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I 
Sports and Recreation Facilities 

 

M55. Would Policy S5 provide an effective and justified strategic framework 
for the preparation of local plans and neighbourhood plans in relation to sports 

and recreation facilities? In particular: 
 

a) Would it provide appropriate strategic guidance on 
development management matters? 

 
d) Would it be effective in protecting existing sports and recreation 

facilities? 
 

The London Assembly’s Planning Committee considers Policy S5 

inadequate in protecting London’s playing fields. The London Playing 

Fields Foundation has noted the progressive loss of playing fields in the 

capital, for example: 40 per cent of London’s cricket pitches over the past 

20 years.i 

The Committee cites two main reasons why so many sites are vulnerable: 

• Playing fields are loss-making operations and it is difficult to justify 

their ongoing maintenance, modernisation and management from 

an economic point of view.  

• The pressure to deliver more homes means selling off a playing field 

can provide local authorities (who own 85 per cent of London’s 

playing fields) with the triple benefit of realising a significant capital 

receipt, meeting Government housing targets and removing a huge 

recurring maintenance obligation. 

The Draft Plan notes that sport and recreation facilities are important 

components of social infrastructure as they encourage physical activity 

and deliver a range of social, health and wellbeing benefits to 

communities.  Further, Policy S5 Sports and recreation facilities requires 
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boroughs to regularly assess the need for sports and recreation facilities 

at the local and sub-regional level and secure sites for a range of sports 

and recreation facilities. 

Some boroughs have very limited access to playing fields within their 

boundaries and are reliant on provision in adjacent authorities.  A 

borough that concludes it has ‘over provision’ needs to make its 

assessment within a cross-boundary or sub-regional context – recognising 

that neighbouring boroughs may have insufficient provision and little 

prospect of securing new provision within their boundaries. 

Given the projected scale of London’s growth, and the role that existing 

playing fields play as a cross borough resource, the Planning Committee 

recommends Policy S5 4 is amended to read ‘unless it can be 

demonstrated that there is no ongoing or future demand which has been 

established on a cross-borough or sub-regional level’.  

 

i London Playing Fields Foundation, ‘Fields at Risk’, 2017  
                                       

http://lpff.org.uk/About/Fields-at-Risk

