
Consultation on Rushcliffe Leisure Strategy for West Bridgford

I am writing on behalf of the West Bridgford Local Area Forum in response to the 
consultation by the Rushcliffe Borough Council on the proposal to close Rushcliffe 
Leisure Centre and extend the facilities provided at Rushcliffe Arena.

The West Bridgford Local Area Forum (WBLAF) is a body for the discussion of 
issues affecting the people of West Bridgford. Rushcliffe Borough Councillors 
and Nottinghamshire County Councillors are appointed to serve on the forum by 
both authorities. The WBLAF also includes representatives from a wide variety 
of community and interest groups throughout West Bridgford, including sports 
associations.

A meeting of the WBLAF was convened at County Hall on Wednesday 27th 
November to discuss the proposed changes to leisure provision in West Bridgford. 
The notes below reflect the concerns expressed by the forum at that meeting and as 
forwarded to me by subsequently and by members who were unable to attend.

Firstly as general points, we believe that any changes to leisure provision must:

• have regard to the size, density and future growth of the West Bridgford; 

• increase facilities (or least maintain) the current levels, range of and available 
space for facilities which are currently used;

• provide the same balance of areas of leisure facilities for young and old alike; 

• promote the continuing survival of and provision for all voluntary sports 
groups currently using the two Centres.

We are concerned that:

• the council member group has not been provided with figures on the use of 
the existing facilities such as footfall and use profiles;

• there is no mention of the area around the Arena having been previously 
used as a tip and resultant emissions of methane;

• the issue of who pays for any removal of asbestos at Rushcliffe Leisure 
Centre is not addressed;

• West Bridgford schools that use the existing facilities appear not to have been 
consulted;

• Some sports clubs have not heard of the consultation, claiming not to have 
received any letter. (It is understood this was sent solely to the person making 
the bookings.) Direct contact should be sought with the sports clubs.

• The Rushcliffe Member Panel should go and look at other sports facilities to 
inform their deliberations.



• Note must be taken of the likely impact of increased traffic in the area caused 
by an increase in the size and use of the Arena. Will local residents be 
consulted separately on this prior to any definite proposal being brought 
forward?

The meeting noted that people use each leisure centre from a wide range of areas, 
however the bulk of users come from the vicinity of each Centre.  The population of 
Rushcliffe is expected to grow faster than adjacent areas because of the housing 
numbers demanded and this particularly applies to West Bridgford given the 
emphasis on building on the urban fringe.

Out of Rushcliffe’s 110,000 residents; 41,000 live in West Bridgford. 
The total visits per year of 1,364,549 for the 6 Centres 563,100 (41%) are to the two 
West Bridgford Centres which it is proposed to roll into one. 
[ Keyworth 137,421; East Leake 211,952; Cotgrave 215,867; Bingham 236,179; 
Rushcliffe 379,672; Arena 183,428. NB. We understand that the numbers of people 
included in voluntary organisation and group bookings are NOT included in the usage 
figures.] 

The meeting was concerned at the lack of answers to numbers and extent of 
community group users and considered that this information should be available and 
could be obtained from each club.  

On the specific facilities:

Swimming
The current proposal is for a standard 6 lane 25 metre pool to be added onto the 
Arena with a learner/trainer pool.  There were mixed views about whether the pool 
should be a leisure pool or not.  
The meeting considered that the area of the learner/training pool should be 
large so that the current learning to swim areas of Rushcliffe are at least 
replicated.  The learner pool should be alongside so that families could see 
across.  Pool length should be at least 25m with at least 6 lanes, preferably 8.
A pool for lane swimming should be separate to and cooler than the leisure 
pool. 
A leisure pool should be a family friendly environment as is the current design 
at Rushcliffe Leisure Centre.
It was felt that to be important that there should be seating provision so that 
parents and non-swimming family members could observe.

Squash
The meeting heard from members of the local squash club: The Chairman had 
received nothing from Rushcliffe and is concerned that this popular and growing 
sport is not adequately catered for under the proposals. There are around 100 
members of the plus many individual users and Rushcliffe Academy has a Squash 
club. 
The view of the forum is that at least 2 squash courts should be provided for 
community use.

Football & Netball. 
The meeting considered that these were popular and well used facilities and 
must be provided for in the new arrangement with Rushcliffe Academy.



Gym Stations. 
It was noted that the proposal is to increase the number of machines and this was a 
bit of a gamble given the growth of budget gyms.  The meeting considered whether 
the facilities at the Arena for the disabled and more fragile users should be separate 
or joint.  
The Meeting considered that existing users of this facility should be asked for 
their views rather than a solution based on a few views.

Table Tennis
We understand this will be retained at the school for now at least, but will there be 
space to store table tennis tables at the Arena in the future?

Bowling.  
This is large proposed reduction of a popular facility. 
The meeting asked what are the figures which lead to this view?  Does this 
reduction make the reduced bowling not viable? What will the happen to the 
exams and elections currently held in the boarded over area?

Café and not bar.  
Supported – café needed.

Run Riot. 
The meeting considered that there must be a room/facilities for Young Children 
to play.

The Arena is known in the area as the place for bowling and run riot.  These facilities 
should be retained as they are already well used by the residents.

School Holiday Schemes.  
These are run successfully by Parkwood at Rushcliffe Leisure Centre – the meeting 
asked where will these be provided?

We hope you will take note of these points. We would like to put on record our thanks 
to Phil Compton, the Head of Rushcliffe School, who attended the meeting and was 
most helpful in explaining the situation from the school’s point of view.

Your sincerely,

Richard Mallender
Chair, West Bridgford Local Area Forum


