summary of current and future provision of secured mini pitches 

 
* Also includes two pitches of displaced future demand and 0.5 pitches from population 
increases in the Oldham total. 
 

                                                
7
Although spare capacity is often as a result of a lack of demand for grass pitches, there are some 

sites that are likely to retain spare capacity as a matter of practise to allow pitches to rest and rotate. 
On this basis an allowance of 20% should be retained as spare capacity as shown in the table. 

Analysis area Actual 
spare 

capacity      

Demand (match sessions per week) 

Overplay Strategic 
reserve 
(20%) 

Latent 
demand 

Total 

(current) 

Future 
demand 

Total 

(future) 

  Chadderton - - - - 0 - 0 

  Failsworth & Hollinwood - 2.5 - 2 -4.5 5 -9.5 

  Oldham District  1 - - 0.5 0.5 0.5 0 

  Royton 0.5 8.5 - 2.5 -10.5 4 -14 

Saddleworth & Lees - - - 1.5 -1.5 4.5 -6 

Shaw & Crompton - - - - 0 - 0 

Oldham 1.5 11 - 6.5 -16 18* -34 

Analysis area Actual 
spare 

capacity      

Demand (match sessions per week) 

Overplay Strategic 
reserve 
(20%)

7
 

Latent 
demand 

Total 

(current) 

Future 
demand 

Total 

(future) 

  Chadderton - - - - 0 - 0 

  Failsworth & Hollinwood - - - 0.5 -0.5 2 -2.5 

  Oldham District  - - - 2.5 -2.5 2.5 -5 

  Royton - - - 2 -2 1.5 -3.5 

Saddleworth & Lees - - - 1 -1 1 -2 

Shaw & Crompton - - - - 0 - 0 

Oldham - - - 6 -6 9.5* -15.5 
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The table highlights that overall in Oldham there are insufficient mini pitches available to 
meet total current demand (-6 match sessions) and this is further exacerbated when future 
demand is take into account with an aggregate of deficiency of 15.5 mini match sessions to 
meet total future demand.  
 
In addition to the above, if community use is lost is unsecured sites, 3.5 mini match 
equivalents that take place on such pitches would need to be relocated.  
 
Please note that in the case of Shaw and Crompton, all mini teams identified as playing in 
this Area are playing on AGPs. However, in Chadderton mini pitches are considered to be 
played to capacity as there is no actual spare capacity expressed or indeed current demand 
(i.e. overplay, latent, future).   
 
Proposed developments 
 
Amongst other outdoor sports facilities, the Lancaster Club provides three adult football 
pitches which are currently used by Avro FC. There is, however, a degree of uncertainty with 
regard to the future of the site as planning permission for 144 homes has been granted. 
Replacement provision is secured by a pre-development condition on the grant of planning 
permission. In order to retain this provision within the Borough, the Council is looking to work 
with a sports club partner (Avro FC) to upgrade a vacant piece of land at Higher Lime, 
Limehurst Village to form a replacement sports facility which initially included grass pitches 
plus ancillary provision.  
 
In addition, consultation with Heyside Cricket Club has ambitions to acquire land to develop 
more pitches which includes plans to accommodate youth and mini football at the site for 
use by Heyside Juniors FC (currently using Heyside Playing Fields which has poor changing 
room provision). 
 

Football summary  
 The audit identifies 36 sites providing grass football pitches which are currently available for 

community use in Oldham with a total of 68 pitches.  
 Of these, there are 12 pitches located across ten sites that are available for community use but 

are not currently used.  
 There are an additional 16 pitches that are not available for community use. 
 31% of grass football pitches in Oldham that are available for community use have a quality 

rating of good. The remaining includes 37% rated as standard quality and 31% (21 pitches) 
rated as poor quality. 

 Poor quality pitches are spread across eight sites, all of which are located at Council sites and 
contain one or more poor quality pitches. The eight sites are Churchill Playing Fields, Clayton 
Playing Fields, Mabel Road, Mills Recreation Ground, New Barn Playing Fields, Oldham Edge, 
Snipe Clough and Whitehall Lane.  

 There are a total of 340 football teams playing their home games on pitches within Oldham. 
Failsworth & Hollinwood Area accommodates the largest number of teams (153 in total) which 
is also reflective of where most pitches are located. 

 There are insufficient adult pitches available to meet total current demand (-21 match 
sessions), and future demand (-27.5 adult match sessions). 

 There are insufficient youth pitches available to meet total current demand (-16 match 
sessions) and future demand (-34 youth match sessions).  

 There are insufficient mini pitches available to meet total current demand (-6 match sessions) 
and future demand (-15.5 match sessions). 

 If community use is lost at unsecured sites, 7.5 adult match equivalents and 3.5 mini match 
equivalents that take place on such pitches would need to be relocated. 
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2.7 Artificial grass pitches (AGPs) for football 

Introduction 
 
There are several surface types that fall into the category of artificial grass pitch or AGP. The 
three main groups are rubber crumb (3G), sand (filled or dressed) and water based.  
 
Only competition up to (but not including) regional standard can take place on a 40mm pile. 
Football training can take place on sand and water based surfaces but is not the preferred 
option. 
 
Table 2.19: AGP type and sport suitability 
 

Surface Category Comments 

Rubber crumb Long pile 3G (65mm with 
shock pad) 

Rugby surface – must comply with World Rugby 

Football surface 

Rubber crumb Medium pile 3G (55-60mm) Preferred football surface 

Rubber crumb Short pile 3G (40mm) Acceptable surface for some competitive football 

Sand Sand filled Competitive hockey and football training 

Sand Sand dressed Preferred hockey surface and suitable for football 
training 

Water Water based Preferred hockey surface and suitable for football 
training if irrigated. 

 
Although in the future it is anticipated that there will be a growing demand for the use of 
artificial grass pitches (AGPs) for competitive football fixtures to accommodate mini soccer 
and youth football, AGPs in Oldham are currently used most for football training.  
 
From 2014/15 only 3G pitches with a valid performance test and listed on the FA Register 
(http://3g.thefa.me.uk/) can be used for competitive play. At present, no AGPs located within 
Oldham have undergone the FA’s performance test.  
 
There are 20 AGPs currently located within Oldham, 16 of which are 3G surfaces and eight 
of these are full size. This includes a full size 3G AGP has recently been installed at the 
Failsworth Sports Centre (ready for the 2014/15 season) and a full size 3G AGP at 
Crompton House School (in use from November 2014).  
 
In addition, there is one full size sand dressed AGP at the Oldham Sport For All Centre and 
one full size sand based AGP at Breeze Hill School, both of which  are disused and, 
therefore, excluded from the study.  
 
In addition, it is worth noting that Yew Tree School submitted planning permission for the 
installation of a full size 3G late in 2014. 
 
  

http://3g.thefa.me.uk/)
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Table 2.20: All AGPs by analysis area  
 

Analysis area No. of 3G No. of Sand filled/dressed 

Chadderton 2 1 

Failsworth & Hollinwood 7 - 

Oldham District 1 2 

Royton 1 - 

Saddleworth & Lees 3 1 

Shaw & Crompton 2 - 

Oldham 16 4 

 
Provision of full size AGPs is unevenly spread across Oldham with three full size AGPs in 
both the Failsworth & Hollinwood and Chadderton analysis areas, two full size AGPs in 
Shaw & Crompton and one full size AGP in the Royton Analysis Area. As such, there is no 
full size AGP in either the Oldham District or the Saddleworth & Lees analysis areas.  
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Figure 2.2: Map of all AGPs within Oldham 
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Table 2.21: Key to map of all AGPs within Oldham  
 

Site 
ID 

Site name Analysis 
area 

Community 
use? 

Secured 
use 

Surface type No. of 
AGPs 

87 Blessed John 
Henry Newman RC 
College 

Chadderton Yes Yes Sand filled 1 

N/A Breeze Hill School Oldham 
District 

No-disused No Sand based 1 

1 Chapel Road 
Synthetic Pitch 

Failsworth & 
Hollinwood 

Yes Yes Medium Pile 
3G (55-60mm) 

1 

108 Crompton House 
School 

Shaw & 
Crompton 

Yes Yes Medium Pile 
3G (55-60mm) 

1 

3 Failsworth Sports 
Centre 

Failsworth & 
Hollinwood 

Yes Yes Medium Pile 
3G (55-60mm) 

1 

3 Failsworth Sports 
Centre 

Failsworth & 
Hollinwood 

Yes Yes Medium Pile 
3G (55-60mm) 

Half 
Size 

3 Failsworth Sports 
Centre 

Failsworth & 
Hollinwood 

Yes Yes Medium Pile 
3G (55-60mm) 

Half 
Size 

109 Grange Synthetic 
Pitch 

Oldham 
District 

Yes Yes Sand filled Half 
Size 

5 Greenhill Primary 
School 

Oldham 
District 

Yes No  Sand filled Half 
Size 

44 North Chadderton 
School 

Chadderton Yes Yes Medium Pile 
3G (55-60mm) 

1 

6 Oasis Academy 
Oldham 

Failsworth & 
Hollinwood 

Yes Yes Medium Pile 
3G (55-60mm) 

1 

86 Oldham Academy 
North 

Royton Yes Yes Medium Pile 
3G (55-60mm) 

1 

7 Oldham Sport For 
All Centre 

Failsworth & 
Hollinwood 

No-disused No Sand dressed 1 

9 Royton & 
Crompton School 

Shaw & 
Crompton 

Yes Yes Medium Pile 
3G (55-60mm) 

1 

10 Saddleworth Pool 
And Leisure Centre 

Saddleworth 
& Lees 

Yes Yes Medium Pile 
3G (55-60mm) 

Half 
Size 

11 Saddleworth 
School 

Saddleworth 
& Lees 

Yes Yes Sand dressed Half 
Size 

14 The Hathershaw 
College Of 
Technology & 
Sport 

Oldham 
District 

Yes Yes Medium Pile 
3G (55-60mm) 

Three 
Quarter 

Size 

15 The Lancaster 
Club 

Failsworth & 
Hollinwood 

Yes No Medium Pile 
3G (55-60mm) 

Half 
Size 

15 The Lancaster 
Club 

Failsworth & 
Hollinwood 

Yes No Medium Pile 
3G (55-60mm) 

Half 
Size 

93 The Radclyffe 
School 

Chadderton Yes Yes Medium Pile 
3G (55-60mm) 

1 

16 Waterhead 
Academy (Main 
Campus) 

Saddleworth 
& Lees 

Yes Yes Medium Pile 
3G (55-60mm) 

Half 
Size 

16 Waterhead 
Academy (Main 
Campus) 

Saddleworth 
& Lees 

Yes Yes Medium Pile 
3G (55-60mm) 

Half 
Size 
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2.8 Availability 
 
The Table below summarises the availability of AGPs in Oldham. In addition, it records the 
availability of provision within the peak period based on information given by the organisation 
during consultation. Sport England has identified an overall peak period for AGPs of 34 
hours a week (Monday to Thursday 17:00-21:00; Friday 17:00-19:00; Saturday and Sunday 
09:00-17:00). This has been applied in conjunction with findings from consultation to provide 
a total number of hours available for community use per week during peak periods. 
 
Table 2.22: Community opening times of AGPs 
 

Site 
ID 

Site Name Availability for community use Available for 
Community use in 

the peak period 

87 Blessed John Henry 
Newman RC College 

Monday-Friday 18:00-22:00 

Saturday and Sunday 09:00-17:00 

29 

1 Chapel Road Synthetic 
Pitch 

Monday-Friday 17:00-22:00 

Saturday and Sunday 09:00-17:00 

34 

3 Failsworth Sports Centre 
(full size) 

Monday-Friday 16:00-21:00 

Saturday 08:30-17:00 

Sunday 09:00-17:00 

34 

3 Failsworth Sports Centre 
(2 x half size) 

Monday-Friday 16:00-21:00 

Saturday 08:30-17:00 

Sunday 09:00-17:00 

34 

109 Grange Synthetic Pitch Monday-Friday 18:00-22:00 

Saturday and Sunday 09:00-17:00 

29 

5 Greenhill Primary School Unknown Unknown 

44 North Chadderton School Monday-Friday 18:00-21:00 13 

6 Oasis Academy Oldham Monday-Friday 17:00-22:00 

Saturday and Sunday 09:00-17:00 

34 

86 Oldham Academy North Monday-Friday 17:00-22:00 

Saturday and Sunday 09:00-17:00 

34 

9 Royton & Crompton 
School 

Monday-Friday 18:00-21:00 

Saturday and Sunday 09:00-17:00 

29 

10 Saddleworth Pool & 
Leisure Centre 

Monday-Friday 06:30-21:00 

Saturday and Sunday 08:00-17:00 

34 

11 Saddleworth School Monday-Friday 17:30-20:30 

Saturday and Sunday 09:00-12:00 

19.5 

14 The Hathershaw College 
Of Technology & Sport 

Monday-Friday 18:00-22:00 

Saturday and Sunday 08:30-16:00 

29 

15 The Lancaster Club        
(2 x half size) 

Unknown Unknown 

93 The Radclyffe School Monday-Friday 19:00-21:00 

Saturday and Sunday 08:00-13:00 

17 

16 Waterhead Academy 
(Main Campus) 

Monday-Friday 18:00-21:00 

Saturday 09:00-13:00 

21 

16 Waterhead Academy 
(Main Campus) 

Monday-Friday 18:00-21:00 

Saturday 09:00-13:00 

21 
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In the main, availability of provision in the peak period is generally good. Where there is 
provision on education sites, this is generally made available after school and at weekends.  

It should be noted that although the AGP at North Chadderton School (Site ID: 44) has planning 
permission for community use Mon-Fri 6-10pm, Saturday 9am-10pm and Sunday 9am-6pm, 
the AGP is only available for community use Mon-Fri 6-9pm. Consultation with the school 
suggests that the AGP is not available Mon-Fri 9-10pm or during weekends due to staffing 
issues, concerns that the facility will be abused/damaged and there are currently no external 
changing/toilet facilities on site. In order to open the AGP Mon-Fri 9-10pm and during 
weekends, the main school would also have to be opened to allow access to the 
changing/toilet facilities within the PE department. As such, the school is hoping to secure 
funding in the future to provide external changing/toilet facilities which would then allow 
additional community use of the facility. 
 
2.9 Usage 
 
Table 2.21 summarises the usage of AGPs in Oldham. Although all AGPs (where booking 
information is available) have spare capacity within the peak period, the extent of such spare 
capacity varies significantly. For example, the AGP located at the Blessed John Henry 
Newman RC College has 83% spare capacity during the peak period whereas the AGP 
located at Royton & Crompton School has only 3% spare capacity during the peak period. 
 
With the exception of the AGP located at the Blessed John Henry Newman RC College, the 
vast majority of identified usage of AGPs within Oldham is football usage. However, there is 
also some rugby training at Oldham Academy North, The Hathershaw College of 
Technology & Sport and Oasis Academy Oldham. 
 
The Manchester Youth & Mini Soccer League is the biggest youth and mini soccer league 
within servicing teams in Oldham. Next season it is due to relocate a significant number of its 
teams to the new full size 3G AGP at the Failsworth Sports Centre.  
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Table 2.23: Summary of usage8  
 

Site 
ID 

Site name Analysis area Surface type Size Total number 
of hours 

available for 
community 
use during 
peak period 

Usage 

(during 
peak 

period) 

Spare 
Capacity 

(during 
peak 

period) 

Comments 

87 Blessed John Henry 
Newman RC College 

Chadderton Sand filled Full Size 29 17% 83% Spare capacity available 
weekdays and 
weekends. Currently 
three hours hockey use 
and two hours football 
use. 

44 North Chadderton 
School 

Chadderton Medium Pile 3G 
(55-60mm) 

Full Size 13 85% 15% Minimal spare capacity 
(one hour slots).  

93 The Radclyffe School Chadderton Medium Pile 3G 
(55-60mm) 

Full Size 17 82% 18% Spare capacity mainly 
5-6pm Monday-Friday. 

1 Chapel Road 
Synthetic Pitch 

Failsworth & 
Hollinwood 

Medium Pile 3G 
(55-60mm) 

Full Size 34 82% 18% No spare capacity 
available at weekends. 
Spare capacity mainly 
5-6pm Monday-Friday. 

6 Oasis Academy 
Oldham 

Failsworth & 
Hollinwood 

Medium Pile 3G 
(55-60mm) 

Full Size 34 Unknown** Unknown - 

86 Oldham Academy 
North 

Royton Medium Pile 3G 
(55-60mm) 

Full Size 34 48% 52% Spare capacity available 
weekdays and 
weekends. 

9 Royton & Crompton 
School 

Shaw & Crompton Medium Pile 3G 
(55-60mm) 

Full Size 29 97% 3% Minimal spare capacity 
(one hour slot).  

3 Failsworth Sports 
Centre 

Failsworth & 
Hollinwood 

Medium Pile 3G 
(55-60mm) 

Half Size 34 94% 6% Minimal spare capacity 
on Sunday morning. 

3 Failsworth Sports 
Centre 

Failsworth & 
Hollinwood 

Medium Pile 3G 
(55-60mm) 

Half Size 34 94% 6% Minimal spare capacity 
on Sunday morning. 

                                                
8
 Please note that the full size 3G AGPs at Failsworth Sports Centre and Crompton House were not open during the audit period and as such no usage 

information is included. 
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Site 
ID 

Site name Analysis area Surface type Size Total number 
of hours 

available for 
community 
use during 
peak period 

Usage 

(during 
peak 

period) 

Spare 
Capacity 

(during 
peak 

period) 

Comments 

15 The Lancaster Club Failsworth & 
Hollinwood 

Medium Pile 3G 
(55-60mm) 

Half Size Unknown* Unknown** Unknown Pitch/Site at Risk 

15 The Lancaster Club Failsworth & 
Hollinwood 

Medium Pile 3G 
(55-60mm) 

Half Size Unknown* Unknown** Unknown Pitch/Site at Risk 

109 Grange Synthetic 
Pitch 

Oldham District Sand filled Half Size 29 31% 69% Spare capacity available 
throughout the week. 
Facility is used 
unofficially by local 
community.  

5 Greenhill Primary 
School 

Oldham District Sand filled Half Size Unknown* Unknown** Unknown - 

14 The Hathershaw 
College Of 
Technology & Sport 

Oldham District Medium Pile 3G 
(55-60mm) 

Three 
Quarter 

Size 

29 62% 38% Spare capacity available 
throughout the week.  

10 Saddleworth Pool & 
Leisure Centre 

Saddleworth & 
Lees 

Medium Pile 3G 
(55-60mm) 

Half Size 34 9% 91% Spare capacity available 
throughout the week 
and weekends. 

11 Saddleworth School Saddleworth & 
Lees 

Sand dressed Half Size 19.5 77% 23% Spare capacity available 
Saturday morning. 

16 Waterhead Academy 
(Main Campus) 

 

Saddleworth & 
Lees 

Medium Pile 3G 
(55-60mm) 

Half Size 21 Unknown** Unknown - 

16 Waterhead Academy 
(Main Campus) 

Saddleworth & 
Lees 

Medium Pile 3G 
(55-60mm) 

Half Size 21 Unknown** Unknown - 

 
* KKP was unable to obtain information with regard to the availability of AGP for community use. 
** KKP was unable to obtain booking information and, therefore, usage and spare capacity during the peak period is unknown. 
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Demand 
 
There is a significant proportion of football teams in Oldham playing their competitive 
fixtures on AGPs. In total there are 130 teams identified as playing across 10 sites (11 
AGPs) in Oldham. 
 
The two sites with AGPs that accommodate significant numbers of football teams are 
Chapel Road Synthetic Pitch (26 teams) and Failsworth Sports Centre (62 teams). 
 
Both sites are central venues with Chapel Road accommodating league fixtures from the 
North Manchester Girls League and the Failsworth Sports Centre accommodating league 
fixtures from the Manchester Youth & Mini Soccer League. As highlighted earlier the 
number of Manchester Youth & Mini Soccer League fixtures at the Failsworth Sports 
Centre will be increasing for the 2014/15 season as the League plans to relocate teams 
to play on the new full size AGP at the site.        
 
Football training tends to dominate use of AGPs in Oldham and are in high demand for 
mid-week football training. Peak hours are 6pm – 9pm Tuesday to Thursday and some 
clubs report that provision is not accessible at this time. In addition to this, however, some 
clubs report that price is also a restricting factor. 
 
Of the 19 clubs which indicate what type of additional training facilities they would like 
access to, 16 report demand for access to a 3G pitch or additional usage on a 3G pitch.   
 
2.10 Supply and demand analysis 

Sport England Facilities Planning Model (National Run 2014) 

 
The previous sections in this chapter have presented information on the actual supply 
and usage of AGPs in Oldham.  Models can also be used to provide a different 
perspective on supply and demand.  The Facilities Planning Model (FPM) is one such 
model which shows how supply and demand would interact if assumptions based on 
research on the use of AGPs held true for Oldham.   
 
Information on the supply of AGPs in the model is sourced from a national data set 
(Active Places Power).  The model outputs for Oldham are based on a supply of 8 full 
size AGPs with a 3G or sand based surface that could be used for football and are 
available for community use.   This differs from the actual supply data for Oldham which 
is reported earlier in this chapter.  As a result, there is limited value in considering the full 
range of model outputs in this case. 
 
The outputs can be used to give an indication of the level of provision compared to other 
areas.  Based on a supply of 8 full size AGPs, the number of AGPs per head of 
population indicates that the supply of 3G and sand based AGPs in Oldham is just below 
the average for Greater Manchester.  This, however, does not take into account the 
demand for AGPs. 
 
The key outputs from the model show that the demand for football on 3G and sand based 
AGPs from Oldham residents equates to almost 6 pitches.  Based on the AGPs included 
in the modelling, the outputs also show that only a very small proportion of demand 
(equivalent to 0.1 of a pitch) is not being met by the supply.  The model indicates there 
are significant cross border flows, and that 100% of the capacity of AGPs in Oldham is 
being used.   
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The FA model 
 
The FA considers high quality third generation artificial grass pitches as an essential tool 
in promoting coach and player development. The FA can support intensive use and as 
such are great assets for both playing and training. Primarily such facilities have been 
installed for community use and training, however, are increasingly used for competition 
which The FA wholly supports. 
 
The FA’s long term ambition is to provide every affiliated team in England the opportunity 
to train once per week on floodlit 3G surface, together with priority access for every 
Charter Standard Community Club through a partnership agreement. The FA standard is 
calculated by using the latest Sport England research ‘AGPs State of the Nation March 
2012’ assuming that 51% of AGP usage is by sports clubs when factoring in the number 
of training slots available per pitch type per hour from 5pm-10pm Monday-Friday and 
9am-5pm Saturday and Sundays. It is estimated that one full size AGP can service 60 
teams. 
 
On the basis there are 344 teams playing competitive football in Oldham, there is a 
recommended need for 5.73 (rounded to six) full size 3G pitches. There are currently eight 
within Oldham so supply is adequate to meet the Model. 
 
It should be noted, however, that a planning application has been approved for a new 
Goals Soccer Centre to be opened in the Failsworth and Hollinwood Analysis Area. If 
implemented, this will increase availability of small sided AGPs within Oldham.  
 
Conclusions 

Overall there is limited capacity on full size 3G AGPs with the FA model highlighting there 
are enough for football training and the SE model showing they are at capacity.  However, 
consultation indicates that there is spare capacity at Oldham Academy North. The 
Academy suggests that spare capacity exists due to a lack of demand in the local area but 
it is likely that this may also relate to cost.  
 
A significant proportion of responding clubs (85%) report that they want more access to 
3G pitches, however, cost appears to be the most significant issue inhibiting access as 
opposed to a lack of access to training slots. 
 
In conclusion there are enough 3G pitches to serve current demand for football in Oldham 
notwithstanding that there is demand to maximise availability of Oldham Academy North. 
There is highly likely to be future demand for more 3G pitches if competitive play on 3G 
pitches grows, however, the extent of this is not yet known.   
 
 
 
 



OLDHAM PLAYING PITCH STRATEGY 
ASSESSMENT REPORT 
 
 
 

March 2015                     Assessment Report: Knight Kavanagh & Page                   46 

  

Football – AGP summary 

 There are nine full sized AGPs in Oldham. Eight are 3G rubber crumb and one is sand 
filled/dressed. In addition, there is one full size sand dressed AGP at the Oldham Sport For 
All Centre that is currently disused. 

 Provision of full size AGPs is unevenly spread across the Oldham area with three full size 
AGPs in both the Failsworth & Hollinwood and Chadderton analysis areas, two full size AGPs 
in Shaw & Crompton and one full size AGP in the Royton analysis area. As such, there is no 
full size AGP in either the Oldham District or the Saddleworth & Lees analysis areas.  

 The FA model suggests that overall in Oldham there are enough full 3G pitches (eight) to 
meet demand for football training.   

 Further to this, 85% of responding clubs report demand for training sessions on 3G pitches.  
However, cost is a key issue for clubs accessing existing provision as opposed to a lack of 
access to training slots. 

 There are enough 3G pitches to serve current demand for football in Oldham notwithstanding 
that there is demand to maximise availability of Oldham Academy North. There is highly likely 
to be future demand for more 3G pitches if competitive play on 3G pitches grows, however, 
the extent of this is not yet known.   

 In addition, there is a growing future demand for all age groups to play on 3G pitches, 
particularly at youth level where this is a shortfall of grass pitches.  For example, Manchester 
Youth & Mini Soccer League fixtures at Failsworth Sports Centre has future plans to relocate 
teams to play on the new full size AGP at the site.  

 From 2014/15 only 3G pitches with a valid performance test and listed on the FA Register 
can be used for competitive play. At present, no AGPs located within Oldham have 
undergone the FA’s performance test. 
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PART 3: CRICKET 
 
3.1: Introduction 
 
The Lancashire Cricket Board (LCB) is the governing and representative body for cricket 
within Oldham. The Board’s aim is to promote the game of cricket at all levels through 
partnerships with professional and recreational cricket clubs as well as appropriate 
agencies within the County. A Cricket Development Manager, employed by the 
Lancashire Cricket Board, is responsible for all clubs within Oldham.  
 
Consultation 
 
In addition to face to face consultation with four clubs, an electronic survey was sent to all 
remaining cricket clubs playing within Oldham. An invitation to complete the survey was 
sent to clubs directly from KKP via e-mail and a further e-mail was sent from the LCB in 
an attempt to increase response rate. An overall response rate of 94% (17 out of 18 
clubs) was achieved and the results from such consultation are used to inform key issues 
within this section of the report. Shaw Cricket Club was the only cricket club which failed 
to respond to the survey.  
 
3.2: Supply 
 
In total, there are 28 cricket pitches in Oldham located across 28 sites. Of the 28 pitches, 
19 are available for community use and used. Although an additional three pitches are 
available for community use, no play is recorded at these sites. Two pitches, located at 
Blessed John Henry Newman RC College and Oldham Hulme Grammar School, are not 
available for community use and there are a further four pitches that are disused. The 
supply of all pitches in Oldham is shown in Table 3.2.  
 
Please note that for the purposes of this report, being available for community use refers 
to pitches in public, voluntary, private or commercial ownership or management (including 
education sites) recorded as being available for use/hire by teams/clubs. 
 
Table 3.1: Summary of pitches available for community use 
 

Analysis area No. of pitches 

   Chadderton 2 

   Failsworth & Hollinwood 3 

   Oldham District 4 

   Royton 3 

   Saddleworth & Lees 7 

   Shaw & Crompton 3 

Oldham 22 

 
Of the three pitches available for community use but not used, all are standalone non-turf 
wickets. These are located at Foxdenton Park (Site ID: 31), The Radclyffe School (Site 
ID: 93) and Clayton Playing Fields (Site ID: 25).  
 
In addition there are three pitches located at The Hathershaw College, Cathedral Road 
and Waterhead Academy (Sports Campus), that are disused. The pitches, which are said 
to have been used within the last five years, are now assessed as poor quality and, 
therefore, deemed unsuitable to accommodate cricket.   
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Figure 3.1: Location of cricket pitches in Oldham  
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Table 3.2: Key to map of cricket pitches  
 

Site 
ID 

Site name Analysis area Community 
use? 

No. of 
pitches 

87 Blessed John Henry Newman RC 
College 

Chadderton No* 1 

23 Cathedral Road Chadderton No-disused 1 

31 Foxdenton Park Chadderton Yes-unused 1 

93 The Radclyffe School Chadderton Yes-unused 1 

30 Failsworth Macedonia Cricket 
Club 

Failsworth & Hollinwood Yes 1 

38 Hollinwood Sports Club Failsworth & Hollinwood Yes 1 

15 The Lancaster Club Failsworth & Hollinwood No-disused 1 

66 Woodhouses Cricket Club Failsworth & Hollinwood Yes 1 

34 Glodwick Cricket Club Oldham District Yes 1 

14 The Hathershaw College Of 
Technology & Sport 

Oldham District No-disused 1 

42 Moorside Cricket Club Oldham District Yes 1 

47 Oldham Cricket Club Oldham District Yes 1 

48 Oldham Hulme Grammar School Oldham District No 1 

61 Waterhead Academy (Sports 
Campus) 

Oldham District No-disused 1 

63 Werneth Cricket Club Oldham District Yes 1 

25 Clayton Playing Fields Royton Yes-unused 1 

36 Heyside Cricket Club Royton Yes 1 

52 Royton Cricket Bowling & Tennis 
Club 

Royton Yes 1 

21 Austerlands Cricket Club Saddleworth & Lees Yes 1 

29 Delph And Dobcross Cricket And 
Bowling Club 

Saddleworth & Lees Yes 1 

32 Friarmere Cricket Club Saddleworth & Lees Yes 1 

89 Greenfield Cricket Club Saddleworth & Lees Yes 1 

53 Saddleworth Cricket Tennis And 
Bowling Club 

Saddleworth & Lees Yes 1 

94 Springhead Congregational 
Cricket Club 

Saddleworth & Lees Yes 1 

60 Uppermill Sports Club Saddleworth & Lees Yes 1 

27 Crompton Cricket Club Shaw & Crompton Yes 1 

43 New Barn Playing Fields Shaw & Crompton Yes 1 

55 Shaw Cricket Club Shaw & Crompton Yes 1 

 
*Although there is a community use scheme in place on this site (for the AGP and sports 
hall) it excludes the grass pitches. 
 
Security of tenure  
 
Pitch ownership and management across Oldham is varied. Indeed, 12 clubs own their 
own grounds and three clubs (Failsworth Macedonia, Glodwick and Saddleworth cricket 
clubs) have long term leases at their respective grounds. Glodwick Cricket Club leases its 
ground from Congregational Church and has approximately 25 years remaining. 
Saddleworth Cricket Club reports that it has a 999 year lease with Salient Point Ltd. 
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Consultation with Werneth Cricket Club confirmed that the ground is owned by a trust. 
Nevertheless, there is no hire/lease charge to the Club and it is suggested that a 
covenant on the land means the site will remain a cricket pitch.  
 
Table 3.3: Summary of pitch ownership  
 

Owned Leased Unknown 

 Austerlands CC Failsworth Macedonia CC Shaw CC 

 Crompton CC Glodwick CC Springhead CC 

 Delph & Dobcross CC Saddleworth CC  

 Friarmere CC   

 Greenfield CC   

 Heyside CC   

 Hollinwood CC   

 Moorside CC 

 Oldham CC 
  

 Royton CC   

 Uppermill CC   

 Woodhouses CC   

 
Pitch quality 
 
The audit of cricket pitches in Oldham identifies 13 pitches to be of good quality and a 
further 11 pitches to be standard quality. The remaining four pitches were assessed as 
poor quality. The table below summarises pitch quality by wicket type following non-
technical site assessments. 
 
Table 3.4: Summary of pitch quality by wicket type 
 

Wicket type Good Standard Poor 

   Grass / Non-turf 2 - 1 

   Grass 9 7 - 

   Standalone Non-turf 2 4 3 

Oldham 13 11 4 

 
Of the 13 pitches assessed as good quality, 11 are club pitches and two are located on 
educational sites. Only one club pitch (Oldham Cricket Club) is assessed as poor quality. 
Pitch assessments for all pitches in Oldham are shown in Table 3.11. 
 
Maintaining high pitch quality is the most important aspect of cricket. If the wicket is poor, 
it can affect the quality of the game and can, in some instances, become dangerous. To 
obtain a full technical assessment of wicket and pitches, the ECB recommends a 
Performance Quality Standard Assessment (PQS). The PQS assesses a cricket square 
to ascertain whether the pitch meets the Performance Quality Standards that are 
benchmarked by the Institute of Groundsmanship.  
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Two clubs, Oldham Cricket Club and Hollinwood Cricket Club, confirm that they have 
received the Performance Quality Standard (PQS) acknowledging clubs’ ability to 
maintain wickets and outfields to Premier League quality. That said, it must be noted that 
Oldham Cricket Club also rate the quality of its pitch as poor. For further guidance on 
PQS, please contact the ECB.  
 
Ancillary facilities 
 
All responding clubs report that they have access to changing facilities. Clubs quality 
ratings of changing facilities are varied with seven clubs rating changing facilities as good 
quality and five clubs rating changing facilities as acceptable. The remaining five clubs 
report that changing facilities are poor.  
 
Table 3.5: Summary of changing provision quality 
 

Good Acceptable Poor 

Austerlands CC 

Delph & Dobcross CC 

Failsworth Macedonia CC 

Hollinwood CC 

Moorside CC 

Saddleworth CC 

Uppermill CC 

Crompton CC 

Friarmere CC 

Oldham CC 

Springhead CC 

Woodhouses CC 

Glodwick CC 

Greenfield CC 

Heyside CC 

Royton CC 

Werneth CC 

 
Greenfield Cricket Club has a wooden changing facility that is not fit for purpose. The 
facility also stores maintenance equipment, including flammable materials, that violates 
insurance. As toilets are located within the changing rooms, no public toilets are 
available. The Club is currently in the process of applying for funding to improve changing 
provision that will include public toilets and facilities for women/girls.  
 
Heyside Cricket Club currently has use of two changing rooms and an umpires room, all 
of which are considered to be poor quality. The Club has various facility development 
plans that include aspirations for new changing provision (six rooms). Planning 
permission has been secured and it indicates potential Sport England funding, in addition 
to matched funding, is available for this development.  
 
Werneth Cricket Club report that changing facilities are poor and significant investment is 
required to improve changing provision.  
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Training facilities 
 
Access to cricket nets is important, particularly for pre-season/winter training. All clubs 
which responded to the survey confirm that they have access to practice nets at their 
respective grounds. Nevertheless, as indicated in the table below, numerous clubs report 
that their non turf practice areas require refurbishment. 
 
Table 3.6: Expressed demand for cricket training facilities  
 

Club  Demand expressed 

Crompton CC Reports that its current non turf practice nets are in poor condition 
and are in need of refurbishment.  

Failsowrth Macedonia 
CC 

Non turf practice net facility is required. 

Glodwick CC Has received funding from LCB for a new three lane training facility 
(non turf wickets) to replace its current two lane training facility. This 
will be completed in near future.  

Heyside CC Currently has a three lane training facility (non turf wickets) built in 
2008 following a Sport England grant. Due to poor quality, however, 
only one lane is currently being used. It estimates that £30,000 is 
required to refurbish all lanes.  

Hollinwood CC Reports that additional non turf practice nets are required. 

Oldham CC Reports that additional non turf practice nets are required. 

Royton CC Currently has a two lane net facility in poor condition. As such, most 
training occurs on a ‘practice’ wicket on the edge of the square. The 
Club is two thirds through an application process to Viridor for a grant 
to build a four lane all weather training facility on the edge of the 
ground. The new training facility would reduce wear on the pitch and 
allow the Club to place greater emphasis upon training. 

Springhead CC Confirms that a club member is currently building a new metal frame 
for the practice nets but new netting will be required.  

Werneth CC Reports that its current non turf practice nets are in poor condition 
and are in need of refurbishment. The nets, which were built 
approximately 15 years ago, are well used by both members and 
local residents. Nevertheless, the Club suggests that the nets will 
soon have to be closed due to health and safety concerns. 

 
Indoor facilities 
 
Although only four clubs suggested that they currently access indoor cricket facilities, 
booking sheets provided by OCL confirm that a further three clubs are also accessing 
indoor facilities. Clubs indicate that indoor facilities are used throughout the winter months 
to allow both junior and senior members to net through the winter. It should be noted, 
however, that there is a general acceptance among numerous clubs that the provision of 
indoor facilities across Oldham is poor.  
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All remaining clubs confirmed that winter training, if applicable, takes place on non turf 
practice nets at their respective grounds.  
 
Table 3.7: Summary of indoor training  
 

Club  Indoor Training 

Crompton CC Reports that all teams (both senior and junior) travel outside of 
Oldham to access indoor training facilities due to a lack of indoor 
provision during the winter months.  

Glodwick CC Hires facilities at Hulme Grant Sports Hall for senior training every 
Monday evening throughout the winter months via a block booking. In 
addition, it also hires the facilities at Kalys Sports Centre (small 
privately owned site) for junior training.  

Greenfield CC Hosts indoor training at The Saddleworth School but reports the 
facility is poor quality. In addition, it is suggested that there is poor 
provision of indoor training facilities in general within Oldham.  

Heyside CC Reports that it hires facilities at Crompton House School and Oldham 
Sports Centre for indoor training. Both sites are block booked by the 
Club as there are capacity issues, particularly at Oldham Sports 
Centre.  

Failsworth Macedonia 
CC 

According to booking sheets provided by OCL, the Club access 
indoor facilities at Failsworth Sports Centre.  

Saddleworth CC According to booking sheets provided by OCL, the Club access 
indoor facilities at Failsworth Sports Centre.  

Woodhouses CC According to booking sheets provided by OCL, the Club access 
indoor facilities at Oldham Sports Centre.  

 
3.3: Demand 
 
There are a total of 107 teams playing within the Oldham area; 43 senior and 64 junior. 
With the exception of the Failsworth Macedonia, Hollinwood and Springhead cricket 
clubs, all clubs in Oldham field both senior and junior teams. The biggest club, in terms of 
number of teams, is Glodwick Cricket Club with two senior and eight junior teams. 
Although no clubs report specific junior girls’ teams in Oldham, girls are able to participate 
in mixed junior teams.  
 
As indicated in the table below, 37% of teams within Oldham are located in the 
Saddleworth & Lees analysis areas. Furthermore, there are currently no cricket teams 
based in the Chadderton Analysis Area.  
 
Table 3.8: Summary of teams by analysis area 
 

Analysis area No. of competitive teams  

Seniors Juniors 

Chadderton - - 

Failsworth & Hollinwood 6 5 

Oldham District 10 16 

Royton 7 13 

Saddleworth & Lees 16 24 

Shaw & Crompton 4 6 

Oldham 43 64 
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There is national recognition that cricket is currently experiencing a reduction in 
participation numbers. As such, it is perhaps unsurprising that no clubs report an increase 
in the number of senior teams within recent years. Furthermore, club consultation 
indicates that a large number of clubs in Oldham have only two senior teams. As such, 
only five clubs, Greenfield, Heyside, Oldham, Royton and Saddleworth cricket clubs have 
in excess of two senior teams. There have, however, been fluctuations to junior 
membership numbers and only a small number of clubs indicate positive increases to 
both membership and team numbers.  
 
Table 3.9: Summary of teams by club 
 

Name of club No. of teams  Membership trends over previous three 
years Seniors Juniors 

Austerlands CC 2 4 Currently has two senior and four junior teams. 
Junior membership has remained static in recent 
years but a decrease in senior membership has 
resulted in the Club losing its 3

rd
 XI. 

Crompton CC 2 4 Currently has two senior and four junior teams. 
Membership numbers have remained static in 
recent years, although the Club has aspirations 
to have an additional junior team in the near 
future.  

Delph & Dobcross CC 2 3 Membership numbers at both senior and junior 
level is said to have remained static in recent 
years and the number of teams is not expected 
to change in the near future.  

Failsworth Macedonia 
CC 

2 - Is one of three clubs in Oldham with no junior 
membership. Senior membership numbers have 
remained static in recent years and the Club has 
no plans to increase the number of teams. 

Friarmere CC 2 1 Although senior membership has remained 
static in recent years, junior membership has 
increased due to the efforts of one committee 
member who is committed to increasing junior 
cricket at the Club.  

Glodwick CC 2 8 Although senior membership has remained 
relatively static in recent years, the Club state 
that it may have an additional senior team next 
season but it does not think there will be 
capacity to accommodate additional fixtures. As 
such, the Club is looking at alternative sites and 
identifies Springhead and Failsworth Macedonia 
cricket clubs as potential venues. Due to an 
increasing junior membership, the number of 
junior teams has increased and it now has two 
u13s teams and two u15s teams. The Club does 
report, however, that due to a lack of capacity 
for training, maintaining the current number of 
junior teams may be unsustainable.  
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Name of club No. of teams  Membership trends over previous three 
years Seniors Juniors 

Greenfield CC 3 6 Currently has three senior and six junior teams. 
As a ‘Clubmark’ accredited Club, junior 
membership has increased in recent years. It 
runs ‘Chance to Shine’ as well as an after school 
programme for primary school girls one night per 
week. It is hoped that the programme will inspire 
greater participation and subsequently increase 
the number of junior teams.  

Heyside CC 4 5 Due to a decrease in membership in recent 
years, it reports that it has lost an u13s team, an 
u17s team and a 3

rd
 XI. There are aspirations, 

however, to reintroduce the u17s team next 
season.  

Hollinwood CC 2 - Is one of three clubs in Oldham with no junior 
membership. Senior membership numbers have 
remained static in recent years and the Club has 
no plans to increase the number of teams.  

Moorside CC 2 1 Although senior membership has remained 
static in recent years, junior membership is said 
to have decreased significantly as a large 
proportion of junior members left to join a rival 
club. During the 2012 season, the Club had four 
junior teams but is now only able to field an u15s 
team. 

Oldham CC 4 3 It is reported that the Club has lost three junior 
teams in recent years due to a lack of qualified 
coaches and necessary equipment. The Club 
does, however, plan to increase junior 
membership to increase the number of junior 
teams.  

Royton CC 3 8 Both senior and junior membership has 
remained static in recent years and the Club has 
no plans to increase the number of teams in the 
future.  

Saddleworth CC 3 5 Membership numbers are said to have remained 
static in recent years and there is said to be 
limited capacity available to accommodate 
additional teams.  

Shaw CC 2 2 The Club failed to respond to the survey. Team 
information based on play cricket and club 
websites. 

Springhead CC 2 - Is one of three clubs in Oldham with no junior 
membership. It is reported that the Club has 
always had two senior teams but after struggling 
for players for a number of years, the 1

st
 XI 

folded during the 2011 season. As such, the 
Club had only one team for the 2012 and 2013 
seasons but after a cash injection and an 
increase in membership, the Club now has two 
senior teams competing in the 2014 season.  
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Name of club No. of teams  Membership trends over previous three 
years Seniors Juniors 

Uppermill CC 2 5 The Club reports that the number of senior 
teams has remained static in recent years but 
the number of junior teams has increased. It is 
hoped that, due to an increasing junior 
membership, the Club may be able to field an 
additional junior team in the near future.  

Werneth CC 2 4 The Club reports that the number of senior and 
junior teams has remained static in recent years. 
It is reported that there are approximately 50 
junior members at the Club but far more juniors 
use the practice facility socially. A lack of 
volunteers is said to be preventing additional 
junior teams forming.  

Woodhouses CC 2 5 Membership numbers have remained static in 
recent years and the number of teams is not 
expected to change in the near future. 

 
Latent demand 
 
As identified in Table 3.9, it would appear that some latent demand exists within Oldham 
as Glodwick Cricket Club suggests that it would be able to accommodate additional 
teams if more pitches were available. 
 
Sport England’s Segmentation Tool also enables analysis of ‘the percentage of adults 
that would like to participate in cricket but are not currently doing so’. The tool identifies 
latent demand of 901 people. 23.2% of the population that would like to participate in 
cricket is the segment ‘Kev - pub league team mates’. Of the 901 people, 38 (4.2%) are 
females; the largest segment of which is ‘Paula - stretched single mums’.     
 
Unmet demand 
 
Consultation with clubs confirmed that there is currently no unmet demand within 
Oldham. As discussed, many clubs report that senior membership has remained static or 
decreased in recent years. With the exception of Glodwick Cricket Club, no responding 
clubs report that the supply of pitches within Oldham is a significant factor in either the 
loss of teams or contributing to a growth of teams at either senior or junior level. 
Notwithstanding this, clubs did suggest that restricted access to indoor training facilities 
can have a detrimental effect upon membership numbers.  
 
Last Man Stands 
 
Last Man Stands (LMS) was founded in 2005, in London. LMS is the widest reaching 
amateur cricket league in the world, bringing together like minded individuals from all 
walks of life to enjoy an alternative format of cricket. The social outdoor eight-a-side T20 
cricket game lasts approximately two hours and can only be played on non turf wickets as 
opposed to grass wickets. All eight wickets are required to bowl a team out so when the 
seventh wicket falls, the ‘Last Man Stands’ on his own. Each player receives cricket 
statistics and world rankings online, allowing all participants to play locally, but also 
compare their performances to other LMS cricket sides from around the world. This 
shorter format of the game has encouraged more people to participate in the sport and 
due to its increasing popularity, approximately 30,000 players took part in LMS T20 
cricket leagues in 2012.  
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Consultation suggests that there is currently no LMS operating in Oldham. Indeed, the 
LMS website confirms that the franchise for Greater Manchester North (covering Wigan, 
Bolton, Bury, Oldham and Rochdale) is available at a cost of £2,500. Given the 
significance of cricket within Oldham, it is likely that unmet demand exists for LMS teams.  
 
Peak time demand 
 
An analysis of match play identifies that peak time demand for cricket pitches is Saturday 
for senior cricket and midweek for junior cricket.  
 
Women’s and girls’ cricket 
 
Women’s and girls’ cricket is a national priority for ECB and there is a target to establish 
two girls’ and one women’s team in every local authority over the next five years. 
 
Although there are no girls’ teams currently playing at clubs in Oldham, there are several 
clubs that indicate they have a number of girls playing within their junior teams at various 
age groups. In addition, it is worth noting that Greenfield Cricket Club runs an after school 
programme for primary school girls one night per week with 23 girls currently involved. It 
is hoped that the programme will inspire a number of girls to continue participation and 
subsequently represent the Club in its junior teams. 
 
Future demand 
 
Team generation rates are used below as the basis for calculating the number of teams 
likely to be generated in the future based on population growth. 
 
Table 3.10: Team generation rates 
 

Age group Current 
population 
within age 

group 

Current 
no. of 
teams 

Team 
Generation 

Rate 

Future 
population 
within age 

group 

Predicted 
future 

number 
of teams 

Additional 
teams that 

may be 
generated 
from the 

increased 
population 

Senior Mens (18-55)         56,053  43 1:1,304 58,372 44.8 2 

Senior Womens (18-55)         56,724  0 0 54,814 0.0 0.0 

Junior Boys (7-17)         17,323  58 1:299 17,616 59.0 1 

Junior Girls (7-17)         16,358  1 1:16,358 16,685 1.0 0.0 

 
Despite a predicted increase in all age categories in Oldham by 2021, there is not likely to 
be a significant increase in demand for cricket pitches driven by population but would 
result in the need for one pitch overall to service both juniors and adults.  
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3.4: Provision of cricket pitch sites assessed by quality and capacity 
 
The capacity for pitches to regularly provide for competitive play, training and other activity 
over a season is most often determined by quality. As a minimum, the quality, and 
therefore, the capacity of a pitch affect the playing experience and people’s enjoyment of 
playing cricket.  In extreme circumstances, it can result in the inability of the pitch to cater 
for all or certain types of play during both peak and off peak times. 
 
Capacity analysis for cricket is measured over a season as opposed to a weekly basis. 
This is due to playability as only one match is generally played per pitch per day at the 
weekend or evening during the week. Wickets are rotated throughout the season to 
reduce wear and allow sufficient repair. It is, therefore, more accurate to assess capacity 
over the season rather than on a weekly basis. The capacity of a pitch to accommodate 
match sessions is driven by the number and quality of wickets.  
 
This section presents the current pitch stock available for cricket in Oldham. It illustrates,  
 
 The number of grass and artificial cricket wickets per pitch 
 The number of competitive matches per season per pitch 
 
As a guide, the ECB suggests that a good quality wicket should be able to take:  
 
 5 matches per season per grass wicket 
 60 matches per season per synthetic wicket 
 
This information is used to allocate capacity ratings as follows: 
 

Potential capacity Play is below the level the site could sustain 

At capacity   Play matches the level the site can sustain 

Overused Play exceeds the level the site can sustain 

 
For school sites, both school and community use is taken into account within the actual 
play recorded against the site overleaf. 
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Table 3.11: Cricket pitch capacity 
 

Site 
ID 

Site name Community 
use 

category 

 

Analysis 
area 

Pitch 
quality

9
 

Pitches Play 

(matches 
per 

season) 

Capacity 
(matches 

per 
season) 

Actual 
Spare 

Capacity 

(pitches) 

Capacity 
rating 

(matches 
per 

season) 

Comments 

No. of 
grass 

wickets
10

 

No. of 
non turf 
wickets 

87 Blessed John 
Henry Newman 
RC College** 

No Chadderton Good - 1 0 55 1 -55 Currently 
unavailable for 
community use. 

31 Foxdenton Park Yes-unused 

(secured) 

Chadderton Standard - 1 0 60 1 -60 Currently unused.  

93 The Radclyffe 
School** 

Yes-unused 

(secured) 

Chadderton Good - 1 0 55 1 -55 Currently unused. 

30 Failsworth 
Macedonia CC* 

Yes 

(secured) 

Failsworth & 
Hollinwood 

Good 12 - 19 60 1 -41 Spare capacity 
identified in the 
peak period for 
senior cricket. 

38 Hollinwood Sports 
Club 

(Hollinwood CC) 

Yes 

(secured) 

Failsworth & 
Hollinwood 

Good 12 - 50 60 0.5 -10 Minimal actual 
spare capacity 
identified in the 
peak period for 
senior cricket. 

66 Woodhouses CC Yes 

(secured) 

Failsworth & 
Hollinwood 

Good 13 1 74 125 0.5 -51 Minimal actual 
spare capacity 
identified in the 
peak period for 
senior cricket. 

34 Glodwick CC Yes 

(secured) 

Oldham 
District 

Standard 13 - 70 65 0 5 Pitch is 
overplayed by five 
matches per 
season. 

                                                
9
 From non-technical assessments completed in May 2014 
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Site 
ID 

Site name Community 
use 

category 

 

Analysis 
area 

Pitch 
quality

9
 

Pitches Play 

(matches 
per 

season) 

Capacity 
(matches 

per 
season) 

Actual 
Spare 

Capacity 

(pitches) 

Capacity 
rating 

(matches 
per 

season) 

Comments 

No. of 
grass 

wickets
10

 

No. of 
non turf 
wickets 

42 Moorside CC Yes 

(secured) 

Oldham 
District 

Good 13 - 40 65 0.5 -25 Minimal actual 
spare capacity 
identified in the 
peak period for 
senior cricket. 

47 Oldham CC Yes 

(secured) 

Oldham 
District 

Poor 12 1 60 120 0 -60 No actual spare 
capacity identified 
in the peak period 
for senior cricket 

48 Oldham Hulme 
Grammar 
School** 

No Oldham 
District 

Good - 1 0 55 1 -55 Currently 
unavailable for 
community use. 

63 Werneth CC Yes 

(secured) 

Oldham 
District 

Good 15 - 50 75 0.5 -25 Minimal actual 
spare capacity 
identified in the 
peak period for 
senior cricket. 

25 Clayton Playing 
Fields 

Yes-unused 

(secured) 

Royton Poor - 1 0 60 1 -60 Currently unused 
due to poor 
quality. 

36 Heyside CC Yes 

(secured) 

Royton Good 8 - 65 40 0 25 Pitch is 
significantly 
overplayed by 25 
matches per 
season. 

52 Royton Cricket 
Bowling & Tennis 
Club* 

Yes 

(secured) 

Royton Good 18 - 105 90 0 15 Pitch is 
overplayed by 15 
matches per 
season. 

21 Austerlands CC Yes 

(secured) 

Saddleworth 
& Lees 

Standard 8 - 50 40 0.5 10 Pitch is 
overplayed by 10 
matches per 
season. 
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Site 
ID 

Site name Community 
use 

category 

 

Analysis 
area 

Pitch 
quality

9
 

Pitches Play 

(matches 
per 

season) 

Capacity 
(matches 

per 
season) 

Actual 
Spare 

Capacity 

(pitches) 

Capacity 
rating 

(matches 
per 

season) 

Comments 

No. of 
grass 

wickets
10

 

No. of 
non turf 
wickets 

29 Delph & Dobcross 
Cricket & Bowling 
Club 

Yes 

(secured) 

Saddleworth 
& Lees 

Standard 10 - 62 50 0.5 12 Pitch is 
overplayed by 12 
matches per 
season. 

32 Friarmere CC Yes 

(secured) 

Saddleworth 
& Lees 

Standard 12 - 42 60 0.5 -18 Minimal actual 
spare capacity 
identified in the 
peak period for 
senior cricket. 

89 Greenfield CC Yes 

(secured) 

Saddleworth 
& Lees 

Good 11 1 72 115 0 -43 No actual spare 
capacity identified 
in the peak period 
for senior cricket. 

53 Saddleworth 
Cricket, Tennis & 
Bowling Club 

Yes 

(secured) 

Saddleworth 
& Lees 

Good 14 - 70 70 0 0 Site is being 
played to capacity 

 94 Springhead 
Congregational 
CC 

Yes 

(secured) 

Saddleworth 
& Lees 

Good 10 - 20 50 0.5 -30 Minimal actual 
spare capacity 
identified in the 
peak period for 
senior cricket. 

60 Uppermill Sports 
Club 

(Uppermill CC) 

Yes 

(secured) 

Saddleworth 
& Lees 

Standard 10 - 59 50 0.5 9 Pitch is 
overplayed by 
nine matches per 
season. 

27 Crompton CC Yes 

(secured) 

Shaw & 
Crompton 

Good 12 - 50 60 0.5 -10 Minimal actual 
spare capacity 
identified in the 
peak period for 
senior cricket. 
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Site 
ID 

Site name Community 
use 

category 

 

Analysis 
area 

Pitch 
quality

9
 

Pitches Play 

(matches 
per 

season) 

Capacity 
(matches 

per 
season) 

Actual 
Spare 

Capacity 

(pitches) 

Capacity 
rating 

(matches 
per 

season) 

Comments 

No. of 
grass 

wickets
10

 

No. of 
non turf 
wickets 

43 New Barn Playing 
Fields 

Yes 
(secured) 

Shaw & 
Crompton 

Standard - 1 unknown 60 unknown unknown Consultation with 
Oldham Council 
suggests that the 
pitch is used by 
Ashton All Stars 
between May and 
August. 
Nevertheless, it is 
assumed that 
spare capacity is 
available. 

55 Shaw CC* Yes 

(secured) 

Shaw & 
Crompton 

Standard 13 - 50 65 0.5 -15 Minimal actual 
spare capacity 
identified in the 
peak period for 
senior cricket. 

 
* In order to calculate pitch capacity at sites where clubs have not responded to consultation, the number of matches per season is based on 
an average taken from the league and division they play in.  
** Capacity has been reduced by five matches per season to mitigate secondary school fixtures being accommodated. 
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3.5 Supply and demand analysis 
 
Actual spare capacity 
 
The next step is to ascertain whether or not any identified ‘potential capacity’ can be 
deemed ‘spare capacity’. There may be situations where, although a site is highlighted 
as potentially able to accommodate some additional play, this should not be recorded as 
spare capacity against the site.  For example, a site may be managed to regularly 
operate slightly below full capacity to ensure that it can cater for a number of regular 
training sessions, or to protect the quality of the site. 
 
Thirteen sites have potential spare capacity on grass pitches in Oldham. However, only 
nine sites have actual spare capacity, equating to a total of five pitches in the peak 
period (Saturday), to accommodate senior cricket: 
 
 Crompton Cricket Club (0.5 pitches) 
 Failsworth Macedonia Cricket Club (1 pitch) 
 Friarmere Cricket Club (0.5 pitches) 
 Hollinwood Sports Club (0.5 pitches) 
 Moorside Cricket Club (0.5 pitches) 
 Shaw Cricket Club (0.5 pitches) 
 Werneth Cricket Club (0.5 pitches) 
 Woodhouses Cricket Club (0.5 pitches) 
 Springhead Congregational Cricket Club (0.5 pitches) 
 
Table 3.12: Actual spare capacity by analysis area  
 

 

In addition to above, one site (Saddleworth Cricket, Tennis & Bowling Club) is played to 
capacity. 
 
It must be noted, however, that there is no actual spare capacity expressed in the 
Chadderton or Royton analysis areas.  
 
Overplay 
 

Six sites are overplayed by a total of 76 match sessions per season and have no capacity 
to accommodate additional play: Austerlands Cricket Club (10 matches), Delph & 
Dobcross Cricket & Bowling Club (12 matches), Glodwick Cricket Club (five matches), 
Heyside Cricket Club (25 matches), Royton Cricket Club (15 matches) and Uppermill 
Sports Club (nine matches). For the purposes of supply and demand analysis, one pitch 
(with 12 wickets) is required to meet demand expressed from overplay across the 
Borough.  

Analysis area Actual spare capacity          
(grass pitches) 

Chadderton - 

Failsworth & Hollinwood 2 

Oldham District 1 

Royton - 

Saddleworth & Lees 1 

Shaw & Crompton 1 

Oldham 5 
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Table 3.13: Overplay by analysis area 
 

 

Consultation with Heyside Cricket Club indicates that it is aware of such overplay and 
has facility development plans in place which will alleviate the issue. It reports that it is 
trying to purchase land adjacent to its site that is owned by a private land owner. The 
acquisition of such land would not only enable the Club to expand the square on the 
current pitch, but also have an additional pitch as well as potential for mini/youth football 
pitches (for use by Heyside Juniors FC). There would also be the potential to install a 
non turf wicket that would accommodate all junior cricket fixtures.  

 
To what extent can current provision accommodate current and future demand? 
 
The table below seeks to summarise actual spare capacity on grass pitches in Oldham 
against expressed demand i.e. overplay, latent and future to assess the extent to which 
current provision can accommodate current and future demand. 
 
Table 3.14: Capacity of cricket pitches 

 
As indicated in Table 3.12, there is a shortfall of pitches in both the Oldham District and 
Royton analysis areas. A shortfall of pitches in Oldham District is attributed to latent 
demand (Glodwick Cricket Club) whereas a shortfall of pitches in Royton is apparent due 
to overplay alone. Nevertheless, overall in Oldham, there is actual spare capacity 
equating to two (1.7) pitches after taking into account the need to address overplay, 
latent and future demand.  
 
In addition to above, there is likely unmet demand for at least two additional pitches 
(artificial wickets) to service Last Man Stands in Oldham. 
 
  

Analysis area Overplay  

(match sessions per season) 

Chadderton - 

Failsworth & Hollinwood - 

Oldham District 5 

Royton 40 

Saddleworth & Lees 31 

Shaw & Crompton - 

Oldham 76 

Analysis area Actual spare 
capacity 
(pitches) 

Demand (pitches) 

Overplay Latent 
demand 

Future 
demand 

Total 

Chadderton - - - - - 

Failsworth & Hollinwood 2 - - - 2 

Oldham District 1 0.1 1 - -0.1 

Royton - 0.7 - - -0.7 

Saddleworth & Lees 1 0.5 - - 0.5 

Shaw & Crompton 1 -  - 1 

Oldham 5 1.3 1 1 -1.7 
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There are currently two pitches within Oldham with standalone non turf wickets that are 
available for community use but not used. As such, theses pitches have capacity to 
accommodate LMS within Oldham.  
 
Table 3.15: Analysis area summary of non turf wickets 
 

Site 
ID 

Site name Community use 
category 

Analysis area Pitch 
quality

11
 

31 Foxdenton Park Yes-unused Chadderton Standard 

25 Clayton Playing Fields Yes-unused Royton Poor 

 
 

 
  

                                                
11

 From non-technical assessments completed in May 2014 

Cricket summary  
 There are 28 cricket pitches in Oldham located across 28 sites. Of these, 19 are available 

for community use and used (and are all in secured community use).  
 There are nine sites (nine pitches) that have standalone non-turf wickets. 
 There are a total of 107 teams playing within the Oldham area; 43 senior and 64 junior. 
 There is currently no Last Man Stands (LMS) operating in Oldham.  
 The audit of cricket pitches in Oldham identified 13 pitches to be good quality and a further 

11 pitches as standard quality. The remaining four pitches were assessed as poor quality. 
 No clubs report that the supply of pitches within Oldham has a detrimental effect of 

membership numbers at senior or junior level.  Nevertheless, limited availability of indoor 
training facilities, particularly during winter months, was reported by at numerous clubs.  

 Thirteen sites have potential spare capacity on grass pitches. However, only nine sites 
have actual spare capacity, equating to a total of six pitches in the peak period (Saturday), 
to accommodate senior cricket. 

 There is no actual spare capacity expressed in the Chadderton or Royton Analysis Areas. 

 One site (Saddleworth Cricket, Tennis & Bowling Club) is played to capacity. 
 Six sites are overplayed by a total of 76 match sessions per season and have no capacity 

to accommodate additional play. 
 There is a shortfall of pitches in both the Oldham District and Royton Analysis Areas. A 

shortfall of pitches in Oldham District is attributed to overplay and latent demand 
(Glodwick Cricket Club) whereas a shortfall of pitches in Royton is apparent due to 
overplay alone. 

 Overall in Oldham there is actual spare capacity equating to two pitches (1.7) after taking 
into account the need to address overplay, latent and future demand. However, the spare 
capacity is not ideally located to be able to absorb overplay. Therefore additional on-site 
wickets would be needed to meet shortfalls identified. 
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PART 4: RUGBY UNION  
 
4.1: Introduction 
 
The Rugby Football Union (RFU) is the national governing body responsible for 
grassroots and elite rugby in England. Lancashire RFU administers the sport across the 
sub-region. The rugby union playing season operates from September to April. 
 
Consultation  
 
Consultation was carried out with Oldham RUFC which is the only club playing its home 
fixtures within Oldham. Results are used to inform key issues within this section of the 
report. Lancashire RFU was also consulted to provide a strategic overview of rugby union 
in Oldham.  
 
4.2: Supply 
 
In total, there are four senior grass rugby union pitches and one mini grass rugby union 
pitch in Oldham located across three sites and which are available for community use, 
although the mini pitch at the Radclyffe School is currently unused. In addition there is a 
one mini pitch at Waterhead Academy, one senior pitch at Blessed John Henry Newman 
RC College and one senior pitch at Crompton House School that are all unavailable for 
community use.   
 
Please note that for the purposes of this report, being available for community use refers 
to pitches in public, voluntary, private or commercial ownership or management (including 
education sites) recorded as being available for use/hire by teams/clubs. 
 
Please note that the audit only identifies dedicated, line marked pitches.  
 
For rugby union pitch dimension sizes please refer to RFU ‘Grass Pitches for Rugby’ at:  
http://www.rfu.com/managingrugby/clubdevelopment/facilitiesandequipment/~/media/files/
2009/facilitiesandequipment/facilities%20guidance%20note%202.ashx 
 
Accessibility 
 
Club consultation suggests that most players travel up to 2-5 miles to play at Oldham 
RUFC pitches. Oldham RFC does some of its training on pitches at their home ground 
once a week, but it also accesses 3G AGPs at Oldham Academy North, The Hathershaw 
College of Technology & Sport and Oasis Academy Oldham for midweek training. 

http://www.rfu.com/managingrugby/clubdevelopment/facilitiesandequipment/~/media/files/2009/facilitiesandequipment/facilities%20guidance%20note%202.ashx
http://www.rfu.com/managingrugby/clubdevelopment/facilitiesandequipment/~/media/files/2009/facilitiesandequipment/facilities%20guidance%20note%202.ashx
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Figure 4.1: Location of rugby pitches in Oldham 
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Table 4.1: Key to map 
 

Site 
ID 

Site name Analysis area Community 
use? 

No. of 
pitches 

87 Blessed John Henry Newman RC 
College 

Chadderton No 1 

108 Crompton House C of E School Chadderton No 1 

93 The Radclyffe School Chadderton Yes - unused 1 (mini) 

14 The Hathershaw College of 
Technology & Sport 

Oldham District Yes 1 

49 Oldham Rugby Football Club Oldham District Yes 3 

61 Waterhead Academy (Sports Campus) Oldham District No 1 (mini) 

 
Ownership/management 
 
Oldham RUFC plays at its self-named home ground in the Oldham District Analysis Area 
and is privately owned and managed by the Club. All other rugby pitches are located at 
secondary school sites. 
 
All remaining pitches that are not accessed for community use are located at education 
sites and are managed and maintained in house.  
 
Pitch quality 
 
The methodology for assessing rugby pitch quality looks at two key elements; the 
maintenance programme and level of drainage. Each is scored and classified in one of 
three categories. These represent actions required to improve site quality. A breakdown 
for each of the two scoring elements and three respective categories is provided below. 
 
Table 4.2: Definition of maintenance categories 
 

Category Definition 

M0 Action is significant improvements to maintenance programme 

M1 Action is minor improvements to maintenance programme 

M2 Action is no improvements to maintenance programme 

 
Table 4.3: Definition of drainage categories 
 

Category Definition 

D0 Action is pipe drainage system is needed on pitch  

D1 Action is slit drainage is needed on pitch  

D2 No action is needed on pitch drainage   

 
In Oldham there are three pitches classified as M0/D0 category (i.e. requiring significant 
improvements to maintenance and improvements to drainage in the most likely form of 
pipe drainage) and six pitches classified as M0/D1 category (i.e. requiring significant 
improvements to maintenance and the improvements to drainage in the most likely form 
of slit drainage). 
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All pitches at the Club site, Oldham RUFC, are classified as M0/D1 category (i.e. 
requiring significant improvements to maintenance and the improvements to drainage in 
the most likely form of slit drainage). However, it should be noted that site visits are ‘non 
technical’ but take account of drainage and maintenance provided by site owners.  
 
Table 4.4: Pitch assessments following site visits 
 

Rugby pitches D0 D1 D2 

M0 2 6 - 

M1 - - - 

M2 - - - 

 
Oldham RUFC rates one of its pitches as standard quality and the other two as poor. 
Although two of its senior pitches had pipe drainage installed approximately 10 years ago, 
funded by the RFU but there are still have drainage issues particularly on the second 
team floodlit pitch.  
 
The Club indicates that its third pitch is rarely used, due to lack demand with no mini 
section (below U12s) but also due to the fact that it requires the need to use the pitch for 
car parking for a variety of events it facilitates including car boots sales from which it 
makes a significant proportion of its revenue to sustain the Club.  
 
Ancillary facilities 
 
Oldham RUFC refurbished its clubhouse five years ago and is rated as a good quality 
facility, although the Club notes that it is looking to acquire an external powerlift in order 
to be able to make the clubhouse accessible to visitors/players with disabilities.  
 
The changing facilities underneath the clubhouse are rated as poor quality and in need of 
improvement.  
 
4.3: Demand 
 

Demand for rugby pitches in Oldham tends to fall within the categories of organised 
competitive play and organised training.  
 
Competitive play 
 

Oldham RUFC fields three open age mens teams, playing regular league fixtures. All 
mens adult teams play fixtures on Saturday afternoons. The Club also has a junior 
section which includes one team at U19, U16, and U14 level. There is also one mini team 
at U12 level. All junior and mini teams play their competitive fixtures on Sundays.  
 
There is some rugby union played within secondary schools and the Club notes that it 
hosts occasional tournaments at the site. Oldham RUFC indicates that the Crompton 
House School is a particularly active school for rugby union and that through the Local 
RFU Community Coach lots of players are fed through to the Club helping with its 
development.  
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Training 
 
As stated earlier Oldham RUFC does some of its training on pitches at their home ground 
once a week, however, there is only one floodlit pitch and the floodlights are poor quality. 
As a result the Club accesses 3G AGPs at Oldham Academy North, The Hathershaw 
College of Technology & Sport and Oasis Academy Oldham for midweek training. 
 
Rugby union training can also be accommodated on 3G AGPs. However, each pitch must 
be World Rugby compliant and there are currently no World Rugby compliant 3G AGPs in 
Oldham. 
 
Casual play 
 
Due to the fact that the all rugby pitches in Oldham are based at privately 
owned/managed sites or education sites, pitches are not generally used for extensive 
informal use. Oldham RUFC does note that site is situated within a deprived area and the 
site has experienced vandalism before as well as occasional motor bikes being ridden 
across the pitches. 
 
Unmet/latent demand 
 
There is no specific unmet/latent demand identified by Oldham RUFC.   
 
Future demand 

Team generation rates are used below as the basis for calculating the number of teams 
likely to be generated in the future based on population growth. 
 
Table 4.5: Team generation rates 

Age group Current 
population 
within age 

group 

Current 
no. of 
teams 

Team 
Generation 

Rate 

Future 
population 
within age 

group 

Predicted 
future 

number 
of teams 

Additional 
teams that 

may be 
generated 
from the 

increased 
population 

Senior Mens (19-45) 40,067 3 13356 41,426 3.1 0.1 

Senior Women (19-45) 40,084 0 0 38,716 0.0 0.0 

Junior Boys (13-18) 9,440 3 3147 9,613 3.1 0.1 

Junior Girls (13-18) 9,027 0 0 9,165 0.0 0.0 

Mini rugby mixed (7-12) 18,230 1 18230 18,602 1.0 0.0 

 
Population growth (by 2021) in Oldham does not create the need for additional rugby 
pitches to be provided. 
 
4.4: Capacity analysis 
 
The capacity for pitches to regularly provide for competitive play, training and other activity 
over a season is most often determined by quality. At minimum, the quality and therefore 
the capacity of a pitch affects the playing experience and people’s enjoyment of playing 
rugby.  In extreme circumstances it can result in the inability of the pitch to cater for all or 
certain types of play during peak and off peak times.  
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To enable an accurate supply and demand assessment of rugby pitches, the following 
assumptions are applied to site by site analysis: 
 
 All sites that are used for competitive rugby matches (regardless of whether this is 

secured community use) are included on the supply side. 
 All competitive play is on senior sized pitches (with the exception of where mini 

pitches are provided). 
 From U13 upwards, teams play 15 a-side rugby and use a full pitch. 
 Mini teams (U7-12) play across half one adult team i.e. two teams per senior pitch. 
 For senior and junior teams the current level of play per week is set at 0.5 for each 

match played based on all teams operating on a traditional home and away basis 
(assumes half of matches will be played ‘away’). 

 For mini teams, play per week is set at 0.25 for each match played based on all 
teams operating on a traditional home and away basis and playing across half one 
adult team. 

 All male adult club rugby takes place on a Saturday afternoon.  
 All U13-18 rugby takes place on a Sunday morning. 
 Training that takes place on club pitches is reflected by addition of team equivalents. 
 Team equivalents have been calculated on the basis that 30 players (two teams) 

train on the pitch for 90 minutes (team equivalent of one) per night. 
 
As a guide, the RFU has set a standard number of matches that each pitch should be able 
to accommodate. Capacity is based upon a basic assessment of the drainage system and 
maintenance programme ascertained through a combination of the quality assessment 
and the club survey as follows: 
 

 Maintenance 

Poor (M0) Standard (M1) Good (M2) 

D
ra

in
a
g

e
 

Natural Inadequate (D0) 0.5 1.5 2 

Natural Adequate (D1) 1.5 2 3 

Pipe Drained (D2) 1.75 2.5 3.25 

Pipe and Slit Drained (D3) 2 3 3.5 

 
This guide should only be used as very general measure of potential pitch capacity and 
does not account for specific circumstances at time of use and assumes average rainfall 
and an appropriate end of season rest and renovation programme. 
 
The figures are based upon a pipe drained system at 5m centres that has been installed 
in the last eight years and a slit drained system at 1m centres completed in the last 5 
years. 
 
These quality scores have been translated into the following overall pitch quality ratings: 

 Maintenance 

Poor (M0) Standard (M1) Good (M2) 

D
ra

in
a
g

e
 

Natural Inadequate (D0) Poor Standard Good 

Natural Adequate (D1) Poor Standard Good 

Pipe Drained (D2) Poor Standard Good 

Pipe and Slit Drained (D3) Poor Standard Good 
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Table 4.6: Rugby union quality and capacity summary for sites available for community use  
 

Site 
ID 

Site name Community use 
category 

Analysis 
area 

Pitch 
type 

Quality 
rating 

No. of 
pitches 

Current play 

(matches/ 
week) 

 Site capacity  
(sessions per 

week)
12

 

Capacity 
rating 

14 The Hathershaw College of 
Technology & Sport 

Yes Oldham 
District 

Senior M0/D1 1 2.5 1.5 1 

49 Oldham RUFC Yes Oldham 
District 

Senior M0/D1 1* 2.5 1.5 1.0 

Senior M0/D1 1 2.5 1.5 1.0 

Senior M0/D0 1 1 0.5 0.5 

93 The Radclyffe School Yes-unused Chadderton  Mini M0/D1 1 0 1.5 -1.5 

 
*Floodlit training pitch.  
 
It is important to note here that ‘current play’ occurring at the Hathershaw College pitch is from rugby league community club use only. This 
rugby pitch is used both for rugby union during the winter by the College and rugby league by Fitton Hill Bulldogs.   

                                                
12

 All training on pitches has been factored in based on information provided by the clubs and the RFU. 
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4.5 Supply and demand analysis 
 
Spare capacity 
 
Spare capacity only exists at the one site that are currently available but unused. Oldham 
RUFC pitches have no spare capacity.  
 
Overplay 
 
The senior pitches at Oldham RUFC are overplayed by 2.5 match sessions per week. Two 
of the three senior pitches are being used extensively for competitive fixtures and Pitch 2 is 
being used for training as it has permanent floodlights installed. There is also secondary 
school use of the pitches that has been accounted for. Further contributing to overplay is 
poor quality which means that the capacity of the site is significantly reduced.   
 
The senior rugby pitch at the Hathershaw College of Technology & Sport is being overplayed 
by one match session per week which is all attributed to by competitive rugby league play as 
well as it being identified as poor quality, again limiting capacity.      
 
Conclusions 
 
There is no spare capacity on existing senior rugby union pitches within Oldham that are 
available for community use that can accommodate overplay. Poor pitch quality is a 
contributing factor in pitches being overplayed. Increased maintenance and investment in 
drainage will increase capacity at Oldham RUFC and alleviate some overplay. Further 
investment to upgrade floodlights will enable to the Club to relocate training back to the 
pitches at Oldham RUFC. Changing rooms require significant investment to improve quality 
and the Club has aspirations to install an external power lift.    
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Rugby union summary  
 In total, there are four senior grass rugby union pitches and one mini grass rugby union 

pitch in Oldham located across three sites and which are available for community use 
 In addition there is a one mini pitch at Waterhead Academy, one senior pitch at Blessed 

John Henry Newman RC College and one senior pitch at Crompton House C of E School 
that are all unavailable for community use. 

 Competitive teams in Oldham consists of three senior teams, three junior teams and one 
mini team all fielded by Oldham RUFC. 

 Oldham RUFC does some of its training on pitches at their home ground once a week, 
however, there is only one floodlit pitch and the floodlights are poor quality. As a result the 
Club accesses 3G AGPs at Oldham Academy North, The Hathershaw College and Oasis 
Academy Oldham for midweek training. 

 In addition there is no World Rugby compliant AGPs in Oldham. 

 The senior pitches at Oldham RUFC are overplayed by 2.5 match sessions per week.  
 There is no spare capacity on existing senior rugby union pitches within Oldham that are 

available for community use that can accommodate overplay. Poor pitch quality is a 
contributing factor in pitches being overplayed. Increased maintenance and potential 
investment in drainage would increase capacity at Oldham RUFC and, therefore, alleviate 
some overplay.  
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PART 5: RUGBY LEAGUE 
 
5.1: Introduction  
 
The Rugby Football League (RFL) is the governing body for Rugby League football in Britain 
and Ireland. It administers the England national rugby league team, the Challenge Cup, 
Super League and the Championships which form the professional and semi-professional 
structure of the game structure in the UK. 
 
The RFL also administers the amateur and junior game across the country in association 
with the British Amateur Rugby League Association. The vast majority of Oldham teams 
compete in the North West Counties League with the season running from (from February to 
September). However, Hollinwood ARLFC (playing at Melrose Playing Fields) plays winter 
rugby within the Pennine League. 
 
There is one semi professional club in the Borough; Oldham RLFC (Oldham Roughyeds) 
which plays at Whitebank Stadium and competes in National Championship 1. 
 
Consultation  
 
In addition to consultation with the RFL, all seven clubs playing in Oldham were consulted 
via face to face consultation (Oldham St Annes, Waterhead, Fitton Hill & Hathershaw 
Bulldogs and Oldham) or via an online survey (Hollinwood, Higginshaw and Saddleworth 
Rangers). Results are used to inform key issues within this section of the report. 
 
5.2: Supply 
 
There are 17 dedicated rugby league pitches in Oldham (14 senior and three junior) across 
11 sites which are available for community use. Of these four are available but unused 
(located at George Street Playing Fields and Cathedral Road).  
 
Table 5.1: Summary of grass rugby league pitches 

 
In addition to the above, there is a senior rugby union pitch located at The Hathershaw 
College of Technology & Sport (Oldham District) which is over marked for rugby league and 
used by Fitton Hill Bulldogs. 
 
There is also one pitch at Whitebank Stadium that is not available for community use, which 
is home to semi-professional club (Oldham RLFC).  
 
  

Analysis area No. of available pitches No. of unavailable pitches 

Chadderton 3 - 

Failsworth & Hollinwood - 1 

Oldham District 6 - 

Royton 2 - 

Saddleworth & Lees 3 - 

Shaw & Crompton 2 - 

OLDHAM 16 1 
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Oldham St Annes ARLFC currently has one senior pitch and one junior pitch. Following 
Sport England and RFL funding, the Club is extending its home ground on land adjacent to 
the site. The extension, and alternative pitch layout, will result in an additional senior pitch 
that will be available for the start of 2015 season.   
 
A rugby league pitch was previously provided at Oldham Edge (Bluecoats School) and used 
by Higginshaw ARLFC due to drainage issues at its home ground (Crompton Street, 
opposite). However, this has now been converted to a football pitch and as such the Club 
now only uses Crompton Street when it is playable. 
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Figure 5.1 Location of rugby league pitches  
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Table 5.2: Key to map 
 

Site 
ID 

Site name Analysis area Ownership/ 
management 

Community 
use 

category 

No. of 
senior 
pitches 

No. of 
junior 

pitches 

23 Cathedral Road Chadderton Council Yes-unused 2 - 

107 Melrose Playing 
Fields 

Chadderton RFL/Club Yes 1 - 

64 Whitebank 
Stadium 

(Oldham RLFC) 

Failsworth & 
Hollinwood 

Council & 
Private/Club 

Yes - 
restricted 

1 - 

68 Oldham Edge 
(Crompton Street) 

Oldham District Council/Club Yes 1 - 

57 Stoneleigh Park Oldham District Council Yes 2 - 

61 Waterhead 
Academy (Sports 
Campus) 

Oldham District School Yes 1 1 

62 Waterhead Park Oldham District Council Yes 1 - 

50 Oldham St. Annes 
Amateur Rugby 
League Football 
Club 

Royton Council/Club Yes 1 1 

24 Churchill Playing 
Fields 

Saddleworth & 
Lees 

Council Yes  

 

1 1 

54 Saddleworth 
Rangers ARLFC 

Saddleworth & 
Lees 

Council/Club Yes 1 - 

33 George Street 
Playing Fields 

Shaw & 
Crompton 

Council Yes-unused 2 - 

 
In addition to the above, there is a senior rugby union pitch located at The Hathershaw 
College of Technology & Sport (Oldham District) which is over marked for rugby league. As 
requested by the RFL, this is also included in Figure 5.1 (Site ID: 14). 
 
Ownership/management 
 
All rugby league pitches in Oldham are Oldham Borough Council owned with the exception 
of the rugby pitch at Melrose Playing Fields which is owned by the RFL, the pitch at 
Hathershaw College of Technology & Sport and the two pitches at Waterhead Academy. 
There is, however, a number of clubs which hold leases on their home pitches as outlined 
below. 
 
Table 5.3: Summary of leased sites   
 

Site Club Comments 

Crompton Street Higginshaw ARLFC The Club leases the site from the Council 
which is currently in the process of being 
renewed. 
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Site Club Comments 

Melrose Playing Fields Hollinwood ARLFC Melrose Playing Fields leased by 
Hollinwood ARLFC from the RFL. The 
Club’s current lease has expired and it is 
now in negotiations over a new 15 year 
lease.  

Oldham St Annes ARLFC Oldham St Annes ARLFC Oldham St Annes ARLFC is leased by 
the Club from the Council. The lease has 
expired and the Club is in negotiations 
over a new 30 year lease. It has also 
bought an additional piece of land from 
British Gas to expand the site. 

Waterhead Park Waterhead ARLFC Uncertainty over length of lease from the 
Club. 

Whitebank Stadium Oldham RLFC Whitebank Stadium is leased by Oldham 
RLFC. Part of the site is owned by a 
private company of which there is 17 
years left on the lease. The other part is 
Council owned and there is 13 years left 
on the lease.  Restricted community use 
to Limehurst Lions mini teams. 

 
Pitch quality 
 
Non-technical site assessments were carried out for all rugby league pitches in Oldham and 
assessed as one of three categories, ‘good’, ‘standard’ or ‘poor’. Carrying capacity of a pitch 
is dependent upon the quality of a pitch which is outlined below:  
 

Category Capacity 

Good 3 matches per week 

Standard 2 matches per week 

Poor 1 match per week 

 
The Table below summarises pitch quality following the site visits to all pitches (including 
those not available for community use).  
 
Table 5.4: Summary of pitch quality   
 

 
Just over half (55%) of rugby league pitches in Oldham are rated as ‘poor’ quality. There are 
five pitches (28%) rated as standard and three pitches (17%) rated as good. The three good 
quality pitches are located at leased sites, where clubs are responsible for maintenance and 
manage the amount of play on the pitches. There are two good quality pitches at Oldham St 
Anne’s ARLFC and one good quality pitch at Melrose Playing Fields.  

Analysis area Quality of pitches 

Good Standard Poor 

Chadderton 1 - 2 

Failsworth & Hollinwood - 1 - 

Oldham District - 2 6 

Royton 2 - - 

Saddleworth & Lees - 2 - 

Shaw & Crompton - - 2 

  Oldham 3 5 10 
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The majority of clubs also rate their home pitch as standard or poor quality. Only Oldham St 
Anne’s RLFC and Hollinwood ARLFC rate their respective pitches as good quality. Pitch 
quality is impacted largely by two factors; play and maintenance.  
 
Crompton Street (Higginshaw ARLFC) reports that drainage has been a major issue at the 
site resulting in the pitch being poor quality and although it has installed perimeter drains, full 
pitch drainage is still required to increase pitch quality. 
 
Ancillary facilities 
 
Changing facilities are generally mixed within Oldham. Good quality changing facilities are 
located at Oldham St Anne’s ARLFC and also at Waterhead Park where the changing 
accommodation is located adjacent to the Park site and is owned by Waterhead ARLFC. 
 
The rugby pitch at Hathershaw Sports College has portacabins that service the pitch which 
are not adequate for the needs of Fitton Hill Bulldogs. There is good quality changing 
accommodation within the College, however, the Club reports it is not allowed access to it.  
 
Saddleworth Rangers has planning permission to develop its clubhouse and has applied for 
Inspired Facilities funding.  
 
Once the lease is secured at Melrose Playing Fields, Hollinwood ARLFC would like to build 
an extension to the clubhouse to provide another room. This would also help the Club to 
develop youth teams as it would also provide shelter for children and parents.  
 
Higginshaw ARLFC’s site at Crompton Road is not directly serviced by changing rooms and 
as such it uses Higginshaw Sports & Social Club as a clubhouse which is located about half 
a mile away. 
 
The changing accommodation at the Whitebank Stadium is rated as standard quality. The 
Club reports that the National Championship 1 in which it competes has had to lower its 
minimum standard for facilities in order for Oldham RLFC to be able to compete. The Club 
notes that the site’s current facilities would not be an eligible ground to be used should it 
gain promotion. Improvements to get it to the level needed would include floodlighting 
upgrades, upgrading of capacity and seating for 300 spectators. It has recently received a 
grant from the RFL to upgrade its showers.  
 
Oldham St Annes ARLFC reports that it has plans to increase its current 
clubhouse/changing accommodation. The clubhouse is used for a wide variety of activities 
outside of rugby and the club wants to enhance its position as a multipurpose venue and 
potentially even become a multisport site. It initiated the planning process and the Club has 
drawn up plans for the extension.   
 
There is no changing provision servicing the pitches at George Street Playing Fields.  
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5.3: Demand 
 
Demand for rugby league pitches in Oldham tends to fall within the categories of organised 
competitive play and organised training.  
 
Competitive play 
 
There are seven clubs providing a total of 45 rugby league teams competing in Oldham. This 
is made up of 10 senior, 17 junior (U13-U18) and 18 mini (U7-U12) teams. Girls are able to 
play mini rugby in mixed teams up to the age of 12. The majority of demand is based around 
the Oldham District Area with 25 of the 45 teams based there. There is currently one ladies 
team in Oldham, Fitton Hill Bulldogs ARLFC Ladies which competes in the North West 
Counties League. 
 
Table 5.5: Summary of demand by analysis area 
 

 
Please note that all mini teams are playing on senior sized pitches in Oldham and in some 
instances junior teams (generally from U14 upwards) are playing on senior pitches. This is 
all accounted for within the capacity tables. 
 
In addition to the demand identified in Table 5.5, Limehurst Lions is a relatively new club 
(formed two years ago but only playing fixtures since last year) with two teams at U8s and 
U10s, currently playing at Whitebank Stadium (Oldham RLFC) on Sunday am.  
 
Training 
  
Training is generally accommodated across grass areas, indoor sports halls and gyms. It is a 
regular issue for clubs in terms of finding appropriate facilities. However, little training takes 
place on competitive pitches as most clubs have access to off pitch facilities in Oldham.  
 
Unmet demand 
 
Unmet demand is existing demand that is not getting access to pitches. It is usually 
expressed, for example, when a team is already training but is unable to access a match 
pitch, or when a league has a waiting list due to a lack of pitch provision, which in turn is 
hindering the growth of the league. There are no actual reports of unmet demand in Oldham, 
however, three pitches are overplayed (overplay is explored later in the section).    
 
  

Analysis area No. of competitive rugby league teams 

Senior Junior Mini 

Chadderton 1 - - 

Failsworth & Hollinwood 1 - - 

Oldham District 4 11 10 

Royton 2 1 5 

Saddleworth & Lees 2 5 3 

Shaw & Crompton - - - 

OLDHAM 10 17 18 
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Latent demand 
 
Although no clubs suggest that if they had access to more pitches they could provide more 
teams, Sport England’s Segmentation Tool enables analysis of ‘the percentage of adults that 
would like to participate in rugby league but are not currently doing so’. The tool identifies 
latent demand of 254 people. 35.4% of the population that would like to participate in rugby 
league is the segment ‘Jamie - sports team lads’. Of the 254 people, 29 (11.4%) are 
females; the largest segment of which is ‘Leanne - supportive singles’. 
 
Displaced demand 
 
All demand is currently accommodated within Oldham and as such there are no teams 
travelling outside of the Area to access pitches. 
 
Future demand 
 
Future demand can be defined in two ways, through participation increases and using 
population forecasts. Team generation rates are used below as the basis for calculating the 
number of teams likely to be generated in the future based on population growth. 
 
Table 5.6: Team generation rates 

Age group Current 
population 
within age 

group 

Current 
no. of 
teams 

Team 
Generation 

Rate 

Future 
population 
within age 

group 

Predicted 
future 

number 
of teams 

Additional 
teams that 

may be 
generated 
from the 

increased 
population 

Senior Mens (18-45) 40,067 9 4452 41,426 9.3 0.3 

Senior Women (18-45) 40,084 1 40084 38,716 1.0 0.0 

Junior Boys (13-17) 10,969 15 731 11,212 15.3 0.3 

Junior Girls (16-17) 10,467 0 0 10,679 0.0 0.0 

Mini rugby mixed (8-12) 15,261 20 763 15,489 20.3 0.3 

 
Population growth is not significant enough to equate to the need for additional pitches.  
 
Hollinwood ARLFC has aspirations to restart its youth section. The Club reports that it lost its 
youth section when it relocated to Melrose Playing Fields and would like to reintroduce youth 
and mini teams. Successful changing facility development may enhance the possibility of the 
Club/site being able to accommodate any increase in teams.   
 
Waterhead RLFC also indicates that it has aspirations to increase its senior section by 
another team which would result in it fielding two senior mens teams.  
 
Higginshaw ARLFC would like to reintroduce a youth section which was lost when the Club 
moved from the Ferranti site some years ago. In progress of this it will introduce an U7’s 
team next season. These teams can only be accommodated at the homeground if pitch 
quality was improved. 
 
Limehurst Lions has plans to grow with at least one more team next season at U7 but more 
if coaches are available (U9 and U11). There are a number of restrictions with playing at 
Whitebank Stadium due to first team fixtures and therefore capacity for additional games is 
limited. As such the Club is interested in finding a long term ground of its own. 
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In summary future demand expressed by clubs equates to the need for two junior pitches 
and one adult pitch.  
 
5.4: Capacity analysis 
 
The capacity for pitches to regularly provide for competitive play, training and other activity 
over a season is most often determined by quality. As a minimum, the quality and therefore 
the capacity of a pitch affects the playing experience and people’s enjoyment of playing.  In 
extreme circumstances it can result in the inability of the pitch to cater for all or certain types 
of play during peak and off peak times. 
 
As a guide, The RFL has set a standard number of matches that each grass pitch type 
should be able to accommodate without adversely affecting its current quality (pitch 
capacity). Taking into consideration the guidelines on capacity the following was concluded in 
Oldham: 
 

 
The table overleaf applies the above pitch ratings against the actual level of weekly play 
recorded to determine a capacity rating as follows:  
 

Potential capacity Play is below the level the site could sustain 

At capacity   Play matches the level the site can sustain 

Overused Play exceeds the level the site can sustain 

 
The next step is to ascertain whether or not any identified ‘potential capacity’ can be deemed 
‘actual capacity’. There may be situations where, although a site is highlighted as potentially 
able to accommodate some additional play, this should not be recorded as spare capacity 
against the site.  For example, a site may be managed to regularly operate slightly below full 
capacity to ensure that it can cater for a number of regular friendly matches and activities 
that take place but are difficult to quantify on a weekly basis.  
 
The peak period 
 
In order to fully establish actual spare capacity, the peak period needs to be established. For 
senior rugby league pitches the peak period is considered to be both Saturday PM and 
Sunday AM because match play is split almost evenly between the two periods; seniors play 
Saturday PM and U13-U18s (playing on senior pitches) Sunday AM.  
 

Pitch quality Matches per week 

Good 3 

Standard 2 

Poor 1 
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Table 5.7: Rugby league capacity table 
 

Site 
ID 

Site name Analysis area Community 
use 

category 

Pitch 
type 

Quality 
rating 

No. of 
pitches 

Match 
equivalent 
sessions

13
 

(per week) 

Site 
capacity 

(sessions 
per week) 

Capacity 
rating 

Comments 

23 Cathedral Road Chadderton Yes - unused Senior Poor 2 0 2 -2 Available but unused 
due to poor quality 
coupled with lack of 
demand in the Area. 

107 Melrose Playing 
Fields 

Chadderton Yes - 
unsecured 

Senior Good 1 0.5 3 -2.5 Winter usage only by 
Hollinwood ARLFC 
which has one adult 
team. Large site, 
room for 3 pitches. 
Occasionally a 
second pitch is 
marked out for 
training.  

68 Oldham Edge 
(Crompton Street) 

Oldham District Yes - 
secured 

Senior Poor 1 1 1 0 Used by Higginshaw 
ARLFC (one adult 
and one youth team) 
and has no spare 
capacity due to poor 
quality (drainage 
issues).  

                                                
13

 Includes training and accounts for juniors playing on senior pitches and minis playing on junior pitches. 
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Site 
ID 

Site name Analysis area Community 
use 

category 

Pitch 
type 

Quality 
rating 

No. of 
pitches 

Match 
equivalent 
sessions

13
 

(per week) 

Site 
capacity 

(sessions 
per week) 

Capacity 
rating 

Comments 

14 The Hathershaw 
College of 
Technology & Sport 

Oldham District Yes - 
unsecured 

Senior Poor 1 2.5 1.5 1 This is a rugby union 
pitch; however, it is 
used by Fitton Hill 
Bulldogs. It has 
portacabins that 
service the pitch 
which are not 
adequate for the 
needs of the Club.  

57 Stoneleigh Park Oldham District Yes - 
secured 

Senior Poor 2 1 2 -1 Additional site for 
Oldham St Annes 
ARLFC. Only one 
pitch is used due to 
poor quality pitches.  

61 Waterhead 
Academy (Sports 
Campus) 

Oldham District Yes - 
unsecured 

Junior Standard 1 3 2 1 Used by Waterhead 
ARLFC. All use takes 
place on a Sunday 
resulting in the 
pitches being 
overplayed. U13-17 
teams playing on 
senior pitch. 

Senior Standard 1 2.5 2 0.5 

62 Waterhead Park Oldham District Yes - 
secured 

Senior Poor 1 1 1 0 Used by Waterhead 
ARLFC adult teams 
and has no spare 
capacity due to poor 
quality. 
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Site 
ID 

Site name Analysis area Community 
use 

category 

Pitch 
type 

Quality 
rating 

No. of 
pitches 

Match 
equivalent 
sessions

13
 

(per week) 

Site 
capacity 

(sessions 
per week) 

Capacity 
rating 

Comments 

50 Oldham St. Annes 
ARLFC 

Royton Yes - 
secured 

Junior Good 1 2.5 3 -0.5 Used by 11 of the 
Clubs teams and has 
no peak time 
capacity. U13-18 
teams playing on 
senior pitch. 

Senior Good 1 3 3 0 

24 Churchill Playing 
Fields 

Saddleworth & 
Lees 

Yes  Senior Standard 1 2 2 0 Used by Saddleworth 
Rangers ARLFC Junior Standard 1 2 2 0 

54 Saddleworth 
Rangers ARLFC 

Saddleworth & 
Lees 

Yes - 
secured 

Senior Standard 1 5 2 3 Pitch is being 
overplayed by three 
match sessions per 
week which is a 
result of both 
competitive matches 
and training. 

U14-18 teams 
playing on senior 
pitch. 

33 George Street 
Playing Fields 

Shaw & 
Crompton 

Yes - unused Senior Poor 2 0 2 -2 Available but unused. 
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5.5: Supply and demand analysis 
 
Spare capacity 
 
A number of sites are shown to have potential spare capacity but not all is actual spare 
capacity. Actual spare capacity has been combined by area and is summarised below: 
 
Table 5.8: Actual spare capacity summary 

 
All spare capacity is on adult pitches and is a result of unused pitches. Most noticeable is 
the spare capacity at Stoneleigh Park site where neither of the pitches is used due to 
poor quality pitches.  
 
Melrose Playing Fields also has actual spare capacity as Hollinwood ARLFC currently 
only fields one senior team during the winter season. The Club reports the need for an 
extension to its changing rooms in order to develop youth teams.  
 
Overplay 
 
Three sites are overplayed by a total of 4.5 matches per week. This is predominately a 
result of a large amount of play occurring on them (including juniors playing on senior 
sized pitches at Waterhead Academy and Saddlewroth Rangers).  
 
Of particular concern is Saddleworth Rangers ARLFC which is overplayed by three 
matches per week. All pitches that are currently being overplayed are rated as standard 
quality. If the overplay that is identified continues to take place with the same levels of 
maintenance there is the possibility that pitches could deteriorate.  
 
The Hathershaw College of Technology & Sport is also overplayed by one match session 
per week by Fitton Hill Bulldogs ARLFC, however, given that this is technically a rugby 
union pitch it has been excluded from this analysis and included within the Rugby Union 
Section of the Report.  
 
Waterhead Academy is also identified as having overplay on its junior pitch of one match 
session per week and the senior pitch by 0.5 match sessions per week.  
 
In addition to sites being played to capacity, Waterhead Park and Crompton Street are 
being played to capacity as a result of poor quality. Oldham St Anne’s ARLFC is also at 
capacity, however, the senior pitch is good quality and it is at capacity due to the large 
amount of play it accommodates.   
 
 
  

Analysis area Senior pitches available in the peak period  

Chadderton 3 

Failsworth & Hollinwood 0 

Oldham District 1 

Royton 0 

Saddleworth & Lees 0 

Shaw & Crompton 2 

OLDHAM 6 
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5.6: Conclusions 
 
Having considered supply and demand scenarios above, the tables below identify the 
overall spare capacity in each of the analysis areas for the different pitch types, based on 
match equivalent sessions.  
 
Table 5.9: Summary of current and future provision (secured)14  

 
*Please note that the overplay that occurs within the Oldham District Analysis Area 
occurs at sites (The Hathershaw College of Technology & Sport and Waterhead Academy 

(Sports Campus)) with unsecured community use equating to eight match equivalent sessions. 
 
The table highlights that overall in Oldham there is a small shortfall of pitches equating to 
3.2 match sessions. Shortfalls in Saddleworth & Lees and Oldham District analysis areas 
are both a result of overplayed pitches. 
 
In addition to the above, there is one senior pitch located at Melrose Playing Fields (Site 
ID: 107) that has actual spare capacity. Nevertheless, this pitch has unsecured 
community use and is, therefore, excluded from the summary of current and future 
provision (Table 5.9). If community use on this pitch ceases then 0.5 match equivalents 
will need to go relocated.   
 

                                                
14

 Please note that demand for junior pitches has been added to senior pitch provision. 
15

 Although spare capacity is often as a result of a lack of demand for grass pitches, there are 
some sites that are likely to retain spare capacity as a matter of practise to allow pitches to rest 
and rotate. On this basis an allowance of 20% should be retained as spare capacity as shown in 
the table. 

Analysis area Actual spare 
capacity 

 Demand (match equivalent sessions) 

Overplay Strategic 
reserve 
(20%)

15
 

Future 
demand 

Total 

Chadderton 2 - 0.6 0.5 0.9 

Failsworth & Hollinwood - - - - - 

Oldham District 1 2.5* 0.2 1 -2.7 

Royton - - - - - 

Saddleworth & Lees - 3 - - -3 

Shaw & Crompton 2 - 0.4 - 1.6 

Oldham 5 5.5 1.2 1.5 -3.2 
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Rugby league summary  

 There are 17 dedicated rugby league pitches in Oldham (14 senior and three junior) across 11 
sites which are available for community use. Of these four are available but unused (located at 
George Street Playing Fields and Cathedral Road).  

 There is also a senior rugby union pitch located at The Hathershaw College of Technology & 
Sport which is over marked for rugby league and used by Fitton Hill Bulldogs. 

 There is also one pitch at Whitebank Stadium that is not available for community use, which is 
home to semi-professional club (Oldham RLFC). 

 There is no Rugby League Community Standard AGP in Oldham. 

 Just over half (55%) of rugby league pitches in Oldham are rated as ‘poor’ quality which also 
corresponds with the majority of clubs also rating their home pitch as standard or poor quality. 

 Changing rooms at Hathershaw Sports College are not adequate for the needs of Fitton Hill 
Bulldogs. 

 Hollinwood ARLFC and St Annes ARLFC both have aspirations to extend their 
clubhouses/make improvements. 

 Saddleworth Rangers has planning permission to develop its clubhouse and has applied for 
Inspired Facilities funding.  

 Whitebank Stadium is not an eligible ground to be used if Oldham RLFC should gain 
promotion to a higher league. 

 There are seven clubs providing a total of 45 rugby league teams competing in Oldham. 

 There is no unmet or displaced demand in Oldham. However, three teams do report future 
demand for pitches equating to one youth pitch and one adult pitch. 

 There are eight pitches available in the peak period. All spare capacity is on adult pitches and 
is a result of unused pitches. Most spare capacity is located on unused pitches which is a 
result of poor quality coupled with lack of demand in that particular area. 

 Three sites are overplayed by a total of 4.5 matches per week. This is predominately a result 
of a large amount of play occurring on them (including juniors playing on senior sized pitches 
at Waterhead Academy and Saddlewroth Rangers).  

 In addition there is overplay on the rugby union pitch at Hathershaw College of Technology & 
Sport (by 1 match sessions per week). 

 Overall in Oldham there is a small shortfall of pitches equating to 3.2 match sessions. 
Shortfalls in Saddleworth & Lees and Oldham District analysis areas are both a result of 
overplayed pitches.  In addition, however, there is one senior pitch located at Melrose Playing 
Fields (Site ID: 107) that has actual spare capacity.  If community use on this pitch ceases 
then 0.5 match equivalents will need to go relocated.   
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PART 6: HOCKEY 
 
6.1: Introduction 
 
Governance of the sport is devolved by England Hockey (EH) at a regional and local level 
to regional and county associations. The game is played predominantly on sand 
based/filled AGPs. Although competitive play cannot take place on third generation turf 
pitches (3G), 40mm pitches may be suitable, in some instances, for beginner training and 
are preferred to poor grass or tarmac surfaces. 
 
Consultation 
 
Face to face consultation was completed with Oldham Ladies Hockey Club, the only 
hockey club playing within Oldham. It is reported that Saddleworth Hockey Club folded 
approximately six years ago. Results from consultation are used to inform key issues 
within this section of the report. 
 
6.2: Supply 
 
There is currently one full sized sand based AGP suitable to accommodate competitive 
Hockey in Oldham. In addition, there are three half size sand based pitches, located at 
Greenhill Primary School (Site ID: 5), The Saddleworth School (Site ID: 7) and the Grange 
Synthetic Pitch (Site ID: 109), that could potentially be used for hockey training. Although 
there is one full size sand dressed AGP at the Oldham Sport For All Centre and one full 
size sand based AGP at Breeze Hill School, both are disused and, therefore, excluded 
from the study. 
 
Table 6.1: Full Size AGPs in Oldham suitable to accommodate Hockey 
 

Site 
ID 

Site name Analysis 
area 

Community 
use? 

Secured 
use 

Surface 
type 

Quality 

87 Blessed John 
Henry Newman RC 
College 

Chadderton Yes No Sand 
dressed 

Good 

 
Ownership/management 
 
Although located at the Blessed John Henry Newman RC College, the AGP is operated 
by Oldham Community Leisure (OCL). Oldham Ladies Hockey Club confirmed that no 
formal use agreement is in place to secure their usage. However, community use of the 
pitch is secured by a community use scheme imposed by the planning condition.  
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Figure 6.1: Location of AGPs suitable to accommodate Hockey  
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6.3: Demand 
 

Demand for hockey pitches in Oldham falls within the categories of organised competitive 
play and organised training.   
 
Competitive play 
 
Oldham Ladies Hockey Club has three teams playing competitive fixtures at the Blessed 
John Henry Newman RC College.  
 
Table 6.2: Competitive hockey teams playing in Oldham 
 

Name of club No. of competitive teams playing on 
AGPs in Oldham 

Membership trends over previous 
three years 

Senior 
men 

Senior 
women 

Vets Juniors 

Oldham 
Ladies Hockey 
Club 

- 3 - - The Club reports that membership has 
remained static in recent years with no 
alteration to the number of teams. In 
an attempt to increase membership, 
however, the Club is hosting Back to 
Hockey sessions between September 
and October.   

 
Training 
 
Oldham Ladies Hockey Club also uses the AGP at the Blessed John Henry Newman RC 
College for training. Training is held every Thursday evening between 7pm-8pm. As the cost 
of the AGP remains £75 per hour, the Club reports that it has contacted OCL on numerous 
occasions to enquire about the possibility of hiring the AGP for a half session as a means of 
cuttings costs. Nevertheless, it is apparent that half an hour sessions are not permitted. No 
additional demand for training facilities was identified during consultation with the Club.  
 
Unmet/latent demand  
 
Unmet demand is defined as the number of teams that could be fielded were sufficient 
pitches available. Although consultation suggests that there is currently no unmet demand in 
Oldham, it is assumed that unmet demand will exist as there are currently no opportunities 
for males or juniors to play club hockey within Oldham. Nevertheless, the supply of hockey 
pitches is currently not preventing an increase in the number of teams.   
 
Sport England’s Segmentation Tool enables analysis of ‘the percentage of adults that would 
like to participate in hockey but are not currently doing so’. The tool identifies latent demand 
of 306 people. 13.7% of the population that would like to participate in hockey is the segment 
‘‘Leanne - supportive singles’. Of the 306 people, 172 (56.2%) are females. 
 
Displaced demand 

Oldham Ladies Hockey Club also competes in the Summer League at Belle Vue Sports 
Centre (located in Manchester) which is operated as a central venue.  
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Future demand 
 
The Club confirmed that it has no plans to increase the number of teams. The Club suggests 
that it would be too expensive to start a junior section and, therefore, this is unlikely to 
happen in the near future.   
 
Population growth alone (by 2021) is unlikely to result in additional demand equating to a full 
team. 
 
6.4: Usage 
 
The following table summarises the availability of full size AGPs for community use in 
Oldham. In addition, it records the availability of provision within the peak period. Sport 
England’s Facilities Planning Model (FPM) applies an overall peak period for AGPs of 34 
hours a week (Monday to Thursday 17:00-21:00; Friday 17:00-19:00; Saturday and Sunday 
09:00-17:00). 
 
Table 6.4: Community opening times of full size sand AGPs 
 

ID Site 
name 

Community 
use 

category 

Community use Quality Comments 

87 Blessed 
John 
Henry 
Newman 
RC 
College 

Yes 

(secured) 

Hockey use only: 

 

2 x matches (1
st
 

and 3
rd

 team):  

Saturday pm 

 

1 x match (2
nd

 
team): Sunday 

pm. 

 

One hour 
Thursday 

evenings for 
training. 

Good The pitch was laid in 2012 and 
is fully enclosed and floodlit.  

Playing on a home and away 
basis the Hockey Club is 
currently the only user although 
it is expected that it will become 
available for football training in 
the near future.  

 
The table suggests that there is sufficient availability of pitches within Oldham to 
accommodate current demand for both training and fixtures.  
 
6.5: Quality 
 

The AGP at Blessed John Henry Newman RC College is assessed as good quality. The 
pitch is fully enclosed and floodlit. 
 
Ancillary Facilities 
 
Changing facilities are provided at the Blessed John Henry Newman RC College and are 
assessed as good quality. Oldham Ladies Hockey Club report access to changing facilities 
but these are generally only used on match days.  
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6.6 Supply and demand analysis 
 
Sport England‟s Facilities Planning Model (FPM) – National Facilities Audit Dataset (January 
2014) 
 
The FPM is a model used as a starting point to help assess the strategic provision of sports 
facilities, including AGPs. The Model is prescriptive and not predictive in that it does not 
provide precise estimates of the use of proposed facilities. Rather it prescribes an 
appropriate level of provision for any defined area in relation to demand and which reflects 
national expectations and policies. It is not a substitute for considering local club needs and 
should be used alongside any local assessment. 
 
The model identified 4 AGPs in Oldham that could be used for hockey and are available for 
community use. 
 
Locally sourced information elsewhere in this chapter has shown there is actually only 1 full 
size AGP suitable for hockey and available for community use.  The differences result from 
the FPM data including the Failsworth Sports Centre (which now has a 3G surface), Grange 
School (which is too small for a full size hockey pitch), Oldham Sports for All (local data 
shows this as being closed now), Saddleworth School (local data shows this as too small for 
a hockey pitch). The local data also includes a relatively new facility at Blessed John 
Newman College which is not captured in the FPM data. 
 
In light of the differences between the supply of sand based AGPs assumed to exist within 
the FPM and the actual supply available in Oldham, the outputs from the model are 
somewhat limited in terms of how they can help to build the picture of what is happening in 
Oldham. Specifically, the information on supply and the modelling of the interaction between 
supply and demand is of limited application in this case.  In terms of demand, however, the 
FPM identifies the level of demand for sand based AGPs to equate to 1.7 pitches (based on 
the size and structure of the population).  The local information in this chapter has identified 
a lower level of demand for sand based AGPs for hockey.   
 

 

Hockey summary 

 There is one hockey club (Oldham Ladies Hockey Club) located within Oldham.   

 There is currently only one full sized sand based AGP suitable to accommodate hockey in 
Oldham. Located at the Blessed John Henry Newman RC College, the pitch is assessed as 
good quality.  

 Although consultation with the school suggests that the AGP is not available for community 
use, further consultation suggests that the Club is currently the only user. Nevertheless, it is 
expected that the AGP is likely to become available for football in the near future. 

 Although consultation suggests that there is currently no unmet demand in Oldham, it is 
assumed that unmet demand will exist as there are currently no opportunities for males or 
juniors to play club hockey within Oldham. Nevertheless, the supply of hockey pitches is 
currently not preventing an increase in the number of teams.   
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PART 7: TENNIS  
 
7.1: Introduction 
 
The Lawn Tennis Association (LTA) is the organisation responsible for the governance of 
tennis and administers the sport locally in Oldham. 
 
Consultation 
 
Surveys were distributed to four clubs within Oldham and responses were obtained from 
Royton Tennis Club, Saddleworth Tennis Club and Tame Valley Tennis Club. Despite 
numerous attempts to contact the Club, no response was obtained from Clarksfield Tennis 
Club.  
 
7.2: Supply 
 
There are a total of 86 tennis courts identified in Oldham across a range of sites including 
private sports clubs, parks and schools. Of the 86 tennis courts, 75 (87%) are categorised as 
being available for community use (either used competitively or available for recreational 
use). There are a total of 14 floodlit tennis courts and 41 (47%) tennis courts are located at 
educational sites, 30 of which are available for community use.  
 
Please note that for the purposes of this report, being available for community use refers to 
courts in public, voluntary, private or commercial ownership or management (including 
education sites) recorded as being available for hire by teams/clubs.  
 
Table 7.1: Summary of the number of courts by analysis area 
 

Analysis area Courts available for community 
use 

Courts unavailable for community 
use 

Chadderton 20 - 

Failsworth & Hollinwood 14 1 

Oldham District 16 9 

Royton 8 - 

Saddleworth & Lees 12 1 

Shaw & Crompton 5 - 

Oldham 75 11 

 

As indicated in Table 7.1, approximately a third of all courts within Oldham located in the 
Oldham District Analysis Area (29%) with just under a quarter (23%) of all courts are located 
in the Chadderton Analysis Area. Of the 11 tennis courts that are unavailable for community 
use, nine are located in the Oldham District Analysis Area.  
 
In addition to the above, there were previously three tennis courts located at Westwood 
Park. Consultation with Oldham Council confirms that Westwood Park has been sold to the 
NHS for development and, therefore, the tennis courts are no longer available. Although the 
Council is not providing the three tennis courts elsewhere, the Council has committed to 
providing a new Multi Use Games Area (MUGA) at Westhulme Avenue (Oldham District).  
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Figure 7.1: Location of tennis courts in Oldham 
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Table 7.2: Key to map 
 

ID Site name Ownership Analysis area Availability for 
community 

use? 

No. of 
courts 

No. of 
floodlit 
courts 

Court 
type 

Court 
quality

16
 

87 Blessed John Henry Newman 
RC College 

Education Chadderton Yes 4 - Hard Good 

77 Chadderton Hall Park Council Chadderton Yes 3 - Hard Standard 

26 Coalshaw Green Park Council Chadderton Yes 1 - Hard Standard 

31 Foxdenton Park Council Chadderton Yes 2 - Hard Standard 

44 North Chadderton School Education Chadderton Yes 4 - Hard Good 

93 The Radclyffe School Education Chadderton Yes 4 - Hard Standard 

2 Failsworth School Education Failsworth & Hollinwood Yes 6 6 Hard Good 

78 Higher Memorial Park Council Failsworth & Hollinwood Yes 1 - Hard Standard 

75 Limeside Park Council Failsworth & Hollinwood Yes 1 - Hard Standard 

84 Lower Failsworth Memorial 
Park 

Council Failsworth & Hollinwood Yes 2 - Hard Standard 

6 Oasis Academy Oldham Education Failsworth & Hollinwood Yes 5 5 Hard Good 

88 Spring Brook Upper School Education Failsworth & Hollinwood No 1 - Hard Poor 

70 Alexandra Park Council Oldham District Yes 7 - Hard Standard 

73 Clarksfield Tennis Club Club Oldham District Yes 2 - Hard Good 

74 Copster Park Council Oldham District Yes 1 - Hard Standard 

42 Moorside Cricket Club Club Oldham District Yes 1 - Hard Standard 

48 Oldham Hulme Grammar 
School 

Education Oldham District No 5 - Hard Standard 

57 Stoneleigh Park Council Oldham District Yes 1 - Hard Standard 

61 Waterhead Academy (Sports 
Campus) 

Education Oldham District No 4 - Hard Poor 

62 Waterhead Park Council Oldham District Yes 2 - Hard Standard 

                                                
16

 Assessed using a non technical site assessment proforma and also takes account of user comments. 
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ID Site name Ownership Analysis area Availability for 
community 

use? 

No. of 
courts 

No. of 
floodlit 
courts 

Court 
type 

Court 
quality

16
 

71 Werneth Park Council Oldham District Yes 2 - Hard Standard 

65 Whitehall Lane Council Oldham District Yes 1 - Hard Standard 

86 The Oldham Academy North Education Royton Yes 4 - Hard Good 

52 Royton Cricket and Tennis 
Club 

Club Royton Yes 3 - Hard Standard 

76 Royton Park Council Royton Yes 1 - Hard Standard 

24 Churchill Playing Fields Council Saddleworth & Lees Yes 2 - Hard Standard 

53 Saddleworth Cricket Tennis & 
Bowling Club 

Club Saddleworth & Lees Yes 3 - Hard Poor 

11 Saddleworth School Education Saddleworth & Lees No 1 - Hard Poor 

81 Tame Valley Tennis & Squash 
Club 

Club Saddleworth & Lees Yes 4 3 Hard Poor 

16 Waterhead Academy (Main 
Campus) 

Education Saddleworth & Lees Yes 3 - Hard Good 

80 Dunwood Park Council Shaw & Crompton Yes 3 - Hard Standard 

79 High Crompton Park Council Shaw & Crompton Yes 2 - Hard Standard 
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Table 7.3: Courts available for community use by ownership/type 
 

Analysis area Club courts Parks courts Educational courts 

Chadderton - 8 12 

Failsworth & Hollinwood - 3 11 

Oldham District 3 13 - 

Royton 3 1 4 

Saddleworth & Lees 7 2 3 

Shaw & Crompton - 5 - 

Oldham 13 32 30 

 
As indicated in Table 7.3, there are 13 club courts and 32 parks courts available for 
community use. In addition, there are 30 educational courts that are available for community 
use located at Blessed John Henry Newman RC College, Failsworth School, North 
Chadderton School, Oasis Academy Oldham, The Oldham Academy North, The Radcylffe 
School and Waterhead Academy (Main Campus). Although consultation with such schools 
identified that courts are available for community use, it would appear that none of courts are 
currently used by the community.  
 
Quality 
 
Of provision that is available for community use, 28 courts (37%) are assessed as good 
quality and 40 courts (53%) assessed as standard quality. The remaining seven courts 
(10%), located at Saddleworth Tennis Club (three courts) and Tame Valley Tennis Club (four 
courts), are assessed as poor quality.  
 
Table 7.4: Summary of the quality of courts available for community use by surface type 
 

Surface type Good Standard Poor 

Hard 28 40 7 

Grass - - - 

Artificial Grass - - - 

Oldham 28 40 7 

 
Issues affecting the courts assessed as standard include evidence of moss, loose gravel, 
poor grip underfoot and poor quality post and nets. The seven courts (10%) assessed as 
poor quality are located at Saddleworth Tennis Club and Tame Valley Tennis Club. Issues 
affecting the courts assessed as poor quality include evidence of moss, loose gravel, poor 
grip underfoot, poor quality post and nets, poor line marking and poor surrounding fencing.    
 
Royton Tennis Club has three tarmac courts that are owned and maintained by the Club. It is 
reported that the quality of courts has deteriorated in recent years and, therefore, court 
quality is regarded as adequate. Although the courts are said to require resurfacing due to 
loose stones and poor line markings, the Club report no facility or court development plans.  
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Saddleworth Tennis Club rates the quality of its three courts as poor, although there is 
recognition that the courts have lasted well beyond their recommended lifetime having been 
laid 23 years ago. The courts are owned and maintained by the Club, but despite regular 
maintenance by members, are said to be worn due to years of wear and tear and weather 
conditions. The Club plans to apply for an Inspired Facilities grant in November 2014 to fund 
the resurfacing of courts.    
 
Tame Valley Tennis Club reports that the quality of its courts is also poor. Court quality is 
said to have deteriorated in recent years due to increased use and cold weather conditions 
throughout the winter months. The Club has aspirations to resurface the courts within the 
next two years as well as considering an indoor court. Nevertheless, it indicates that funding 
is yet to be secured and no application for funding has been submitted.  
 
7.4: Demand 
 
Competitive tennis 
 
There are four tennis clubs located in Oldham; Clarksfield Tennis Club, Royton Tennis Club, 
Saddleworth Tennis Club and Tame Valley Tennis Club.     
 
Royton Tennis Club has approximately 20 senior members and 14 junior members. Both 
senior and junior membership is said to have increased in recent years and the Club plans to 
increase membership by an additional six members in each category. It has two adult teams 
competing in the Oldham and District Tennis League with home fixtures on a Tuesday and 
Thursday evenings. In addition, there is a mixed senior team and an under 14 junior team 
that both represent the Club in the Slazenger Manchester and District Lawn Tennis League 
on Thursday and Sunday evenings respectively.  
 
Saddleworth Tennis Club (forming part of Saddleworth Cricket, Bowling & Tennis Club) has 
30 senior members and 20 junior members. It is reported that senior membership has 
decreased by approximately 25 in recent years due to a large number of older members 
retiring. Nevertheless, following the acquisition of an LTA coach and introduction of junior 
coaching sessions, junior membership has increased, particularly during the last year. As 
such, the Club has aspirations to double its current membership. There are two senior mixed 
teams representing the Club in the Oldham and District Tennis League on a Tuesday and 
Thursday evening. In addition, there is a senior men’s team and two senior mixed teams 
competing in the Manchester Tennis League on Monday, Tuesday and Wednesday 
evenings.  
 
Tame Valley Tennis Club (forming part of Tame Valley Tennis & Squash Club) has 
approximately 95 senior members and in excess of 100 junior members. Although 
membership has increased significantly in recent years with the help of local media 
advertising, the Club wishes to increase both senior and junior membership by a further 15 
to 20 members. It has four senior teams (two men’s and two women’s) and two senior mixed 
teams in the Oldham and District Tennis League. Each team has a different ‘home night’ to 
ensure courts are used every evening for competitive matches. In addition, it also has two 
junior teams which compete in the Manchester Tennis League. 
 
According to internet research, Clarksfield Tennis Club has at least four senior teams which 
compete in the Oldham & District Tennis Leagues. It would appear that the Club is currently 
seeking additional members of any age or ability and have open sessions for prospective 
new members every Saturday afternoon (1.30pm). 
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Informal tennis 

All park courts located across the Borough are open daily during daylight hours and are 
open to members of the public free of charge. In July 2014, the Council teamed up with 
various clubs across the Borough to offer free taster sessions as part of the LTA’s initiative 
to get more people, of all ages, participating in tennis. Equipment was available to borrow 
and coaches provided various activities including the newly-launched Cardio Tennis Fitness 
classes and Tennis Express sessions aimed at beginners of all ages. 
 
Following events such as Wimbledon and the 2012 London Olympic Games, demand is 
likely to increase for recreational pay and play. Although the LTA reports that it is hard to 
measure casual use as some courts are available for free, it is assumed that courts are 
generally busy throughout the summer months.   
 
Further research conducted by the LTA suggests that many more people would play tennis 
if they knew where courts, particularly council courts, were located. The LTA believe that 
better promotion would not only increase demand for courts, but also participation. 
 
Latent demand 
 
No clubs within Oldham report any latent demand and all clubs confirm that the number of 
courts available at their club is adequate to meet the needs of members.  
 
Sport England’s Segmentation Tool enables analysis of ‘the percentage of adults that would 
like to participate in tennis but are not currently doing so’. The tool identifies latent demand 
of 3,744 people. 11.1% of the population that would like to participate in tennis is the 
segment ‘Leanne - supportive singles’. Of the 3,744 people, 1,953 (52.2%) are females.  
 

 
 
  

Tennis summary  

 There are a total of 86 tennis courts provided in Oldham across a range of sites including 
private sports clubs, parks and schools. 

 87% are categorised as being available for community use (either used competitively or 
available for recreational use). 

 Of provision that is available for community use, 28 courts (37%) are assessed as good quality 
and 40 courts (53%) assessed as standard quality. The remaining seven courts (10%), located 
at Saddleworth Tennis Club (three courts) and Tame Valley Tennis Club (four courts), are 
assessed as poor quality.  

 There are four tennis clubs located in Oldham; Clarksfield Tennis Club, Royton Tennis Club, 
Saddleworth Cricket, Bowling & Tennis Club and Tame Valley Tennis & Squash Club.     

 Tame Valley Tennis Club is currently the largest tennis club within Oldham with approximately 
95 senior members and in excess of 100 junior members. All clubs report an increase in junior 
membership in recent years and although Saddleworth Tennis Club has had a reduction in 
senior membership, the remaining clubs report that senior membership has remained static.  

 As no unmet or latent demand is identified within Oldham, it would appear that there are enough 
courts that are available for community use to accommodate both the current and future 
demand. Nevertheless, as the seven courts that are assessed as poor quality are all located at 
Club sites, such courts will require refurbishment in the near future.  
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PART 8: BOWLS  
 
8.1: Introduction 
 
All bowling greens in Oldham are crown greens, there are no flat greens. The British Crown 
Green Bowling Association is the governing body responsible for ensuring effective 
governance of crown green bowls across the Country. County representation of the Borough 
is by the Lancashire Grown Green Bowls Association. The bowling season for crown green 
runs from April to September. 
 
Consultation 
 
There are 54 clubs using bowling greens in Oldham. Of these, 38 replied to the survey 
equating to a response rate of 70%. Bowls is popular in Oldham and there are many active 
teams. Lots of clubs have teams playing on multiple days of the week and compete in 
various leagues. Four of the 10 main leagues in the area replied to the survey, equating to a 
response rate of 40%. The main leagues servicing the area are: 
 
 Oldham & District Parks Amateur Bowling League 
 Oldham & District Veterans Mens Bowling League 
 Failsworth & District Bowling League 
 Chadderton & District Amateur Bowling League 
 Saddleworth & District Bowling League 
 Oldham & District Ladies Bowling League / Oldham Ladies over 60's Bowling League 
 Blackley League 
 Tameside Mens Bowling League 
 Tameside Ladies Bowling League 
 Oldham & District Parks Amateur Bowling League 

 
8.2: Supply   
 
There are 39 crown green bowling greens in Oldham provided across 33 sites. Of these, 17 
greens are provided by the Council across 12 sites.  
 
In addition to the above, there were previously two bowling greens located at Westwood 
Park. Consultation with Oldham Council confirms that Westwood Park has been sold to the 
NHS for development and, therefore, the bowling greens are no longer available. Although 
the Council is not providing the two bowling greens elsewhere, the Council has committed to 
providing a new Multi Use Games Area (MUGA) at Westhulme Avenue (Oldham District).  
 
Table 8.1: Summary of the number of greens by analysis area 
 

Analysis area Number of greens 

   Chadderton 14 

   Failsworth & Hollinwood 4 

   Oldham District 10 

   Royton 3 

   Saddleworth & Lees 5 

   Shaw & Crompton 3 

Oldham 39 
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There are five sites in Oldham that have two or more bowling greens, three of which are 
located in the Chadderton Area. The largest site, Alexandra Park in Oldham District, has 
three bowling greens.   
 
Bowling green distribution is not evenly spread throughout Oldham, with 62% of bowls 
greens located in either the Chadderton or Oldham Analysis Areas. The remaining 38% (15 
greens) are divided up almost equally between the other four analysis areas. 
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Figure 8.1: Distribution of bowling greens across Oldham 
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Table 8.1: Key to map  
 

Site ID Site Analysis area No. of greens Ownership/ 
management 

Quality
17

 Pavilion 

77 Chadderton Hall Park Chadderton 1 Council Standard - 

103 Church Inn, Chadderton Fold Chadderton 1 Club Standard - 

26 Coalshaw Green Park Chadderton 2 Council Good Yes 

83 Fitton Park Chadderton 1 Council Good Yes 

31 Foxdenton Park Chadderton 2 Club Good Yes 

97 Nimble Nook Sports & Social 
Club 

Chadderton 1 Club Standard - 

98 North Chadd Social Club Chadderton 1 Club Standard - 

100 Springbank Club Bowls Club Chadderton 1 Club Standard - 

85 St Georges Square Chadderton 1 Council/Club Good Yes 

104 Stanley Road Bowls Club Chadderton 1 Club Standard - 

78 Higher Memorial Park Failsworth & Hollinwood 1 Club Good Yes 

38 Hollinwood Sports Club Failsworth & Hollinwood 1 Club Good - 

84 Lower Failsworth Memorial 
Park 

Failsworth & Hollinwood 2 Council Good Yes 

70 Alexandra Park Oldham District 3 Council Good Yes 

74 Copster Park Oldham District 2 Council Good Yes 

42 Moorside Cricket Club Oldham District 1 Club Poor - 

49 Oldham Rugby Football Club Oldham District 1 Club Good - 

101 St Pauls Bowling Green Oldham District 1 Club Standard - 

57 Stoneleigh Park Oldham District 1 Council Good Yes 

62 Waterhead Park Oldham District 1 Club Good Yes 

63 Werneth Cricket Club Oldham District 1 Club Standard Yes 

95 West End Bowls Club Oldham District 1 Club Standard - 

82 Bullcote Park Royton 1 Council Good Yes 

                                                
17

 Quality scores derived from non technical site assessments. 
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Site ID Site Analysis area No. of greens Ownership/ 
management 

Quality
17

 Pavilion 

52 Royton Cricket Club Royton 1 Club Good - 

76 Royton Park Royton 1 Council Good - 

29 Dobcross Bowls Club Saddleworth & Lees 1 Club Standard - 

106 Friezland Bowls Club Saddleworth & Lees 1 Club Standard - 

96 Lees & Conservative Bowls 
Club 

Saddleworth & Lees 1 Club Standard - 

53 Saddleworth Cricket Tennis 
And Bowling Club 

Saddleworth & Lees 1 Private/Club Good - 

60 Uppermill Sports Club Saddleworth & Lees 1 Club Good - 

27 Crompton Cricket Club Shaw & Crompton 1 Club Good - 

80 Dunwood Park Shaw & Crompton 1 Council Good Yes 

79 High Crompton Park Shaw & Crompton 1 Council Good Yes 
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Quality 
 
Of the 39 greens located in Oldham, 26 (67%) are assessed (through use of a non 
technical site assessment) as good quality and 12 greens (31%) as standard quality. The 
remaining green, located at Moorside Cricket Club, is assessed as poor quality.  
 
Issues affecting the greens assessed as standard and poor quality include signs of wear 
and tear, evidence of unofficial use and problems such as litter, glass, fouling and leaf fall 
on the green.  
 
Just under a third of clubs (30%) report that there has been ‘no difference’ in quality of 
their home green since the previous season. A large proportion of clubs report that the 
quality of their home green has either got ‘slightly better’ (27%) or much better (22%), 
since the previous season. Two clubs report that their home green has got ‘slightly better’ 
since last season and six clubs report that their home green has got ‘much poorer’ since 
last season.   
 
Where clubs indicate that the quality of the greens have got better (55%), reasons such 
as new and better green keepers, higher levels of maintenance and general excellent 
standards of green keeping.  In contrast to this the 21% of clubs which report that quality 
has become poorer identify issues such as bad weather, animals causing damage, 
unofficial use, vandalism and a lack of supplies and time spent on greens as the main 
contributing factors of this.    
 
Consultation with clubs suggests that vandalism has been an issue at a few sites over the 
previous three years.  
 
Users at sites including Lower Failsworth Park, Stoneleigh Park, High Compton Park, 
Coalshaw Green Park, Fitton Park, Chadderton Hall Park, which all report the similar 
issue of vandalism to their greens due to footballers and golfers creating divots on the 
greens.  
 
Oldham Rugby BC notes that it has experienced arson to the site, physical green damage 
and burglary.  
 
Alexandra BC and Westwood Park BC playing at Alexandra Park report that there has 
been damage to the bowling green there due to locals playing rounders and sticking 
poles in the green.  
 
Diggle BC indicates that in 2010 the hut at its site was burnt down. 
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8.3: Demand 

Participation trends 
 
The following section uses Sport England participation analysis tools to provide an 
understanding of the key participation trends in Oldham in relation to bowls. 
 
Sport England has developed a segmentation model with 19 ‘sporting’ segments to help 
better understand attitudes, motivations and perceived barriers to participation.  Knowing 
which segment is most dominant in the local population is important as it can help direct 
provision and programming. For example, whilst the needs of smaller segments should 
not be ignored, it is useful to understand which sports are enjoyed by the largest 
proportion(s) of the population. Segmentation also enables partners to make tailored 
interventions, communicate effectively with target market(s) and better understand 
participation in the context of life stage and lifecycles. 
 
The segmentation profile for Oldham is shown below and compared regionally and 
nationally.  Sport England’s Segmentation Tool enables analysis of ‘the percentage of 
adults that would like to participate in bowls but are not currently doing so’. The tool 
identifies latent demand of 372 people. 22.8% of the population that would like to 
participate in bowls is the segment ‘Elsie & Arnold - retirement home singles’. In addition, 
however, the segments ‘Frank - twilight year gents’ (21.5%) and ‘Roger & Joy - early 
retirement couples’ (12.1%) would also like to participate in bowls. 
 
In addition to the segments ‘Elsie & Arnold’ and ‘Frank’, the remaining segments that are 
currently participating in bowls in Oldham are shown in the chart below. 
 
Table 8.2: Population participating in bowls 
 

Name Description Oldham North West England 

Number Rate Rate Rate 

Elsie & Arnold Retirement Home 
Singles 

470 29.4% 26.8% 24.3% 

Frank Twilight Year Gents 422 26.4% 25.0% 22.7% 

Roger & Joy Early Retirement 
Couples 

157 9.8% 11.2% 12.2% 

Terry Local ‘Old Boys’ 91 5.7% 4.5% 3.8% 

Ralph & Phyllis Comfortable Retired 
Couples 

89 5.6% 11.9% 16.3% 

Philip Comfortable Mid-Life 
Males 

78 4.9% 4.9% 5.1% 

Brenda Older Working Women 64 4.0% 2.9% 2.4% 

Elaine Empty Nest Career 
Ladies 

59 3.7% 3.9% 4.1% 

Kev Pub League Team Mates 51 3.2% 2.2% 2.0% 

Norma Later Life Ladies 49 3.1% 2.6% 2.3% 

Tim Settling Down Males 16 1.0% 1.2% 1.6% 

Jamie Sports Team Drinkers 15 0.9% 0.7% 0.7% 

Jackie Middle England Mums 10 0.6% 0.5% 0.5% 

Helena 

 

Career Focused Females 9 0.6% 0.7% 0.7% 
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Name Description Oldham North West England 

Number Rate Rate Rate 

Ben Competitive Male 
Urbanites 

8 0.5% 0.5% 0.7% 

Alison Stay at Home Mums 5 0.3% 0.3% 0.5% 

Paula Stretched Single Mums 3 0.2% 0.1% 0.1% 

Chloe Fitness Class Friends 1 0.1% 0.1% 0.1% 

Leanne Supportive Singles 0 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 

Total 1,597 100.0% 100.0% 100.1% 

 
Clubs 
 
As stated earlier, there are 54 clubs accessing bowling greens in Oldham. The analysis 
below summarises information gathered from consultation with bowls clubs playing in 
Oldham. 
 
 The average playing membership per club is 66. 
 The level of membership varies from 15 to 186 members. 
 Friezland BC has the largest membership with 186 members, made up of 120 males, 

65 females. The three smallest clubs that have 15 members each are British 
Aerospace BC and Stoneleigh Park BC. 

 The majority of players travel between two to five miles to play at their home green. 
 62% of responding clubs report that senior membership remained static over the 

previous three years, 10% indicate a decrease in senior membership, 16% indicate 
that an increase and the remaining 12% did not answer that question. 

 All clubs with junior sections report that membership levels have remained static over 
the previous three years with the exception of Royton Park BC which indicates it has 
lost its junior team.  
 

Nine clubs, St George’s Over 60’s BC, Moorside Cricket & Bowling Club, Shaw Royal 
British Legion BC, Nimble Nook Working Mens Club, Dobcross BC, Uppermill BC, Shaw 
Comrades BC, Diggle BC, North Chadderton Social & BC report facility development 
plans. All plans are connected to ancillary facilities covering clubhouse, toilets and 
changing accommodation. 
 
There are six clubs that have juniors including: 
 
 Crompton BC (2) 
 Moorside Cricket & Bowling Club (1) 
 Dunwood Park (15) 
 Nimble Nook Working Mens Club (2) 
 Friezland Bowling Club (1) 
 St Pauls BC (29) 
 
Four clubs express plans to increase junior membership: 
 
 Moorside Cricket & Bowling Club (12) 
 Dunwood Park (10) 
 Nimble Nook Working Mens Club (5) 
 North Chadderton Social & Bowling Club (20) 
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Any further increase in junior membership would be accommodated at the current green. 
 
A further eight clubs also note plans to increase senior members. All further planned 
increases would be accommodated on existing home greens.  
 
Latent demand 

Latent demand has been assessed by examining the extent to which bowling clubs could 
run more teams if more and/or better facilities were available at the venue/in the locality.  
The majority of clubs suggest that an additional bowling green at their home green or in 
the area would not lead to an increase in club membership. 
 
Four clubs indicate that if that if they had access to another bowling green at their home 
ground or in their area they would have more teams.  
 
In addition to latent demand identified by clubs, Sport England’s Segmentation Tool 
enables analysis of ‘the percentage of adults that would like to participate in bowls but are 
not currently doing so’. The tool identifies latent demand of 372 people. 22.8% of the 
population that would like to participate in bowls is the segment ‘Elsie & Arnold - 
retirement home singles’. In addition, however, the segments ‘Frank - twilight year gents’ 
(21.5%) and ‘Roger & Joy - early retirement couples’ (12.1%) would also like to 
participate in bowls. 
 
8.4 Capacity analysis 
 
Capacity is very much dependent on the leagues and the day that they operate. A green 
may have no spare capacity on an afternoon/evening when a popular league is operating 
but may be empty for the rest of the week.   
 
England Bowls indicates that approximately 60 members are needed to sustain one 
green. This is supported in other local authority areas, for example, where greens that 
accommodate six teams (ten members per team) are considered to be at capacity. Using 
this as a guide the table below looks at the capacity of bowling greens in Oldham based 
upon club membership. A green with 60 members is considered to be at capacity.18 
 

Under capacity Membership is below the level the site could sustain 

At capacity   Membership matches the level the site can sustain 

Over capcity Membership exceeds the level the site can sustain 

                                                
18

 It should be noted that some greens may be at capacity with fewer than 60 members but also 
that some greens will be able to sustain more than 60 members. 
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Table 8.2: Bowling green capacity 
 

Site ID Site name Analysis area No. of 
greens 

Club Members Capacity 

(in members) 

Capacity 
rating 

77 Chadderton Hall Park Chadderton 1 Oldham Vets 28 60  

Connollys BC 20 

North Chadderton 
Conservative BC (Blue Club) 

2 teams 

103 Church Inn, Chadderton Fold Chadderton 1 Church Inn Unknown 60  

26 Coalshaw Green Park Chadderton 2 Coalshaw Green Park Vets 28 120 76 

Coalshaw Green Pavilion 168 

83 Fitton Park Chadderton 1 Fitton Park 70 60 10 

31 Foxdenton Park Chadderton 2 Foxdenton Park Unknown 120  

97 Nimble Nook Sports & Social Club Chadderton 1 Nimble Nook BC 90 60 30 

98 North Chadderton Social Club Chadderton 1 North Chadderton Social BC 130 60 70 

100 Springbank Club Bowls Club Chadderton 1 Springbank BC 11 teams 60  

85 St Georges Square Chadderton 1 St George’s Over 60s 90 60 45 

British Aerospace 15 

104 Stanley Road Bowls Club Chadderton 1 Stanley Road Unknown 60  

78 High Memorial Park Failsworth & 
Hollinwood 

1 Higher Failsworth Park Vets 
BC 

35 60 -25 

38 Hollinwood Sports Club Failsworth & 
Hollinwood 

 

1 Hollinwood Sports Club Unknown 60  

84 Lower Failsworth Memorial Park Failsworth & 
Hollinwood 

 

2 Broadway Hotel 15 120 -88 

Lower Failsworth 20 

Bluebell BC 17 

70 Alexandra Park Oldham District 3 Alexandra Park BC 21 180 

 

-60 

Oldham Deaf Club 18 

Alexandra (Park) Vets BC 21 
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Site ID Site name Analysis area No. of 
greens 

Club Members Capacity 

(in members) 

Capacity 
rating 

74 Copster Park Oldham District 2 Copster Park Unknown 120  

42 Moorside Cricket Club Oldham District 1 Moorside 88 60 28 

49 Oldham Rugby Football Club Oldham District 1 Oldham Rugby BC including 
ORU Phoenix 

70 60 10 

101 St Pauls Bowling Green Oldham District 1 St Paul's BC 90 60 30 

57 Stoneleigh Park Oldham District 1 Stoneleigh Park Ladies 15 60 -45 

62 Waterhead Park Oldham District 1 Waterhead Park Unknown 60  

63 Werneth Cricket Club Oldham District 1 Werneth Cricket Club Unknown 60  

95 West End Bowls Club Oldham District 1 West End Bowls Club Unknown 60  

82 Bullcote Park Royton 1 Bullcote Green Ladies Unknown 60  

52 Royton Cricket Club Royton 1 Royton Cricket Club BC 45 60 -15 

76 Royton Park Royton 1 Royton Park BC 45 60  

Oldham Transport 1 team 

29 Dobcross Bowls Club Saddleworth & Lees 1 Dobcross BC 100 60 40 

106 Friezland Bowls Club Saddleworth & Lees 1 Friezland BC 186 60 126 

96 Lees & Hey Conservative Bowls 
Club 

Saddleworth & Lees 1 Lees & Hey Con Club 50 60 -10 

53 Saddleworth Cricket Tennis and 
Bowling Club 

Saddleworth & Lees 1 Saddleworth 60 60  

60 Uppermill Sports Club Saddleworth & Lees 1 Uppermill BC (including 
Uppermill 2012) 

87 60 27 

27 Crompton Cricket Club Shaw & Crompton 1 Hollinwood Cricket BC 11 teams 60  

80 Dunwood Park Shaw & Crompton 1 Dunwood Park 80 60 20 

79 High Crompton Park Shaw & Crompton 1 High Crompton 60 60  
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8.5 Supply and demand analysis 
 
Generally, through consultation, it is considered that most bowling greens in Oldham are 
being played to capacity. This is further demonstrated in the capacity analysis which 
currently shows that at least 12 sites are being overplayed (according to the Bowls England 
suggested capacity of 60 members per green) and a further two being played to capacity.  
 
In particular, Coalshaw Green Park, North Chadderton Social Club and Friezland Bowls Club 
are all heavily used and suggested to be significantly overplayed. 
 
Where sites are expressing spare capacity it is often a result of poor quality or issues with 
vandalism that is causing low membership. For example clubs at Alexandra Park report 
issues with the green and subsequently have spare capacity.  
 
Although a number of clubs report plans to increase membership, all these clubs suggest 
that any increase is not likely to result in more teams and as such can be accommodated on 
existing provision. 
 
 

 
 
  

Bowls summary  

 There are 39 crown green bowling greens in Oldham provided across 33 sites. Of these, 17 
greens are provided by the Council across 12 sites. 

 There are five sites in Oldham that have two or more bowling greens, three of which are 
located in the Chadderton Analysis Area. The largest site, Alexandra Park in Oldham District, 
has three bowling greens.   

 In general the quality of bowling greens in Oldham is good with a few instances where clubs 
report issues with vandalism  for example at  Alexandra Park, Lower Failsworth Park, 
Stoneleigh Park, High Compton Park, Coalshaw Green Park, Fitton Park and Chadderton Hall 
Park. 

 There is high participation in Oldham with 54 clubs accessing bowling greens. In addition to 
this Sport England’s Active people survey suggests that participation in Oldham is higher than 
both the regional and national averages. 

 It is considered that most bowling greens in Oldham are being played to capacity. This is 
further demonstrated in the capacity analysis which currently shows that at least 12 sites are 
being overplayed and a further two sites being played to capacity. 

 In particular, Coalshaw Green Park, North Chadderton Social Club and Friezland Bowls Club 
are all heavily used and suggested to be significantly overplayed. 

 Where sites are expressing spare capacity it is often a result of poor quality or issues with 
vandalism that is causing low membership. 
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PART 9: ATHLETICS  
 
The sport is governed by England Athletics (EA), which also works at a regional and local 
level via regional and county associations. Much of the development work is delivered by 
local clubs and a Coach Support Officer. Consultation with EA confirmed that, similar to the 
directive from UK Athletics (UKA), EA will not support any new facility developments with 
focus upon maintaining current facilities the priority. 
 
9.1 Supply 
 
There is one purpose built athletics facility within Oldham located at the Radclyffe Athletics 
Centre. Operated by Oldham Community Leisure, the facility has a synthetic eight lane 
400m floodlit track and includes a throwing cage, three long jump pits, one shot put circle 
and high jump equipment. Originally opened in 2004, the Radclyffe Athletics Centre was 
funded by the Local Education Authority to provide a wide range of quality leisure 
opportunities for students and the local community. The Grade 1 outdoor athletics track and 
field facilities have since benefited from the addition of a new high quality six lane indoor 
athletics hall with designated areas for indoor throws, high jump, long jump and pole-vault 
areas. 
 
Quality 
 
The outdoor track at the Radclyffe Athletics Centre was cleaned in 2013. Users of the facility 
report that track quality is good and the facility is certified by EA to host competitions. In 
addition, it is reported that OCL has recently repaired netting around the hammer cage.  
 
The ‘Clubhouse’ on site is a temporary facility that is used primarily by Oldham & Royton 
Harriers & Athletics Club, but is occasionally used by the school throughout the school day. 
Consultation with the Club suggests that the Clubhouse has been closed for the previous 
month due to issues with the flooring and toilets. OCL is aware of such issues and will 
hopefully resolve these in the near future. As a result, Club members are currently using 
changing provision within the main sports centre. The Club report a positive relationship with 
OCL but would like a purpose built Clubhouse on site.  
 
9.2 Demand 
 
Oldham & Royton Harriers & Athletics Club is the only club identified within Oldham. 
Consultation with the Club indicated that there are currently 128 members, 61% of which are 
juniors. Although senior membership has remained static in recent years, junior membership 
is said to have increased. Nevertheless, the Club reports that further growth of the junior 
section is restricted due to a lack of coaches and volunteers.  
 
The Club trains at the Radclyffe Athletics Centre every Monday and Thursday evenings 
(6.45-8.30pm) with juniors training once per week every Monday (6-7pm). All members are 
charged entry fees at a discounted rate by OCL. In addition, the Club will host, on average, 
three open competitions per year at weekends. The Club actively encourages members to 
enter competitions but due to time, travel and costs implications, the majority of members 
are unable to compete.  
 
The Club confirmed that is has received a number of small grants in recent years which have 
enabled the Club to purchase equipment and support visually impaired members.  
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In addition, however, Saddleworth Runners is a traditional road running club. The Club is 
said to access various school sites for indoor training but do not use the track at the 
Radclyffe Athletics Centre. In an attempt to increase participation, EA is developing new 
initiatives with the NHS and local community groups for recreational running. There is also a 
satellite junior club at the Madlow Youth Zone 
 
Although consultation with the Club failed to identify any latent demand, Sport England’s 
Segmentation Tool enables analysis of ‘the percentage of adults that would like to participate 
in athletics but are not currently doing so’. The tool identifies latent demand of 4,521 people. 
12.5% of the population that would like to participate in athletics is the segment ‘Leanne - 
supportive singles’. Of the 4,521 people, 2,210 (49.0%) are females.  
 
 

Athletics summary  

 Consultation with EA confirmed that, similar to the directive from UK Athletics (UKA), EA will 
not support any new facility developments with focus upon maintaining current facilities the 
priority. 

 There is one purpose built athletics facility within Oldham located at the Radclyffe Athletics 
Centre. 

 Operated by Oldham Community Leisure, the facility has a synthetic eight lane 400m floodlit 
track and includes a throwing cage, three long jump pits, one shot put circle and high jump 
equipment.  

 Oldham & Royton Harriers & Athletics Club is the only club identified within Oldham.  
Consultation with the Club indicated that there are currently 128 members, 61% of which are 
juniors. 

 The Club trains at the Radclyffe Athletics Centre every Monday and Thursday evenings (6.45-
8.30pm) with juniors training once per week every Monday (6-7pm). All members are charged 
entry fees at a discounted rate by OCL. In addition, the Club will host, on average, three open 
competitions per year at weekends. 

 Saddleworth Runners is a traditional road running club. The Club is said to access various 
school sites for indoor training but do not use the track at the Radclyffe Athletics Centre. 

 In an attempt to increase participation, EA is developing new initiatives with the NHS and local 
community groups for recreational running. There is also a satellite junior club at the Madlow 
Youth Zone. 
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APPENDIX 1: CONSULTEE LIST 
 

Organisation Name Designation Consultation 

Sport England Andrew Fawkes Facilities and Planning 
Manager 

Face to Face, 
E-mail & 
Telephone. 

Sport England Paul Daly Regional Planning 
Manager 

Face to Face, 
E-mail & 
Telephone. 

FA Chris Smith Facilities & Investment 
Manager 

Face to Face, 
E-mail & 
Telephone. 

Manchester FA David Coote County Football 
Development Manager 

Face to Face, 
E-mail & 
Telephone. 

ECB Daniel Musson Facilities and 
Investment Manager 

Face to Face, 
E-mail & 
Telephone. 

Lancashire Cricket Board Bobby Denning Managing Director Face to Face, 
E-mail & 
Telephone. 

RFU Tom Bartram Regional Funding and 
Facilities Manager 

Face to Face, 
E-mail & 
Telephone. 

England Hockey Julie Longden Relationship Manager Face to Face, 
E-mail & 
Telephone. 

RFL Carol Doran National Facilities 
Manager 

Face to Face, 
E-mail & 
Telephone. 

Athletics  

Oldham and Royton Harriers  Colin Allen Chair Survey 

Bowls  

Chadderton & District Amateur 
Bowling League 

Ray Jones Secretary   Survey 

Greater Manchester County 
Crown Green Bowling 
Association 

Mike Holden Secretary   Survey 

Oldham & District Ladies 
Bowling League  

Christine Griffiths Secretary   Survey 

Oldham & District Parks 
Amateur Bowling League 

Barbara Kelly 

 

Secretary   Survey 

Saddleworth & District Bowling 
League 

R Horrocks  Secretary   Survey 

Alexandra Vets Bowling Club Malcolm Wardle Secretary   Survey 

Bluebell Bowling Club Bob Nisbet Secretary   Survey 

British Aerospace Bowling 
Club 

Mr T J Entwistle Secretary   Survey 

Broadway Hotel David Elliott Secretary   Survey 

Chadderton Hall Park Vets  
Bowling Club 

 

David Williams Secretary   Survey 
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Organisation Name Designation Consultation 

Church Inn BC Keith Platt / Derek 
Stafford 

Treasurer / secretary Survey 

Coalshaw Green Ladies Over 
60s 

Colin Mann Secretary   Survey 

Coalshaw Green Pavilion BC Barbara 
Wilson(MBE) 

Secretary   Survey 

Coalshaw Green Veterans David Cheetham Secretary   Survey 

Connollys Bowling Club Stephen Fairclough Secretary   Survey 

Copster Park Ladies Brenda Lowe Secretary   Survey 

Diggle BC Barbara Jones Treasurer Survey 

Dobcross BC John Lockwood Chair   Survey 

Dunwood Park David Warbrick Secretary   Survey 

Failsworth Cycle Club B Corr Secretary   Survey 

Fitton Park  Carol Wroe / Barbara 
Kelly 

Secretary   Survey 

Friezland BC Ms Gayle Dearden Secretary   Survey 

Hebers Bowling Club Garry Coverdale Secretary   Survey 

Heyside Bowling Club Ray Morris Secretary   Survey 

High Crompton Mens & Ladies 
BC 

Susan Higham Secretary Survey 

Higher Failsworth Park Vets 
BC 

J Owen Secretary   Survey 

Lees and Hey Con Club BC Duncan Wilkinson Secretary   Survey 

Lower Failsworth Bowling 
Club/ Butterworth Vets 

Phil Graham Secretary   Survey 

Lower Failsworth Park 
Veterans Bowling club 

John Francis Knott Secretary   Survey 

Moorside Cricket BC Tim Mitchell Secretary   Survey 

Nimble Nook BC Stuart Schofield Secretary   Survey 

North Chadderton 
Conservative Bowling Club 
(Blue Club) 

Ian Smith / Peter 
Gartside 

Secretary   Survey 

North Chadderton Social Club J Smith / Malcolm 
Firth 

Secretary   Survey 

Oldham Deaf Club  Ann Short Secretary   Survey 

Oldham Rugby Bowling Club 
including ORU Phoenix 

D Hurst Secretary   Survey 

Oldham Transport Mr Flanagan Secretary   Survey 

Royal British Legion Bowling 
Club 

Kathryn Jackson Secretary   Survey 

Royton Cricket BC Neil Wainwright  Secretary   Survey 

Royton Park Bowling Club Ian G Dyson Secretary   Survey 

Saddleworth Cricket BC Mike Ward Treasurer Survey 

Shaw Comrades BC Brian Scott / David 
Valentine 

County Rep / Chair Survey 

St Georges Over 60s Club Frances Broadbent Secretary   Survey 

St Paul's BC J Knott Treasurer Survey 

Stoneleigh Park Ladies BC Christine Renton Secretary   Survey 

Uppermill BC Christine Bocking Treasurer Survey 
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Organisation Name Designation Consultation 

Werneth Park Vets Harry Anderton Secretary Survey 

Westwood Liberals Bowling 
Club 

G Elson Secretary   Survey 

Westwood Park Bowling Club C Whittam Secretary   Survey 

Wrigley Mill BC A Whiteley / Barbara 
Jones 

Secretary   Survey 

Cricket  

Austerlands Cricket Club Peter Sunderland Junior Co-ordinator Survey 

Crompton Cricket Club Mick Lee Secretary   Survey 

Delph & Dobcross Cricket Club Grant Jones Secretary   Survey 

Failsworth Macedonia CC Chris McHugh Secretary Survey 

Friarmere Cricket Club Craig Ramadhin Secretary   Survey 

Glodwick Cricket Club Gordon Whitehead Cricket Development 
Officer 

Face to Face 

Greenfield Cricket Club Fred Bottom U9 Manager Face to Face 

Heyside Cricket Club Joe Warburton Chairman Face to Face 

Hollinwood Cricket Club William Heap / Eddie 
Hardaker  

Secretary   Survey 

Moorside Cricket Club Peter Scott Secretary   Survey 

Oldham Cricket Club  R Hussain Secretary   Survey 

Royton Cricket Club Ian McGeary Secretary   Survey 

Saddleworth Cricket Club Graham Oldham Secretary   Survey 

Springhead Cricket Club Keith Lees Secretary   Survey 

Uppermill Cricket Club Jim Bradbury Secretary   Survey 

Werneth Cricket Club Elaine Dronsfield Secretary Face to Face 

Woodhouses Cricket Club Cath Sloan Secretary   Survey 

Football  

Greater Manchester Womens 
Football League 

Owen Dyce Secretary   Survey 

Tameside Football League Graham Dixon Secretary   Survey 

3D Dynamos F.C. Val Broadbent Secretary Survey 

AFC Manchester Girls Angela Kirkham Secretary Survey 

AFC Oldham 2005 Jimmy Smith Secretary   Survey 

Avro F.C. Robert Fuller 
Dave Moxon 
Colin Hughes 

Chairman 
Secretary 
President 

Survey 

Blue Bell F.C. Jimmy Cullen Secretary   Survey 

Boundary Park (Adults) F.C. Bob Sopel Secretary   Survey 

Boundary Park Juniors F.C. Roy Wrigley Secretary   Survey 

Broadway Celtic F.C. Ian Dalziell Secretary   Survey 

Carrion Crow F.C. Lee Harrison Secretary   Survey 

Chadderton F.C. Bob Sopel Chairman Survey 

Chadderton F.C. Junior Peter Hamilton Chairman / Secretary Survey 

Chadderton Park Juniors F.C. Frank Nolan  
Craig Simpson 

Chairman 
Secretary 

Face to Face 

Chaddy End F.C. Collette Worrall Secretary   Survey 

Chaddy End Old Boys F.C. John Clegg Secretary   Survey 

Coppice United F.C. Yassar Farooq Secretary   Survey 
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Organisation Name Designation Consultation 

Denton Girls F.C. Nigel McAdams Secretary   Survey 

Diggle F.C. Mark Smith Secretary   Survey 

Dog & Partridge F.C. Keith Houghton Secretary   Survey 

Failsworth Athletic F.C. Graham Speakman Secretary   Survey 

Failsworth Dynamos F.C. Anthony Jordan                                
Debbie Mortimer 

Chairman 
Secretary 

Survey 

Failsworth Strikers F.C. Peter Haughton Secretary   Survey 

Failsworth Villa JFC Lee Folkard Football Dev Officer  Face to Face 

Failsworth Villa JFC Lee Folkard Secretary   Survey 

Falconers Vets F.C. Tim Mayall Secretary   Survey 

Famous King George F.C. Ian Kearns Secretary   Survey 

FC Cartshaft (Oldham) Andrew Swain Secretary   Survey 

FC Dynamos of Failsworth Daniel McGrath Secretary   Survey 

Fitton Hill Juniors F.C. Kerry Hawkins Secretary   Survey 

Heyside F.C. Stephen Grice                               
Mark Senior 

Chairman 
Club Secretary 

Face to Face 

High Crompton Con Club F.C. Daniel Lewis Secretary   Survey 

Hollinwood F.C. Paul Hindle / 
Kenneth Evans 

Secretary   Survey 

Jolly Carter Droylsden F.C. Anthony Smith Secretary   Survey 

King George F.C. Steve McKenna Secretary   Survey 

Limeside Athletics F.C. Alan Tyrell Secretary   Survey 

Limeside F.C. Michael Bleach Secretary   Survey 

Limeside King George F.C. Steven McKenna Secretary   Survey 

Middleton Athletic Boys F.C. Steven Brady Secretary   Survey 

Midway F.C. Liam McGarrigle  / 
Alison Helliwell 

Chair / Secretary Survey 

Moorside F.C. Gary Hyman Secretary   Survey 

Moston Villa F.C. Brendan Edge Secretary   Survey 

New Moston F.C. Michael Sharples Secretary   Survey 

Oldham Athletic Community 
Trust F.C. 

Martin Vose Participation Manager Face to Face 

Oldham Athletic Girls & 
Womens F.C. 

Wendy Holden Secretary   Survey 

Oldham Boro F.C. Mark Kilgannon Secretary   Survey 

Oldham Greenhill F.C. Abid Hussain Secretary   Survey 

Oldham Hulmeians AFC Chris Burnett  Secretary  Survey 

Oldham Rangers F.C. Darren Carter Secretary   Survey 

Oldham Rangers F.C. Kelly Franklin Secretary   Survey 

Oldham Sixth Form College 
F.C. 

Peter Roberts Secretary   Face to Face 

Oldham Tigers F.C. Suhel Miah Secretary   Survey 

Oldham Victoria F.C. Shelley Prince Secretary   Survey 

Phoenix Athletic F.C. Martin Horsfield Secretary   Survey 

Random Bananas JFC Matt Cocking Secretary   Survey 

Rifle Range F.C. Leon McGuirk Secretary   Survey 

Rocs F.C. Alan Dawson Secretary   Survey 

Saddleworth F.C. Ryan Hazeldine Secretary   Survey 
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Organisation Name Designation Consultation 

Santos AFC Ian Ward / Ian 
Dunkerley 

Secretary / Chair Survey 

Springhead AFC Peter Dowd Secretary   Survey 

Springhead Juniors Anthony Flanigan Secretary   Survey 

Springhead Liberal Club F.C. James Smith Secretary   Survey 

Tara Leisure F.C. Graham Platt Secretary Survey 

The Summit Inn F.C. Paul McGrath Secretary   Survey 

Uppermill F.C. Matthew Poulter Secretary   Survey 

Vibes Athletic  F.C. David Mason Secretary   Survey 

Whitehouse F.C. Joan Hague Secretary   Survey 

Hockey  

Oldham Ladies Hockey Club Sarah Barlow Secretary Face to Face 

Rugby League  

Fitton Hill & Hathershaw 
Bulldogs 

David Hughes 
Phil Howarth 

Chairman 
Manager 

Face to Face 

Higginshaw ARLFC John Mellor   Survey 

Hollinwood ARLFC Fred Halliwell   Survey 

Oldham Rugby League Club Chris Hamilton Chairman Face to Face 

Oldham St Annes ARLFC Dave Berry 
Barbara Henderson 

Chairman 
Secretary 

Face to Face 

Saddleworth Rangers ARLFC Shane Wilson Chairman Survey 

Waterhead ARLFC Andy Dean 
Neil Wheeler 

Club Secretary 
Youth Chairman 

Face to Face 

Rugby Union  

Oldham RUFC Steve Tyrell Chairman Face to Face 

Tennis  

Royton Tennis Club Gillian Smith Secretary Survey 

Saddleworth Tennis Club Wasili Schelowok Secretary Survey 

Tame Valley Tennis Club Michelle Nye Secretary Survey 

Education  

Alexandra Park Junior School  - - Survey 

Alt Rob Hollinsworth - Survey 

Bare Trees Primary Charlotte Reeves - Survey 

Beal Vale Mrs T Tushingham - Survey 

Beever Primary  - - Survey 

Broadfield Karen Hanley - Survey 

Buckstones Rachel Rooney - Survey 

Burnley Brow Tim Roach - Survey 

Christ Church CE Lee Whitehead - Survey 

Coppice Primary Academy  - - Survey 

Corpus Christi Daisy Pulman - Survey 

Crompton Primary Spencer Crossley - Survey 

East Crompton St James CE Paula Flint - Survey 

Freehold Community Primary Mr Chadwick - Survey 

Friezland Fay Wilson - Survey 

Glodwick nursery / infant - - Survey 

Greenacres  - - Survey 

http://www.pitchero.com/clubs/fhbulldogs/
http://www.pitchero.com/clubs/fhbulldogs/
http://www.freewebs.com/higginshaw/
http://hollinwoodarlfc.webs.com/
http://www.waterheadrugby.co.uk/
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Organisation Name Designation Consultation 

Greenhill Academy Aminur Rahman - Survey 

Hey with Zion Sarah Patterson - Survey 

Hodge Clough Primary Nicola Smith - Survey 

Holy Cross Steve Green - Survey 

Holy Family Mrs Mary Brooks - Survey 

Holy Rosary J Finch - Survey 

Holy Trinity CE Dobcross Gillian Smith - Survey 

Horton Mill infant / junior Anne Davis - Survey 

Limeside(Oasis Academy 
Limeside) 

David Tierney - Survey 

Lyndhurst - - Survey 

Mayfield Simon Whittaker - Survey 

Medlock Valley CP  - - Survey 

Mills Hill Nicola Patrick - Survey 

Roundthorn Primary Academy  - - Survey 

Rushcroft Primary  - - Survey 

Springhead nursery / infant Dai Higgins - Survey 

SS Aidan & Oswald RC Mr P Kellan - Survey 

St Agnes CE Steve Asquith - Survey 

St Chads CE Saddleworth Michael Stott - Survey 

St Edwards Primary Mr P Moore - Survey 

St Hughs CE Heather Cunningham - Survey 

St Johns C oF E Primary 
School 

Hayley Corbett - Survey 

St Johns Infants J Jackson - Survey 

St Josephs RC Steve Hill - Survey 

St Margarets CE Dan Whittle - Survey 

St Martins CE Margaret Robinson - Survey 

St Matthews Primary Susan Ferriera - Survey 

St Patricks RC Pauline Whitehead - Survey 

Blessed John Henry Newman 
RC College 

Richard Brierley Director of Learning for 
Expressive Arts 

Face to Face 

Failsworth School Natalie Craig Integrated Facilities 
Manager 

Face to Face 

The Hathershaw College 
Academy Trust 

Lorna Philip Assistant Principal Face to Face 

Kingsland (now called Spring 
Brook School)  

Mat Lofthouse Key Stage 4 & 5 Leader Face to Face 

Newbridge School Alison Tootill Head of PE Face to Face 

North Chadderton School Gillian Hindle Business Manager Face to Face 

Oasis Academy Oldham Carl Heatley Assistant Principal Face to Face 

Oldham Academy North Rachel Wilson Sports Facility Manager Face to Face 

Royton & Crompton School Julie Ashton Facilities Manager Face to Face 

Saddleworth School Jamie Authur Assistant Premises 
Manager 

Face to Face 

The Radclyffe School Liam Roberts School Sports Co-
ordinator 

Face to Face 

Waterhead Academy Alison Taylor Community Director Face to Face 
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APPENDIX 2: SPORTING CONTEXT 
 
The following section outlines a series of national, regional and local policies pertaining to 
the study and which will have an important influence on the Strategy. 
 
National context 
 
The provision of high quality and accessible community outdoor sports facilities at a local 
level is a key requirement for achieving the targets set out by the Government and Sport 
England. It is vital that this strategy is cognisant of and works towards these targets in 
addition to local priorities and plans. 
 
Sport England: A Sporting Habit for Life (2012-2017) 
 
In 2017, five years after the Olympic Games, Sport England aspires to transforming sport in 
England so that it is a habit for life for more people and a regular choice for the majority. 
Launched in January 2012 the strategy sets out how Sport England will invest over one 
billion pounds of National Lottery and Exchequer funding during the five year plan period. 
The investment will be used to create a lasting community sport legacy by growing sports 
participation at the grassroots level following the 2012 London Olympics. The strategy will: 
 
 See more people starting and keeping a sporting habit for life 
 Create more opportunities for young people 
 Nurture and develop talent  
 Provide the right facilities in the right places 
 Support local authorities and unlock local funding 
 Ensure real opportunities for communities 
 
The vision is for England to be a world leading sporting nation where many more people 
choose to play sport. There are five strategic themes including: 
 
 Maximise value from current NGB investment 
 Places, People, Play 
 Strategic direction and market intelligence 
 Set criteria and support system for NGB 2013-17 investment 
 Market development 
 
The aim by 2017 is to ensure that playing sport is a lifelong habit for more people and a 
regular choice for the majority. A specific target is to increase the number of 14 to 25 year 
olds playing sport. To accomplish these aims the strategy sets out a number of outcomes: 
 
 4,000 secondary schools in England will be offered a community sport club on its site 

with a direct link to one or more NGBs, depending on the local clubs in a school’s area. 
 County sports partnerships will be given new resources to create effective links locally 

between schools and sport in the community. 
 All secondary schools that wish to do so, will be supported to open up, or keep open, 

their sports facilities for local community use and at least a third of these will receive 
additional funding to make this happen. 

 At least 150 further educational colleagues will benefit from a full time sports 
professional who will act as a College Sport Maker. 

 Three quarters of university students aged 18-24 will get the chance to take up a new 
sport or continue playing a sport they played at school or college. 

 A thousand of our most disadvantaged local communities will get a Door Step Club. 
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 Two thousand young people on the margins of society will be supported by the Dame 
Kelly Holmes Legacy Trust into sport and to gain new life skills. 

 Building on the success of the Places People Play, a further £100 million will be 
invested in facilities for the most popular sports. 

 A minimum of 30 sports will have enhanced England Talent Pathways to ensure young 
people and others fulfil their potential. 

 
National Planning Policy Framework 

The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) sets out planning policies for England. It 
details how these changes are expected to be applied to the planning system. It also provides 
a framework for local people and their councils to produce distinct local and neighbourhood 
plans, reflecting the needs and priorities of local communities. 
 
The NPPF states the purpose of the planning system is to contribute to the achievement of 
sustainable development. It identifies that the planning system needs to focus on three themes 
of sustainable development: economic, social and environmental. A presumption in favour of 
sustainable development is a key aspect for any plan-making and decision-taking processes. 
In relation to plan-making the NPPF sets out that Local Plans should meet objectively 
assessed needs. 
 
The ‘promoting healthy communities’ theme identifies that planning policies should be based 
on robust and up-to-date assessments of the needs for open space, sports and recreation 
facilities and opportunities for new provision. Specific needs and quantitative or qualitative 
deficiencies or surpluses in local areas should also be identified. This information should be 
used to inform what provision is required in an area. 
 
As a prerequisite the NPPF states existing open space, sports and recreation buildings and 
land, including playing fields, should not be built on unless: 
 
 An assessment has been undertaken, which has clearly shown that the open space, 

buildings or land is surplus to requirements. 
 The loss resulting from the proposed development would be replaced by equivalent 

or better provision in terms of quantity and quality in a suitable location. 
 The development is for alternative sports and recreational provision, the needs for 

which clearly outweigh the loss. 
 
In order for planning policies to be ‘sound’ local authorities are required to carry out a robust 
assessment of need for open space, sport and recreation facilities.  
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The FA National Game Strategy (2011 – 2015) 
 
The Football Association’s (FA) National Game Strategy provides a strategic framework that 
sets out key priorities, expenditure proposals and targets for the national game (i.e., football) 
over a four year period. The main issues facing grassroots football are identified as: 
 
 Growth and retention (young and adult players) 
 Raising standards and behaviour 
 Better players 
 Running the game 
 Workforce 
 Facilities 

 
‘The National Game Strategy’ reinforces the urgent need to provide affordable, new and 
improved facilities in schools, clubs and on local authority sites. Over 75% of football is 
played on public sector facilities. The leisure budgets of most local authorities have been 
reduced over recent years, resulting in decaying facilities that do not serve the community 
and act as a disincentive to play football. The loss of playing fields has also been well 
documented and adds to the pressure on the remaining facilities to cope with the demand, 
especially in inner city and urban areas. 
 
The growth of the commercial sector in developing custom built five-a-side facilities has 
changed the overall environment. High quality, modern facilities provided by Powerleague, 
Goals and playfootball.net for example, have added new opportunities to participate and 
prompted a significant growth in the number of five-a-side teams in recent years. 
 
The FA National Facilities Strategy (2013 – 2015) 
 
The recently launched National Facilities Strategy sets out the FA’s long term vision for 
development of facilities to support the National Game.  It aims to address and reflect the 
facility needs of football within the National Game. The National Game is defined as all non-
professional football from Steps 1-7 of the National League System down to recreational 
football played on open public space.  The role of facilities will be crucial in developing the 
game in England.  One of the biggest issues raised from ‘the Big Grassroots Football 
Survey’ by that of 84% respondents, was ‘poor facilities’.   
 
The FA’s vision for the future of facilities in England is to build, protect and enhance 
sustainable football facilities to improve the experience of the nation’s favourite game. It 
aims to do this by: 
 
 Building - Provide new facilities and pitches in key locations to FA standards in order to 

sustain existing participation and support new participation. 
 Protecting -Ensure that playing pitches and facilities are protected for the benefit of 

current and future participants. 
 Enhancing - Invest in existing facilities and pitches, ensuring that participation in the 

game is sustained as well as expanded. 
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The Strategy commits to delivering in excess of £150m (through Football Foundation) into 
facility improvements across the National Game in line with identified priorities: 
 
 Natural grass pitches improved – target: 100  
 A network of new AGPs built – target 100  
 A network of refurbished AGPs – target 150  
 On selected sites, new and improved changing facilities and toilets  
 Continue a small grants programme designed to address modest facility needs of clubs 
 Ongoing support with the purchase and replacement of goalposts  
 
It also commits to: 
 
 Direct other sources of investment into FA facility priorities 
 Communicate priorities for investment across the grassroots game on a regular basis  
 Work closely with Sport England, the Premier League and other partners to ensure that 

investment is co-ordinated and targeted  
 
Grounds to Play – England and Wales Cricket Board (ECB) Strategic Plan (2010 – 
2013) 
 
‘Grounds to Play’ continues to focus on the four pillars, as identified in the ECB’s previous 
strategy: Building Partnerships. The pillars are: 
 
 Energising people and partnerships to deliver national goals at local level: 
 Having streamlined the management of ECB and established County Cricket 

Boards, where feasible, services currently provided from the centre will be 
transferred to County Boards;  

 Enhance asset growth through continuing interest free loans to community clubs, 
expanding NatWest Cricket Force, seeking to support corporate or public sector 
cricket grounds under threat of closure through the England and Wales Cricket 
Trust, and seeking to expand partnerships for Indoor Cricket. 

 Vibrant domestic game. 
 Enhancing facilities, environments and participation: 
 The focus of this plan is on providing facilities to sustain participation levels rather 

than increasing participation; 
 The Cricket Foundation’s ‘Chance to Shine’ programme has been an outstanding 

success in reintroducing cricket into state schools. ECB will prioritise investment in 
the programme; 

 To further expand club/ school links and position a cricket club at the heart of a 
community, ECB will provide £1.5 million per annum capital improvement grants to 
local clubs that make their club facilities available to its local community and to local 
schools. 

 Successful England teams. 
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The following actions executed during the duration of Building Partnerships provide a strong 
base for this plan. Actions include: 
 
 Streamlining ECB governance 
 Building participation by more than 20% per annum (as measured through ECB focus 

clubs and County Cricket Boards) 
 Developing women’s cricket 
 Attracting volunteers 
 Expanding cricket’s spectator base 
 Introducing grants and loans to clubs 
 Developing disabilities cricket 
 
This plan therefore influences ‘Grounds to Play’ in the areas of facilities and coaches, which 
is where ECB investment will be focussed. Partnership funding and support will play a key 
role in the delivery of actions and maintaining the strength of the pillars.  
 
The Rugby Football Union National Facilities Strategy (2013-2017) 

The recently launched RFU National Facility Strategy 2013-2017 provides a framework for 
development of high-quality, well-managed facilities that will help to strengthen member 
clubs and grow the game in communities around them. In conjunction with partners, this 
strategy will assist and support clubs and other organisations, so that they can continue to 
provide quality opportunities for all sections of the community to enjoy the game. It sets out 
the broad facility needs of the sport and identifies investment priorities to the game and its 
key partners. It identifies that with 470 grass root clubs and 1500 players there is a 
continuing need to invest in community club facilities in order to:  
 
 Create a platform for growth in club rugby participation and membership, especially with 

a view to exploiting the opportunities afforded by RWC 2015.  
 Ensure the effectiveness and efficiency of rugby clubs, through supporting not only their 

playing activity but also their capacity to generate revenue through a diverse range of 
activities and partnerships.  

 
In summary the priorities for investment which have met the needs of the game for the 
Previous period remain valid: 
 
 Increase the provision of changing rooms and clubhouses that can sustain concurrent 

adult and junior male and female activity at clubs 
 Improve the quality and quantity of natural turf pitches and floodlighting 
 Increase the provision of artificial grass pitches that deliver wider game development 
 
It is also a high priority for the RFU to target investment in the following:  
 
 Upgrade and transform social, community and catering facilities, which can support the 

generation of additional revenues 
 Facility upgrades, which result in an increase in energy-efficiency, in order to reduce the 

running costs of clubs 
 Pitch furniture, including rugby posts and pads, pitch side spectator rails and grounds 

maintenance equipment 
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The Rugby Football League Facility Strategy 
 
The RFL’s Facilities Strategy was published in 2011. The following themes have been 
prioritised: 
 
 Clean, Dry, Safe & Playable 
 Sustainable clubs 
 Environmental Sustainability 
 Geographical Spread 
 Non-club Facilities 
 
The RFL Facilities Trust website www.rflfacilitiestrust.co.ukprovides further information on: 

 The RFL Community Facility Strategy  
 Clean, Dry, Safe and Playable Programme 
 Pitch Size Guidance 
 The RFL Performance Standard for Artificial Grass Pitches 
 Club guidance on the Annual Preparation and Maintenance of the Rugby League Pitch 
 
Further to the 2011 Strategy detail on the following specific programmes of particular 
relevance to pitches and facility planning are listed below and can be found via the trust link 
(see above): 
 
 The RFL Pitch Improvement Programme 2013 – 2017 
 Clean, Dry and Safe programmes 2013 - 2017 
 
England Hockey (EH) 
 
„The right pitches in the right places19‟  
 
In 2012, EH released its facility guidance which is intended to assist organisations wishing to 
build or protect hockey pitches for hockey. It identifies that many existing hockey AGPs are 
nearing the end of their useful life as a result of the installation boom of the 90’s. Significant 
investment is needed to update the playing stock and protect the sport against inappropriate 
surfaces for hockey as a result of the rising popularity of AGPs for a number of sports. EH is 
seeking to invest in, and endorse clubs and hockey providers which have a sound 
understanding of the following: 
 
 Single System – clubs and providers which have a good understanding of the Single 

System and its principles and are appropriately places to support the delivery.  
 ClubsFirst accreditation – clubs with the accreditation are recognised as producing a 

safe effective and child friendly hockey environment  
 Sustainability – hockey providers and clubs will have an approved development plan in 

place showing their commitment to developing hockey, retaining members and 
providing an insight into longer term goals. They will also need to have secured 
appropriate tenure.  

 
  

                                                
19

http://englandhockey.co.uk/page.asp?section=1143&sectionTitle=The+Right+Pitches+in+the+Right

+Places   

http://www.rflfacilitiestrust.co.uk/
http://englandhockey.co.uk/page.asp?section=1143&sectionTitle=The+Right+Pitches+in+the+Right+Places
http://englandhockey.co.uk/page.asp?section=1143&sectionTitle=The+Right+Pitches+in+the+Right+Places
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British Tennis (LTA) - Place to Play Strategy 
 
The LTA aim to get more people to play tennis more frequently and the places to play 
strategy is a way of doing this. The strategy will aim to provide high quality facilities for 
everyone at a convenient location. 
 
It’s one plan that aims to increase opportunities for people to play tennis on a regular basis 
at tennis clubs close to their home, which provides high quality opportunities on safe and 
well maintained tennis courts. 
 
The strategy sets out: 

 
 Overall vision for places to play 
 How to grow regular participation by supporting places to play to develop and deliver the 

right programmes 
 Capital investment decisions to ensure we invest in the right facilities to grow the sport 
 Supporting performance programmes in the right locations 
 

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

or pay as you play 
 A Clubmark accredited place to play within a 10 minute drive of their home 
 Indoor tennis courts within a 20 minute drive time of their home 
 A mini tennis (10 and under) performance programme within a 20 minute drive of their 

home (Performance Centres) 
 A performance programme for 11 - 15 year olds within a 45 minute drive time of their 

home (High Performance Centre) 
 A limited number of internationally orientated programmes strategically spread for 

players 16+ with an international programme (International High Performance Centres) 
 
England Athletics: Whole Sport Plan 2013-2017 
 
The England Athletics plan outlines a strategy to attract and retain 3 million athletics 
participants by 2017, from a current base of 1.9 million as measured by Active People, whilst 
cementing athletics as the most popular individual sporting activity in England.  
 
“The ambition is to make England an athletic nation. Traditional athletics for some, running 
for many, fitness for all”. 
 
In order to achieve this, the goals of the strategic plan are:  
 
 To grow and sustain participation levels in the sport. 
 To improve the experiences of every participant in the sport. 
 To improve performance levels and to grow the next generation of senior athletic 

champions. 
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The plan also reflects a total commitment to delivering an inclusive sport, setting specific 
disability targets that are woven into the core measures for growth and retention of 
participation. Key personnel within the England Athletics staffing structure will now lead this 
area of work, focusing on: 
 
 Delivering inclusive formats of the sport. 
 National policy and programme development.  
 Coaching and teaching resources. 
 
Bowls England: Strategic Plan 2014-2017 
 
Bowls England will provide strong leadership and work with its stakeholders to support the 
development of the sport of bowls in England for this and future generations.  
 
The overall vision of Bowls England is to: 
 
 Promote the sport of outdoor flat green bowls. 
 Recruit new participants to the sport of outdoor flat green bowls. 
 Retain current and future participants within the sport of flat green bowls.  
 
In order to ensure that this vision is achieved, ten key performance targets have been 
created, which will underpin the work of Bowls England up until 31st March 2017. 
 
 115,000 individual affiliated members. 
 1,500 registered coaches. 
 Increase total National Championship entries by 10%. 
 Increase total national competition entries by 10%. 
 Medal places achieved in 50% of events at the 2016 World Championships.  
 35 county development plans in place and operational. 
 County development officer appointed by each county association. 
 National membership scheme implemented with 100% uptake by county associations. 
 Secure administrative base for 1st April 2017.  
 Commercial income to increase by 20%.  
 
Despite a recent fall in affiliated members, and a decline in entries into National 
Championships over the last five years, Bowls England believes that these aims will be 
attained by following core values. The intention is to:  
 
 Be progressive. 
 Offer opportunities to participate at national and international level. 
 Work to raise the profile of the sport in support of recruitment and retention. 
 Lead the sport. 
 Support clubs and county associations.  
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APPENDIX 3: LOCAL CONTEXT 
 
Tailoring the approach 
 
In tailoring the approach to the study area, KKP has sought to consider how the 
characteristics of the area impacts upon playing pitch provision, including: 
 
Participation in sport and physical activity 
 
In order to help establish how active the local population is, what sports are played and how 
likely they are to participate in pitch sports, Sport England’s participation analysis tool (i.e., 
the Local Sport Profile tool) is used. It provides a detailed understanding of key participation 
trends between different groups in the population. 
 
The Active People Survey (APS) is the largest ever survey of sport and active recreation to 
be undertaken in Europe. The first year of the survey, APS1 was conducted between 
October 2005 and October 2006. A total of 363,724 adults living in England took part. APS2, 
the second year of the survey, was conducted between October 2007 and October 2008 
with a total of 191,325 adults taking part. It has now become a continuous process, with 
APS3 completed in Oct 2009, APS4 in October 2010, APS5 in October 2011, AP6 in 
October 2012 and APS7 completed in October 2013. 
 
Each survey gathers data on the type, duration and intensity of people's participation in 
different types of sport and active recreation and cultural participation. The survey also 
generates data with regard to volunteering, club membership, tuition as an instructor or 
coach and participation in competitive sport. 
 
Activity levels in the local population 
 
Table 1 shows key performance indicators from APS 3, 4, 5, 6 and 7 for Oldham and 
compares these to the corresponding rates for England, the East Midlands and statistical 
‘nearest neighbours’ based on a CIPFA (the Chartered Institute of Public Finance and 
Accountancy) model. Nearest neighbours are not geographic but those which are the closest 
to Oldham in terms of socio-demographics. This type of comparison has been developed to 
aid local authorities to compare and benchmark. The model applies a range of socio-
economic indicators, including population, unemployment rates, tax base per head of 
population, council tax bands and mortality ratios, upon which the specific family group 
(nearest neighbours) is calculated.  
 
Table 1: Active People survey results for all adults – Oldham and nearest neighbours 
 

 

KPI 

 

National   

 % 

 

North West 

% 

 

Oldham 

 % 

Nearest neighbours  

Bolton 

 % 

Rochdale 

 % 

Tameside 

 % 

KPI 2 - At least 
1 hour per 
week 
volunteering to 
support sport. 

2008/09 % 

 

4.7 4.8 3.9 4.3 2.9 5.1 

2009/10 4.5 4.8 4.5 3.4 6.2 3.2 

2010/11 7.3 7.0 6.6 6.4 6.0 6.0 

2011/12 7.6 7.3 6.5 8.8 10.5 6.6 

2012/13 6.0 6.5 4.6 6.2 6.2 3.7 

KPI 3 - Club 
membership in 
the last 4 

2008/09 % 24.1 24.2 19.6 26.1 20.0 22.4 

2009/10 23.9 23.6 19.9 27.7 22.4 21.9 

2010/11 23.3 23.1 19.2 26.1 21.4 20.2 
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KPI 

 

National   

 % 

 

North West 

% 

 

Oldham 

 % 

Nearest neighbours  

Bolton 

 % 

Rochdale 

 % 

Tameside 

 % 

weeks. 2011/12 22.8 21.7 20.1 16.2 23.1 18.2 

2012/13 21.0 21.4 15.0 18.9 13.1 15.4 

KPI 4 - 
Received tuition 
/ coaching in 
last 12 months. 

2008/09 % 17.5 15.9 14.0 15.5 13.1 12.2 

2009/10 17.5 15.9 12.2 14.0 13.4 15.5 

2010/11 16.2 14.9 13.1 11.4 11.9 15.4 

2011/12 16.8 15.0 11.6 14.7 13.8 10.8 

2012/13 15.8 13.7 13.4 10.6 9.9 9.3 

KPI 5 - Taken 
part in 
organised 
competitive 
sport in last 12 
months. 

2008/09 % 

 

14.4 14.2 13.3 15.8 12.5 10.8 

2009/10 14.4 14.5 10.3 14.3 13.3 11.3 

2010/11 14.3 14.1 10.5 15.6 12.2 14.2 

2011/12 14.4 13.2 11.7 11.5 15.5 15.6 

2012/13 11.2 11.6 6.8 14.1 11.5 11.4 

1x30 Indicator 
Participation in 
30 minutes 
moderate 
intensity sport 
per week. 

2008/09 % 35.7 36.0 34.0 35.3 33.1 32.9 

2009/10 35.3 35.7 28.4 33.8 32.9 34.4 

2010/11 34.8 35.2 35.7 36.3 34.0 32.5 

2011/12 36.0 36.1 35.4 34.3 35.9 29.9 

2012/13 35.7 35.9 32.9 33.8 33.8 34.9 

 
Table 1 indicates that, in 2012/2013, the percentage of adults participating in at least 1 x 30 
minutes moderate intensity sport per week was lower in Oldham (32.9%) than both the 
national average (35.7%) and the regional average (35.9%). Furthermore, this figure was 
also lower than all of its nearest neighbours (Bolton 33.8%; Rochdale 33.8% and Tameside 
34.9%). 
 
The table also indicates that, in 2012/2013, 4.6% of the population in Oldham offered at 
least 1 hour per week volunteering to support sport (KPI 2). This is lower than the 
corresponding national (6.0%) and regional (6.5%) figures. In addition, the percentage of 
people who obtained club membership (KPI 3) in Oldham (15.0%) was also lower than both 
the national average (21.0%) and regional average (21.4%).  
 
With regard to competitive sport, approximately one in fifteen (6.8%) people in Oldham 
participated in organised competitive sport in the last 12 months (KPI 5), a figure lower than 
both the national (11.2%) and regional (11.6%) averages. This figure was also lower than all 
of its nearest neighbours (Bolton 14.1%; Rochdale 11.5% and Tameside 11.4%). 
 
Market segmentation 

Sport England has classified the adult population via a series of 19 market segments which 
provide an insight into the sporting behaviours of individuals throughout the country. The 
profiles cover a wide range of characteristics, from gender and age to the sports that people 
participate in. To help better understand attitudes, motivations and perceived barriers to 
participation, each of the 19 ‘sporting’ segments has a distinct sporting behaviour and 
attitude. An overview is provided below: 
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Table 2: Sport England market segmentation summaries 
 

Name Title  Description Top three participating 
sports nationally 

Ben Competitive Male 
Urbanites 

Male (aged 18-25), recent graduates, 
with a ‘work-hard, play-hard’ attitude. 
Most sporty of 19 segments. 

Football (33%) 

Keep fit/gym (24%) 

Cycling (18%) 

Jamie Sports Team 
Drinkers 

Young blokes (aged 18-25) enjoying 
football, pints and pool. 

Football (28%) 

Keep fit/gym (22%) 

Athletics (12%) 

Chloe Fitness Class 
Friends 

Young (aged 18-25) image-conscious 
females keeping fit and trim. 

Keep fit/gym (28%) 

Swimming (24%) 

Athletics (14%) 

Leanne Supportive 
Singles 

Young (aged 18-25) busy mums and 
their supportive college mates. Least 
active segment of her age group. 

Keep fit/gym (23%) 

Swimming (18%) 

Athletics (9%) 

Helena Career Focused 
Females 

Single professional women, enjoying 
life in the fast lane (aged 26-45). 

Keep fit/gym (26%) 

Swimming (23%) 

Cycling (11%) 

Tim Settling Down 
Males 

Sporty male professionals (aged 26-
45), buying a house and settling down 
with partner. 

Cycling (21%) 

Keep fit/gym (20%) 

Swimming (15%) 

Alison Stay at Home 
Mums 

Mums with a comfortable, but busy, 
lifestyle (aged 36-45). 

Keep fit/gym (27%) 

Swimming (25%) 

Cycling (12%) 

Jackie Middle England 
Mums 

Mums (aged 36-45) juggling work, 
family and finance. 

Keep fit/gym (27%) 

Swimming (20%) 

Cycling (9%) 

Kev Pub League 
Team Mates 

Blokes (aged 36-45) who enjoy pub 
league games and watching live sport. 

Keep fit/gym (14%) 

Football (12%) 

Cycling (11%) 

Paula Stretched Single 
Mums 

Single mum (aged 26-45) with 
financial pressures, childcare issues 
and little time for pleasure. 

Keep fit/gym (18%) 

Swimming (17%) 

Cycling (5%) 

Philip Comfortable Mid-
Life Males 

Mid-life professional (aged 46-55), 
sporty males with older children and 
more time for themselves. 

Cycling (16%) 

Keep fit/gym (15%) 

Swimming (12%) 

Elaine Empty Nest 
Career Ladies 

Mid-life professionals who have more 
time for themselves since their 
children left home (aged 46-55). 

Keep fit/gym (21%) 

Swimming (18%) 

Cycling (7%) 

Roger 
& Joy 

Early Retirement 
Couples 

Free-time couples nearing the end of 
their careers (aged 56-65). 

Keep fit/gym (13%) 

Swimming (13%) 

Cycling (8%) 

Brenda Older Working 
Women 

Middle aged ladies (aged 46-65), 
working to make ends meet. 

Keep fit/gym (15%) 

Swimming (13%) 

Cycling (4%) 

Terry Local ‘Old Boys’ Generally inactive older men (aged 
56-65), low income and little provision 
for retirement. 

Keep fit/gym (8%) 

Swimming (6%) 

Cycling (5%) 
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Name Title  Description Top three participating 
sports nationally 

Norma Later Life Ladies Older ladies (aged 56-65), recently 
retired, with a basic income to enjoy 
their lifestyles. 

Keep fit/gym (12%) 

Swimming (10%) 

Cycling (2%) 

Ralph 
& 
Phyllis 

Comfortable 
Retired Couples 

Retired couples (aged 66+), enjoying 
active and comfortable lifestyles.  

Keep fit/gym (10%) 

Swimming (9%) 

Golf (7%) 

Frank Twilight Year 
Gents 

Retired men (aged 66+) with some 
pension provision and limited sporting 
opportunities. 

Golf (7%) 

Keep fit/gym (6%) 

Bowls (6%) 

Elsie & 
Arnold 

Retirement Home 
Singles 

Retired singles or widowers (aged 
66+), predominantly female, living in 
sheltered accommodation. 

Keep fit/gym (10%) 

Swimming (7%) 

Bowls (3%) 

 
Knowing which segment is most dominant in the local population is important as it can help 
direct provision and programming. For example, whilst the needs of smaller segments 
should not be ignored, it is useful for Oldham Council to understand which sports are 
enjoyed by the largest proportion(s) of the population. Segmentation also enables partners 
to make tailored interventions, communicate effectively with target market(s) and better 
understand participation in the context of life stage and lifecycles. 
 
Dominant market segmentation in Oldham by population 
 
The following data indicates that ‘Elsie & Arnold’, ‘Kev’ and ‘Brenda’ are the three dominant 
market segments in Oldham representing 27.2% (44,997) of the adult population (compared 
to 22.3% regionally and 18.8% nationally). 
 
Table 3: Oldham: Sport England market segments 
Source: Sport England, 2014, Measure: Sport Market Segmentation 
 

Name Description Oldham North 
West 

England 

Number Rate Rate Rate 

Elsie & Arnold Retirement Home Singles 15,834 9.6% 9.2% 8.0% 

Kev Pub League Team Mates 15,590 9.4% 6.8% 5.9% 

Brenda Older Working Women 13,573 8.2% 6.3% 4.9% 

Philip Comfortable Mid-Life Males 13,502 8.2% 8.7% 8.6% 

Jamie Sports Team Drinkers 10,803 6.5% 5.6% 5.4% 

Jackie Middle England Mums 9,620 5.8% 5.3% 4.9% 

Leanne Supportive Singles 9,143 5.5% 4.5% 4.3% 

Terry Local ‘Old Boys’ 8,986 5.4% 4.6% 3.7% 

Roger & Joy Early Retirement Couples 8,966 5.4% 6.5% 6.8% 

Tim Settling Down Males 8,901 5.4% 7.2% 8.8% 

Elaine Empty Nest Career Ladies 8,840 5.4% 6.1% 6.1% 

Paula Stretched Single Mums 8,200 5.0% 3.8% 3.7% 

Frank Twilight Year Gents 7,640 4.6% 4.6% 4.0% 

Helena Career Focused Females 5,644 3.4% 4.3% 4.5% 

Ben Competitive Male Urbanites 5,100 3.1% 4.0% 4.9% 

Norma Later Life Ladies 4,607 2.8% 2.5% 2.1% 
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Name Description Oldham North 
West 

England 

Number Rate Rate Rate 

Alison Stay at Home Mums 4,117 2.5% 3.2% 4.4% 

Chloe Fitness Class Friends 3,698 2.2% 3.5% 4.7% 

Ralph & Phyllis Comfortable Retired Couples 2,349 1.4% 3.2% 4.2% 

Total 165,113 99.8 99.9 99.9 

 

Table 3 illustrates that ‘Elsie & Arnold’ (retirement home singles) is the market segment with the 
greatest coverage in Oldham, accounting for 9.6% of the population. This means that, of the 
19 segments, the greatest proportion would benefit from initiatives that appeal to ‘Elsie & 

Arnold’; sports such as keep fit/gym, swimming and bowls.  
 
‘Kev’ (pub league team mates) (9.4%) and ‘Brenda’ (older working women) (8.2%) are the 
second and third largest market segments of the population in Oldham. Typically, ‘Kevs’ 
participate in sports such as keep fit/gym, football and cycling, while ‘Brendas’ participate in 
keep fit/gym, swimming and cycling. 
 
Dominant market segments in Oldham are also identified in Figure 1. In addition, the 
dominant market segments nationally are also displayed as a means of comparison. For 
example, the segmentation profile for Oldham indicates ‘retirement home singles’ to be the 
largest segment of the adult population at 9.6%, compared to a national average of 8.0%. 
 
Figure 1: Dominant market segments in Oldham compared to England (March 2014) 
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What does market segmentation mean for pitch sports? 

Of the three largest market segments in Oldham, only ‘Kevs’ identify a pitch sport, in this 
case football, as an activity that they participate in. Nevertheless, football accounts for 11.5% 
of sports participation in Oldham, a figure that is higher than both the national (6.3%) and 
regional (6.8%) figures. 
 
It is worth noting, however, that of the three largest segments in Oldham, all identify keep 
fit/gym as their most popular activity. In addition, ‘Elsie & Arnold’ and ‘Brenda’ both identify 
swimming as a popular activity while ‘Kev’ and ‘Brenda’ identifying cycling as a well liked 
activity. It is perhaps unsurprising, therefore, that gym (10.9%) swimming (9.0%) and fitness 
& conditioning (6.1%) accounts for over a quarter (26.0%) of all sports participation in 
Oldham.  
 
Which are the most popular sports in Oldham? 
 
A further aspect of the Active People survey and SE segmentation is that it makes it possible 
to identify the top five sports within Oldham. Analysis identifies that of the top five sports 
within Oldham, football (11.5%) is the most popular activity with approximately one in nine 
adults participating at least once a month, compared to 6.8% in the North West and 6.3% 
across England. Activities such as gym (10.9%), swimming (9.0%), fitness & conditioning 
(6.1%) and athletics (4.5%) are also popular within Oldham.  
 
Table 4: Most popular sports in Oldham 
 

 

Sport 

Oldham North West England 

Number 

(000s) 

Rate 

(%) 

Number 

(000s) 

Rate 

(%) 

Number 

(000s) 

Rate 

(%) 

Football 20.0 11.5 11.9 6.8 2,689.7 6.3 

Gym 18.9 10.9 19.1 11.0 4,622.7 10.9 

Swimming 15.7 9.0 20.2 11.6 4,896.9 11.5 

Fitness & Conditioning 10.7 6.1 11.9 6.9 2,854.7 6.7 

Athletics 7.8 4.5 10.8 6.2 2,778.8 6.5 
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APPENDIX 4: ADDITIONAL PROVISION (PRIMARY SCHOOL SITES) 
 
Although a number of Primary Schools within Oldham completed the online survey, they 
have not been included within the report as the school report no playing fields or a generic 
grass area with no pitches are marked. Such schools are shown in the table below. 
 

School Quality Availability Issues Provision 

Hodge Clough Primary School Poor Not Available Neighbour 
complaints. 

Generic grass 
area. 

St Hugh's CE Primary School - - - Generic grass 
area. 

Mayfield Primary School - Not Available Demand / School 
use only. 

Generic grass 
area. 

Mills Hill Primary School Poor Not Available Access issue. Generic grass 
area. 

St Thomas Moorside Primary 
School 

Poor Not Available School use only. Generic grass 
area. 

Holy Rosary RC Primary School - - - No playing field.  

Christ Church C of E  Poor Not Available Poor pitch quality. 
Access issues.  

Generic grass 
area. 

St. John's CE Primary School 
(Junior Site)  

Poor Not Available Poor pitch quality. 
Access issues.  

Generic grass 
area. 

St Theresa's RC Primary School  Std Not Available School use only. Generic grass 
area. 

Holy Trinity C of E Primary 
School  

Poor Available but 
not used. 

- Generic grass 
area. 

Roundthorn Primary Academy - - - No playing field.  

St Margaret's C E Primary School - - - No playing field.  

Freehold Community School  Std Not Available Access issue. Generic grass 
area. 

St Thomas' CE Primary School - - - No playing field.  

Holy Cross CE Primary School - - - No playing field.  

Lyndhurst Primary School - Not Available Access issue. Generic grass 
area. 

St Martins CE Primary School Poor Avaialble and 
used. 

- Generic grass 
area. 1 x half 
size 3G. 

East Crompton St James CE 
Primary School 

- Not Available - Generic grass 
area. 

Buckstones Primary School  - Not Available - Generic grass 
area. 

Beal Vale Primary School Poor Not Available Poor pitch quality. 
Access issues.  

Generic grass 
area. 

St Thomas Leesfield CE School - - - No playing field.  

Broadfield Primary School  - - - No playing field.  

Westwood Primary School - - - No playing field.  

Greenacres Primary School  - Not Available - Generic grass 
area. 

Alt Primary School Good Not Available - Generic grass 
area. 

Coppice Primary Academy - - - No playing field.  
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School Quality Availability Issues Provision 

Springhead Infant & Nursery 
School 

Std Not Available - Generic grass 
area. 

Springhead Infant and Nursery 
School 

Std Not Available School use only.  Generic grass 
area. 

 


