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Wokingham Borough Council
FAO:
By email

23" June 2026
Town & Country Planning (Development Management Procedure) (England) Order 2015

Application Reference: 261371

Site: The Pavilion Matson Drive Remenham Wokingham RG9 3HB

Proposal: Full application for the proposed installation of safety netting to the boundary of
the cricket ground and Remenham Lane along with associated works.

Sport England Reference: PA/26/SE/WON/74169

Dear Sir/madam

Thank you for consulting Sport England on the above application.

Sport England — Statutory consultee role and policy

We understand that you have consulted us as a statutory consultee in line with the above
Order. Therefore, we have considered the application in light of the National Planning Policy
Framework (NPPF), in particular paragraph 104, and Sport England’s Playing Fields Policy,

which is presented within our ‘Playing Fields Policy and Guidance Document’:
www.sportengland.org/playingfieldspolicy

Sport England'’s policy is to oppose the granting of planning permission for any development
which would lead to the loss of, or prejudice the use of:

e all or any part of a playing field, or
¢ land which has been used as a playing field land remains undeveloped, or
¢ land allocated for use as a playing field

unless, in the judgement of Sport England the development as a whole meets with one or
more of five specific exceptions. A summary of the exceptions is provided in the annex to this
response.

The Proposal and its Impact on the playing field

The proposal is to erect ball stop netting on the western boundary to protect the continuity of
being able to play cricket.

Assessment against Sport England’s Playing Fields Policy and NPPF

As part of our assessment we have consulted with Berkshire Cricket Foundation/the England
and Wales Cricket Board, (BCF/ECB) as they are experts in all matters cricket.
We are setting out their comments below:

‘Thank you for the opportunity to be consulted on this application. Whilst the ECB is
supportive of the ball stop netting (10mtrs high x 60mtrs long) as proposed, we would
usually see this mitigation underpinned by a Labosport Ball Strike Risk Assessment.
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This report would confirm that the height & length of the netting is sufficient to reduce the
majority of cricket balls leaving the site to the west as proposed.

The ECB recommends that the club seeks to have a ball strike risk assessment undertaken.
There is currently one company who have proven to ECB that they have a detailed
methodology to analyse ball trajectory and are able to indemnify liability, Labosport UK Ltd,
contact details as follows:

Labosport UK Ltd

ECB have agreed a discounted rate for risk assessments with Labosport UK Ltd and will
also subsidise the cost by 50% of the agreed rate. If the applicant could liaise with the
ECB, further support can be provided.”

Looking at the location of the proposed ball stop netting and being aware of its purpose, Sport
England is content that the development meets our planning policy exception 2.

However, we would encourage the applicants to engage with the BCF/ECB regarding their
proposal and taken the advice they receive from the BCF/ECB.

Sport England’s Position

Given the above, Sport England raises no objection to the application because it is
considered to accord with exception 2 of our Playing Fields Policy and paragraph 104 of the
NPPF.

Please notify Sport England of the outcome of the planning application.

If you would like any further information or advice, please contact the undersigned

Yours sincerely,

Bob

Bob Sharples RIBA ARB MRTPI
Principal Planning Manager - South Team Planning & Active Environments

CC

N Higginson-Dark Esq. ECB
B Abrahams Esq. BCF



Annex
The Five Exceptions to Sport England’s Playing Fields Policy

Exception 1

A robust and up-to-date assessment has demonstrated, to the satisfaction of Sport England,
that there is an excess of playing field provision in the catchment, which will remain the case
should the development be permitted, and the site has no special significance to the interests
of sport.

Exception 2

The proposed development is for ancillary facilities supporting the principal use of the site as
a playing field, and does not affect the quantity or quality of playing pitches or otherwise
adversely affect their use.

Exception 3
The proposed development affects only land incapable of forming part of a playing pitch and
does not:
* reduce the size of any playing pitch;
+ result in the inability to use any playing pitch (including the maintenance of adequate
safety margins and run-off areas);
» reduce the sporting capacity of the playing field to accommodate playing pitches or the
capability to rotate or reposition playing pitches to maintain their quality;
+ result in the loss of other sporting provision or ancillary facilities on the site; or
» prejudice the use of any remaining areas of playing field on the site.

Exception 4

The area of playing field to be lost as a result of the proposed development will be replaced,
prior to the commencement of development, by a new area of playing field:

of equivalent or better quality, and

of equivalent or greater quantity, and

in a suitable location, and

subject to equivalent or better accessibility and management arrangements.

Exception 5

The proposed development is for an indoor or outdoor facility for sport, the provision of which
would be of sufficient benefit to the development of sport as to outweigh the detriment caused
by the loss, or prejudice to the use, of the area of playing field.

The full ‘Playing Fields Policy and Guidance Document’ is available to view at:
www.sportengland.org/playingfieldspolicy




