
Cherry Burton Sports Field – Draft Development Plan 

1. Introduction 

1. Today’s sports field and pavilion are more intensively used than at any time since the 
pavilion was constructed. It is the result of the great efforts made by  the sports clubs and 
the Baden Powell Groups. 

2. Since the pavilion was designed the requirements of users and their governing bodies have 
changed and it has not always been possible to react positively to those changes 

3. A major development was the opening of a Multi User Games Area (MUGA) in September 
2014  

4. Increasingly the Sports Field Management Committee (SFMC) has been faced with rising 
costs resulting, in some cases, from the age of the pavilion and despite the support of the 
parish council it has become more reliant upon additional fund raising. 

5. With more than half of the parish council grant being absorbed by annual/recurring items 
(see Annex A) any improvements need to be costed and seen as part of a consistent 
development plan. It may be opportune to re-assess the scale of parish council’s 
contribution. 

6. This report examines these needs and the suggestions made by some users and aims to 
provide a series of choices for SFMC members to make. Wherever possible some financial 
information is included 

7. Also included are some developments which are user requirements but which have an 
impact in SFMC’s activities 

2. Background 

2.1 The Pavilion – 2007 Condition Survey 

In March 2007 the LHL Group carried out a condition survey of the pavilion in connection with a 
scheme to provide a joint SFMC/Village Hall facility at the sports field. The Executive Summary read 
as follows:- 

“The building is approaching 25 years old and is in a condition typical for its type of construction 
given the high and type of usage. 

Changing Room no. 1 has suffered from extensive use and is in need of refurbishment as defects are 
affecting the fabric of the structure, which if left unattended will become serious. 

The external fabric is suffering from a general lack of maintenance and upkeep. Materials used for 
certain elements are approaching the time when significant refurbishment will be required. 

In general the design life of the building is likely to have been twenty years and any guarantees for 
this type of construction are likely to be on a 10 to 15 year basis. The building, however, has used 
some materials with a greater design life to main structural elements and, as such, is performing 
relatively well given low levels of maintenance over the years. The building is suffering maintenance 
problems and inadequacies in terms of performance for modern day and future usage. 



Should whole scale refurbishment be considered to the fabric careful consideration should be taken 
to assess the accommodation needs currently and for the future. An assessment also need to take 
place specifically for the investment required to achieve the accommodation required and the likely 
further extended design of the fabric of the existing building. 

The building can be refurbished or extended, is flexible in terms of layout and construction and 
improved materials could extend the life of the building. This is obviously subject to cost model and 
overall performance of the building when viewed against other alternatives and the direction of the 
strategy”  

2.2 The Pavilion today 

Many 2007 conclusions remain appropriate in 2015. The opportunity to thoroughly review the 
situation regarding the pavilion was lost and, of course, we suffered the serious flooding damage a 
few years ago. 

2.3 Today’s Standards 

2.3.1 Overall Sports Field Provision 

Cherry Burton is fortunate in that its sports field facilities are amongst the most extensive in East 
Riding villages as defined by the East Riding of Yorkshire Council’s survey of 2011 and its Sports Field 
Policy. The survey calculates the village’s need at 1.73 hectares whereas the sports field covers 3.41 
hectares although the total provision of play areas for children and young people falls short of the 
Council’s standard. 

2.3.2 Sport England 

In its latest advice and planning guidance Sport England sets out the basic principles for pavilion 
planning and design. These include:- 

1. Include an entrance lobby for even the smallest pavilion: never enter directly into a corridor 
2. Separation of changing and wet muddy areas from any social or indoor sports 

accommodation 
3. Plan flexibly for different levels of male/female use and simple straightforward circulation 

routes 
4. Corridors to be at least 1.5 m wide 
5. Ensure access for disabled users 
6. Plan for convenient access to pitches and satisfactory viewing of principal playing areas 
7. Disabled changing/toilet facilities 
8. Minimum area for football changing is 1square metre, for cricket 1.2 square metres – each 

player needs 500mm bench length with a depth of 450 mm 
9. Spectator access to toilets 

2.3.3 English Cricket Board/Hunters York Senior League 

1. Long term agreement 
2. Dedicated score box and score board 
3. Secure dressing room for match officials 



4. Separate toilet facilities for male and female spectators 
5. Washing and hand drying facilities 
6. Outfield – well maintained and adequately drained – clearly mown with no grass cuttings 
7. Entrance to ground clearly marked and bearing name of club 
8. Suitably surfaced car park without potholes and other hazards 
9. Dedicated area for match teas 
10. Ability to see field of play from changing rooms 

2.3.4 Current Provision v today’s Standards 

1. Our present facilities meet some of the Sport England standards and exceed the ERYC 
standard for sport but not for play. 

2. The size of the changing rooms varies since one has the boiler cupboard and another has a 
store 

2.4 User Suggestions 

1. Suggestions were received from the cricket and football clubs as well as Tony Baker and 
these are listed in Appendix B. They have been assessed and placed within three sections, 
the classic, short, medium and long term periods 

2. Section 1 comprises short term projects and routine maintenance tasks and assumes a two-
three year timescale. Section 2 assumes some limited improvements will be made whilst 
section 3 assumes more significant work. 

3. Any suggested timescales and projects are speculative at this stage. A more comprehensive 
list can be compiled after decisions taken by SFMC. 

4. The decisions required are what, if any, work should be carried out and what steps should be 
taken to implement them and seek financial assistance.  

3. Proposals 

3.1 Introduction 

1. This plan is prepared against this background of previous experience and today’s standards 
and is divided, as mentioned above, into three distinct sections. All three sections include 
suggestions made by users. No attempt has been made to assess the merits or otherwise of 
these suggestions. 

3.2 Retention of the Existing facility with minor improvements (1 – 3 years) 

3.2.1 Retention of the existing pavilion and sports field incurs rising annual and periodic costs. Most 
annual costs are fixed and absorb a high percentage of the annual grant from the Parish Council. This 
grant of £8,240 represents a cost of £5.92 for each of the parish’s 1392 residents. 

3.2.2 In addition income from the MUGA is ring fenced in order to build up a fund for renewals in 
future years. 

3.2.3 Table 3 shows the budget items which need to be serviced each year without the adoption of 
any suggested improvements 



3.2.4 Despite the retention of the existing facilities there are proposals for improvements outside 
the pavilion. These include:- 

 1. Replacement of football goal posts (SFMC committed to contribute) 

 2. Installation of permanent cricket nets (SFMC committed in principle to contribute) 

 3. Provision of an all weather cricket wicket  on eastern side of  the square 

 4. Replacement of tennis court fencing  

 5. Repainting the tennis court surfaces                          

3.2.4 The MUGA has its own budget which incorporates the building up of a fund to meet work 
required in three years time. 

3.2.5 Consideration should be given to a more vigorous promotion of the field’s facilities, one 
possible area being the reaction of a “birthday” package incorporating hire of the pavilion and the 
MUGA. Some market research could also be employed both within the village and with the 
surrounding villages, possibly in conjunction with a local college/school.      Discussions with recent 
users of the facilities suggest that the term “MUGA” is a negative one and considerations should be 
given to find a more attractive name. 

3.2.6 Fees for users had been frozen for the past few years but these were reviewed in 2015. This 
should be balanced by the amount which the users spend on the sports field which is not usually 
recorded. This gives a more accurate picture of expenditure. 

3.2.7 Income has been boosted in recent years by a successful race night and a sports quiz and SFMC 
has become reliant on this. Other avenues for more regular fund raising activities should be explored 
including casino/poker evenings, family events day at the sports field and sports dinners.  

3.2.8 Finally consideration should be given to another form of condition survey during 2015 in order 
to plan effectively for the following years.     

3.3 Medium Term Improvements (2-5 years) 

3.3.1 Consideration of any significant improvements/changes to existing facilities will depend on the 
results of any pavilion condition survey and whether SFMC wishes (or has) to carry out any work to 
meet Sport England and individual sport governing body standards, current and proposed.  

3.3.2 Any condition survey will determine whether work is needed on the roof and/or the fabric in 
addition to any other difficulties that the survey reveals. Once costed a decision can be made if the 
work is considered to be is value for money or not. 

3.3.3 If it is decided to retain the basic pavilion structure consideration should be given to an 
extension that would enlarge the lounge area, provide a new entrance lobby, enhance the changing 
facilities, including a female only room, provide a baby changing area, a disabled toilet and provide 
direct access to the toilets and kitchen for the Baden Powell Groups and spectators without having 
to go through the lounge. This would meet some Sport England standards and could make the 
pavilion more attractive for private use by residents.      



3.3.4 The drainage of the field has given some cause for concern over the last few years and a survey 
might be of value. 

3.3.5 The Tennis club anticipates expensive work to repaint the surface and to renew the perimeter 
netting. SFMC needs to decide if it will be able to contribute and make appropriate financial 
provision perhaps spread over a number of years. 

3.3.6 Car parking is a problem particularly on nights when cricket and tennis clubs are at home and 
parents are collecting and delivering children to the Baden Powell section. Already cars, at least in 
small numbers are being parked on the Meadows itself whilst the parking on the access road can be 
a safety hazard and may impede an emergency vehicle. The Cricket Club is now playing a maximum 
of three matches in mid-week which adds to the pressure. .  Can more spaces be found? Should 
there be room for cars to turn round at the pavilion end and should there be dedicated places for 
disabled visitors? The state of the car park surface also requires attention. 

3.3.7 There is no provision for tennis players who might want to change. Most seem to come 
prepared but occasional requests are made for somewhere to change. It is something to consider 

3.4 Long Term Projects (3-6 years) 

3.4.1 The results of any condition survey will work over the next few years. If the costs of remedial 
work are very high it may be worth considering the provision of a new building. The lead time is 
likely to be protracted so an early decision is needed. Typical costs could be £120K to £150K to 
provide four changing rooms, disabled changing facilities, two officials changing rooms, clubroom 
(lounge), storage and kitchen. It might take some time to build up the SFMC contribution. 

3.4.2 Consideration should be given to developing the former play area for sport related activities or 
even as a play area. It is an unused resource that needs to be examined. As was previously the case 
its proximity to the cricket pitch’s shortest boundary means that a high net fence would be needed 
for safety reasons. 

3.4.3 In the longer term the Tennis Club will require its courts to be resurfaced. In view of the 
difficulties experience when this was last done an early decision regarding any SFMC involvement 
will be required. 

3.4.4 The area between the proposed cricket nets and the present pavilion could be developed as a 
play area for young children. It would attract more residents to the field and would be ideally placed 
for the Baden Powell Groups’ activities. In addition it would provide somewhere for children 
accompanying spectators at matches. 

3.4.5 Recent discussions with funding bodies seem to indicate that security of tenure is a 
requirement. This is not present for all sports users. 

4. Conclusions 

4.1 The original brief was to prepare a three year plan but as suggestions were received it became 
increasingly evident that the development of the sports field required a longer view. This I have tried 
to achieve. 



4.2 It is also possible that revised sports governing bodies’ standards could have an impact on clubs 
and the facilities.  

4.3 The question of improving income streams needs urgent consideration 

MJW (3) 
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