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1 Introduction 

The Old Football Pitches are a 12-acre area located off South Carriage Drive in Hyde Park and 

have increasingly grown in popularity with clubs, schools and sports groups all using the site. The 

space is regularly used and enjoyed by a number of different user groups for organised sporting 

activity ranging from football to softball. 

Consultation was carried out in order to seek opinions from stakeholders and interested parties 

about the future management of the Old Football Pitches area of Hyde Park by The Royal Parks. 

A Consultation paper accompanied both an online and paper copy of a survey that was 

completed by 1,132 respondents between 18th September and 24th October 2014. 

Table 1 shows that the majority of respondents (98.0%) represented individual views, with 23 

surveys being completed on behalf of an organisation. 

  n % 
Individual  1109 98.0% 
Behalf of an organisation  23 2.0% 
Total 1132 100.0% 

Table 1 Respondent Profile 

1.1  Location of Respondents 

Through the survey, individual respondents were asked to disclose their full postcode so 

responses could be analysed spatially. A total of 837 respondents gave a valid full UK postcode 

and whilst the vast majority of responses were received from individuals that live within Greater 

London, responses were also drawn from as far afield as County Down in Northern Ireland, West 

Dunbartonshire and Aberystwyth. Of the 763 responses from Greater London, nearly three 

quarters of respondents (72.6%) were resident within an Inner London Borough whilst 27.4% of 

respondents gave an address in Outer London. 

  n % 
Greater London 763 91.2% 
Rest of UK 74 8.8% 
Total 837 100.0% 

Table 2 Location of respondents 
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Table 3 demonstrates that the highest amount of responses originated from the London 

Borough of Lambeth, with a high level of response from the London Borough of Camden as well 

as the City of Westminster. 

  n 
Lambeth 70 
Camden 69 
Westminster 69 
Wandsworth 58 
Southwark 53 

Table 3 Responses by Local Authorities 

 

Figure 1 overleaf illustrates the location of respondents across Greater London and it can seen 

that responses were received from individuals located all but one London Borough, with no 

responses received from residents in Barking and Dagenham. 
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2 Respondent Profile 

2.1  Demographics of Individual Respondents 

Table 4 below shows the age profile of respondents compared against the profile of those 

people resident in Greater London. This is based on a sample of 1037 respondents and excludes 

72 responses from individuals who replied ‘rather not answer’. 

Almost half of responses received from individuals (46.1%) were aged between 25 and 34, more 

than double the proportion of the population of this age living in Greater London. A further 

quarter of respondents (27.2%) were aged between 35 and 49 whilst the views of those aged 

under 18 and over 65 were generally under represented. 

It should be noted however that, in accordance with the Market Research Society Code of 

Conduct, no persons under the age 16 would have been surveyed without the consent of a 

responsible adult. Combining this with the fact that parents would typically respond on behalf 

of children in their care or they are unlikely to self complete the survey online, may go some way 

to explain the low level of response from those under 20 in the survey. 

  Survey Greater 
London 

  n % % 
Under 18 2 0.2% 22.2% 
18 - 24 87 8.4% 10.0% 
25 - 34 478 46.1% 19.9% 
35 - 49 282 27.2% 22.4% 
50 - 64 137 13.2% 14.4% 
65+ 51 4.9% 11.1% 
Total 1037 100.0% 100.0% 

Table 4 Age Profile 
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The table below shows there was a slight over representation of male respondents compared to 

female responses based on a sample of 1027 responses. 

  Survey Greater 
London 

  n % % 
Male 578 56.3% 50.7% 
Female 449 43.7% 49.3% 
Total 1027 100.0% 100.0% 

Table 5 Gender 

 

The survey asked whether individuals considered themselves to have a disability or long term 

illness that would affect their use of The Old Football Pitches. Table 6 shows that around nine in 

ten respondents (93.7%) stated they did not have a disability or long term illness that affects 

their use of the space, higher than the average for Greater London. 

  Survey Greater 
London 

  n % % 
Yes 63 6.3% 13.8% 
No 934 93.7% 86.2% 
Total 997 100.0% 100.0% 

Table 6 Long-Term Health Problem or Disability 
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Over three quarters of respondents (77.6%) identified themselves as White British, much higher 

than the proportion of the population that are White British and resident in Greater London. 

Around one in ten respondents (11.2%) were from a black or minority ethnic background, an 

under representation compared to the demographics of Greater London. 

  Survey Greater 
London 

  n % % 
White British English, Scottish or Welsh 734 77.6% 44.9% 
White Irish 30 3.2% 2.2% 
White Gypsy or Irish Traveller 0 0.0% 0.1% 
Other White Background 76 8.0% 12.7% 
White and Black Caribbean 7 0.7% 1.5% 
White and Black African 6 0.6% 0.8% 
White and Asian 17 1.8% 1.2% 
Other Mixed Background 14 1.5% 1.5% 
Pakistani 5 0.5% 2.7% 
Bangladeshi 1 0.1% 2.7% 
Chinese 11 1.2% 1.5% 
Indian 14 1.5% 6.6% 
Other Asian Background 4 0.4% 4.9% 
Black Caribbean 11 1.2% 4.2% 
African 7 0.7% 7.0% 
Other Black Background 3 0.3% 2.1% 
Arab 0 0.0% 1.3% 
Any Other Ethnic Background 6 0.6% 2.1% 
Total 946 100.0% 100.0% 

Table 7 Ethnic Group 
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2.2  Profile of Responding Organisations 

A total of 23 responses were received on behalf of 22 organisations, including two responses 

from the Imperial College Ultimate Frisbee Club. Responses were received from: 

• ABH Ultimate 

• Breakthrough Breast Cancer 

• British Heart Foundation 

• Change.org 

• Charity Softball League 

• Civil Service Softball League 

• Flumb 

• Iceni Ultimate 

• ICGAC 

• Imperial College Ultimate 
Frisbee Club 

• MS Society 

• NDCS 
 

• Prince's Trust 

• Restless Development 

• Scope softball team 

• St John Ambulance 

• Tattersall’s Tavern 

• The British Heart 
Foundation 

• The Knightsbridge 
Association 

• UNICEF 

• VSO 

• Will to Win 
 

The largest proportion of organisations (47.8%) responding to the consultation described 

themselves as charities that use the space for sporting activities. 

  n % 
Charity 11 47.8% 
Sports association or governing body 4 17.4% 
Friends or residents group 3 13.0% 
Local business 2 8.7% 
Other 2 8.7% 
College/higher education 1 4.3% 
School 0 0.0% 
Total 23 100.0% 

Table 8 Classification of Organisation 
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Two thirds of organisations (65.2%) outlined that their primary activity was for organised sport – 

where sport takes place through organised leagues or commercial organisations and often 

providing equipment and playing in identifiable sports kit. A quarter of organisations (26.1%) 

completing the survey indicated that they play sport informally and thus their activities are more 

social and less competitive in nature. 

  n % 
Organised sport 15 65.2% 
Formal competitive sport 1 4.3% 
Informal sport 6 26.1% 
Other 1 4.3% 
Total 23 100.0% 

Table 9 Type of activity undertaken 
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3 Results & Analysis 

3.1  Use of the space 

3.1.1 Responses from individuals 

Just over two thirds of individual respondents (68.9%) indicated that they had used the Old 

Football Pitches in the past 12 months. 

  n % 
Yes 764 68.9% 
No 345 31.1% 
Total 1109 100.0% 

Table 10 Use of the pitches in past 12 months (individuals) 

 

3.1.2 Responses from organisations 

All but two organisations indicated that they had used the Old Football Pitches in the past 12 

months. These organisations were ‘Iceni Ultimate’ and ‘The Knightsbridge Association’. 

  n % 
Yes 21 91.3% 
No 2 8.7% 
Total 23 100.0% 

Table 11 Use of the pitches in past 12 months (organisations) 

 

3.1.3 Spatial Analysis 

Figure 2 demonstrates spatial the range of responses received when respondents were asked if 

they had used the Old Football Pitches in the past 12 months. This plan shows there is little 

correlation between distance from the space and whether respondents use the space  
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3.2  Sporting participation 

3.2.1 Responses from individuals 

Respondents were asked to outline the sport they have mostly participated in at the Old Football 

Pitches and table 12 below illustrates that softball was by far the most frequently cited response. 

  n % 
Softball 428 56.0% 
Football 129 16.9% 
Ultimate Frisbee 116 15.2% 
Other 42 5.5% 
Rounders 41 5.4% 
Cricket 8 1.0% 
Total 764 100.0% 

Table 12 Participating in sport at the Old Football Pitches (individuals) 

 

3.2.2 Responses from organisations 

Table 13 shows that again, softball was the most frequently played sport in which organisations 

had mostly participated in at the Old Football Pitches. 

  n % 
Softball 12 57.1% 
Ultimate Frisbee 4 19.0% 
Other 3 14.3% 
Football 1 4.8% 
Rounders 1 4.8% 
Cricket - - 
Total 21 100.0% 

Table 13 Participating in sport at the Old Football Pitches (organisations) 
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3.3  Preferred options 

The consultation document outlined a number of options for the future management of the Old 

Football Pitches in Hyde Park and a number of options included a booking system, administered 

by a booking contractor. 

Space would be bookable either as small pitches (50 x 30 ft); or as medium pitches (60 x 40 ft). 

Space would be bookable by the hour and informally marked out using cones. Players would be 

directed to the area they have been allocated by the booking contractor, who would supervise 

bookings. 

The options outlined in the consultation document included estimates on the minimum annual 

costs for managing and maintaining the Old Football Pitches as playing field to assist the public 

in evaluating the options. The document stressed however that whilst costs is a factor, it is not 

the only or determining factor on the decision to be made on the future management of the 

space. The range of options The Royal Parks sought views on were as follows: 

Option 1: no booking and no charging system 

Option 2: booking but no charging 

Option 3: booking and charging for the whole site 

Option 4: booking and charging for a proportion of the site, with the remainder left as ‘free-

to-play’ 

Option 5: booking for the entire site and charging for only a proportion of the site 

Option 6: charging for the entire site at peak times only 

The preferred option for the Royal Parks on the future management of the Old Football Pitches 

was stated in the consultation document as Option 4. 
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3.3.1 Responses from individuals 

The majority of respondents (85.8%) stated that they strongly disagreed with the preferred 

option (option 4), to introduce booking and charging for a proportion of the site, with the 

remainder left as ‘free-to-play’. A further 6.1% of respondents somewhat disagreed with the 

preferred option whilst 7.2% of respondents either strongly agreed or agreed with the preferred 

options. 

  n % 
Strongly agree with the preferred option 50 4.6% 
Somewhat agree with the preferred option 28 2.6% 
Neither agree or disagree 10 0.9% 
Somewhat disagree with the preferred option 67 6.1% 
Strongly disagree with the preferred option 938 85.8% 
Total 1093 100.0% 

Table 14 Agreement with The Royal Park’s preferred option 
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Table 15 illustrates the result of classifying the open responses received, where individual 

respondents justified why they either agreed or disagreed with The Royal Parks’ preferred 

option for the future management of the Old Football Pitches. The table shows that the majority 

of respondents held the belief that this area of Hyde Park should be free at the point of use. A 

number of comments were also received which outlined how charging for the space would 

prevent or cause a barrier to using the Old Football Pitches. 

 

  n % 

Pitches / green space should be free 325 49.5% 

Would create a barrier to using the site 54 8.2% 

Free area too small / there is a lack of free green space in London 43 6.5% 

Against profiting from use of the space 34 5.2% 

Unaffordable / unable to pay 24 3.7% 

Overcrowding 20 3.0% 

Maintenance of space (needs improving) 19 2.9% 

Membership / licenced operators using space 19 2.9% 

Disadvantaged / unfair 18 2.7% 

Park paid for by taxes 18 2.7% 

Options Confusing 12 1.8% 

Agree With Charging 6 0.9% 

Other 65 9.9% 
Total 657 100.0% 

Table 15 Classified open responses the Royal Park preferred option 

The word cloud overleaf pictorially represents the comments received and illustrates the 

emphasis respondents placed on the terms: free, people, public and space. The full list of 

responses received can be found in the appendix to this report. 
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Table 16 shows that option 1 emerged as the preferred option for the majority of individual 

respondents (84.6%), which is for no booking and no charging system to be implemented at the 

Old Football Pitches. The second most popular option amongst individuals was option 2 (for 

booking but no charging), supported by 7.3% of respondents. 2.3% of individual’s respondents 

supported the Royal Park’s preferred option, option 4. 

  n % 
Option 1 938 84.6% 
Option 2 81 7.3% 
Option 3 2 0.2% 
Option 4 26 2.3% 
Option 5 3 0.3% 
Option 6 4 0.4% 
Total 1109 100.0% 

Table 16 Support for preferred options 
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Respondents were then asked if there were any other options not set out in the consultation 

document that they consider to be viable and practical for the future management of the Old 

Football Pitches. Whilst a large amount of responses received did not specify an alternative 

solution, other suggestions received included:  

• reducing the amount of land available that can be booked,  

• using other revenue generated elsewhere in Hyde Park to subsidise the maintenance of 
the space or the running of a free to play booking system,  

• running a booking system through volunteers or a charitable organisation that reinvests 
all profit made into the space; 

• running a booking system that only charges commercial operators; 

• seek funding through advertising or sponsorship; 

• ask for voluntary contributions or donations from users 

When illustrated pictorially, the alternative solutions suggested again demonstrate that many 

respondents feel the space should remain free to use. The full list of responses received is 

detailed in the appendix to this report. 
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The survey asked respondents if they felt that any of the options outlined in the consultation 

document would have a particular impact on persons who share any of the following 

characteristics: age; disability; gender reassignment; pregnancy and maternity; race; religion or 

belief; sex; marriage or civil partnership; and / or sexual orientation. The largest proportion of 

respondents (39.3%) did not know if the options outlined would have an impact of particular 

members of the community whilst a third of proposals (33.3%) felt there would be no impact. 

  n % 
Yes 293 27.4% 
No 357 33.3% 
Don’t Know 421 39.3% 
Total 1047 100.0% 

Table 17 Impact of proposals on particular persons 

Where respondents felt there would be an adverse impact on persons as a result of the proposed 

future management of the football pitches, a large proportion of respondents felt that the 

greatest impact would fall on young people and many comments also alluded to the perception 

that users of the space would become less diverse than at present if a chargeable booking 

system were in place. 
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3.3.2 Responses from organisations 

Almost all respondents either somewhat disagreed (4.5%) or strongly disagreed (90.9%) with 

option 4, the Royal Park’s preferred option. Only one organisation strongly agreed with the 

preferred option, which was Will to Win. 

  n % 
Strongly agree with the preferred option 1 4.5% 
Somewhat agree with the preferred option - - 
Neither agree or disagree - - 
Somewhat disagree with the preferred option 1 4.5% 
Strongly disagree with the preferred option 20 90.9% 
Total 22 100.0% 

Table 18 Agreement with the Royal Park’s preferred option 
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Similar to the responses from individuals, table 19 shows that option 1 emerged as the preferred 

option for the majority of organisations (85.7%), which is for no booking and no charging 

system to be implemented at the Old Football Pitches. Only 1 organisation, Will to Win, 

supported the Royal Park’s preferred option, (option 4) to implement a booking and charging 

system for a proportion of the site, with the remainder left as ‘free-to-play’. 

  n % 
Option 1 18 85.7% 
Option 2 2 9.5% 
Option 3 - - 
Option 4 1 4.8% 
Option 5 - - 
Option 6 - - 
Total 21 100.0% 

Table 19 Support for options 
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The survey asked respondents if they felt that any of the options outlined in the consultation 

document would have a particular impact on persons who share any of the following 

characteristics: age; disability; gender reassignment; pregnancy and maternity; race; religion or 

belief; sex; marriage or civil partnership; and / or sexual orientation. Almost half of organisations 

responding to the survey (47.6%) felt there would be no impact on any particular persons 

resulting from any of the options outlined in the consultation document. 

  n % 
Yes 3 14.3% 
No 10 47.6% 
Don’t Know 8 28.1% 
Total 21 100.0% 

Table 20 Impact of proposals on particular persons 

The table above shows that three organisations (27.4%) felt the proposals would have a 

particular impact against particular persons listed however no justification was given by these 

organisations.  

 

 




