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Eastleigh Borough Council 
Eastleigh House 
Upper Market Street 
Eastleigh 
SO50 9YN




Dear Sir or Madam 

Re: F/25/100191 At EASTLEIGH FOOTBALL CLUB, TEN ACRES, STONEHAM LANE, EASTLEIGH, SO50 9HT 

Construction of seven covered Padel tennis courts, each measuring 20m x 10m which are enclosed by metal posts in-filled with clear toughened glazing and metal open mesh panels

I am writing to you to OBJECT to the above planning application for the construction of seven covered Padel tennis courts. We have been appointed by Trojans Club to provide a comprehensive transport and highways review of the proposals together with the CRD Building Consultancy Highways Statement and Planning Statement which accompanied the planning application. The application has been considered against National, Regional and Local policies including the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF), The Eastleigh Local Plan and the Hampshire County Council (HCC) Local Transport Plan (LTP4). 
We have set out the reasons we consider this application should be refused below:
Parking
The Planning Statement confirms that the courts are likely to have between 28-56 people on-site at any one point, potentially generating parking demand for 28-56 car parking spaces. The application does not propose to increase car parking at the site with the applicant stating;
“The existing car parks provide enough capacity to meet the needs of the padel courts”
No evidence is provided to show the validity of this statement and the applicant outlines within their Planning Statement and Highways Statement that the main car park is full on match days with only overflow parking available. 
As such it is clear that this is not the case and therefore additional parking should be provided. Eastleigh Parking Standards (2025) do not set out car parking standards for padel courts, with the most comparable use class being Tennis Courts which require two spaces per court. Tennis is played as singles and doubles whereas padel courts is played exclusively as doubles with four people. 
As such as a minimum you would expect parking to be provided in accordance with this standard, therefore resulting in a minimum demand for 14 car parking spaces. But given the doubles nature of padel you could expect to see at least 28 car parking spaces for the padel courts. 
The application proposes no new car parking for the padel courts and therefore it is considered to be contrary to Policies DM13 and DM14 of the Local Plan as well as Policies DM2 and HP3 of the Local Transport Plan.
The application does not propose any electric vehicle charging contrary to Paragraph 117 of the NPPF.

Cycle Parking 
Eastleigh Parking Standards (2025) do not set out cycle parking standards for padel courts, with the most comparable use class being Tennis Courts which require one space per court plus one space per 6 staff. As such it is anticipated that as a minimum the padel courts should provide 8 cycle parking spaces. The application proposes no new cycle parking for the padel courts and therefore it is considered to be contrary to Paragraph 115 of NPPF, Policies DM13 and DM14 of the Local Plan as well as Policies DM2 and HP3 of the Local Transport Plan. 
Transport Assessment and Travel Plan 

The applicant states that:
In the context of national and regional policy the introduction of seven padel courts is not a significant generator of travel demand and as such does not require a detailed assessment of transport impact, nor does it require a full Travel Plan. 
Hampshire require a Transport Assessment and Travel Plan for all leisure developments exceeding 1000sqm with the proposed padel courts exceeding this threshold. Evidently this summary by the applicant is not considered to be correct with the site generating up to 56 vehicle movements per hour. Notably, based on a 0.5 residential peak hour trip rate, the applications trip generation is equivalent to 112 dwellings. As such it is considered that the proposed padel courts respective trip generation would constitute a more detailed assessment. The application is supported by a very concise Highways Statement and there is no commitment to a Travel Plan included within this. As such it is considered that the applicant has failed to assess the impact of the development contrary to Paragraph 118 of the NPPF. 
Notably HCC in their original highways response (dated February 2026) stated;
“It would be requested that parking data is produced which demonstrates that contrary to historic applications, the existing quantum of parking on-site is not required, and that spare capacity of over 80 parking spaces (the number to be lost) can be accommodated without off-site parking occurring. This would likely require parking count surveys on match days, as well as interview surveys of supporters arriving by foot to ascertain that they haven’t parked off-site due to on-site shortfalls.”
Notably regardless of whether the 80 spaces on site would be lost, the applicant has failed to demonstrate how the potential additional demand of 56 cars could be accommodated at the site, particularly on match days. No formal parking survey data has been undertaken, despite HCC’s request for it. 
The data presented in Appendix A of the Highways Statement shows that the car park at the stadium is regularly “Sold Out” and full on matchdays meaning that the only parking option for padel players would be to park in the overspill parking on Lower Hardmoor which charges £10 per space and therefore would be largely impractical for padel players. Furthermore after the match the car park is closed for 10 minutes meaning padel player would not be able to access or egress the car park meaning that up to 56 vehicles associated with the padel courts could be displaced on to the highway network. This could result in a highway safety impact contrary to Paragraph 116 of the NPPF.
The planning statement states;
“On football match days this will need to be reviewed and on busy match days and for matches that will attract a high attendance, the courts may have to be closed whilst the match is played and for a few hours either side of the kick off.”
Evidently the applicant acknowledges that the padel courts could have a severe impact on the operation of the highway on matchdays. The closure of the courts on matchdays would need to be secured via planning condition, however this would be difficult to enforce and therefore  it is considered that the development would have a severe impact on the operation of the local highway network and would therefore be contrary to Paragraph 115 of the NPPF, Policies S11, DM13 and DM14 of the Local Plan as well as Policies DM2 and HP3 of the Local Transport Plan. 
Flooding

The flood risk statement shows that both the padel courts and the overspill parking field experience flooding issues which are further supported in the photo evidence provided by the applicant showing the courts area regularly flooded. 
No evidence has been provided as to where people park when the parking area is flooded. Appendix A of the Highways Statement explicitly states that the main car park is regularly Sold Out and the only parking option for match day traffic and the proposed padel courts is the overspill parking field. Evidently not only does matchday parking already displace on to the surrounding highway network, Trojans club and other private parking areas but the padel courts would further heighten this issue with potentially an additional 56 vehicles. 
Stoneham Park Estate

HCC state in their latest response that;
The existing parking restrictions on Stoneham Lane, and the likely to be implemented parking restrictions within the Stoneham Park estate, there is unlikely to be a significant impact on the local highway network as a result of the proposals.
It is acknowledged in HCC’s initial response that the new restrictions in Stoneham Park Estate are 
“Likely that extensive Traffic Regulation Orders will be put in place, which will further restrict off-site parking, potentially necessitating the need for additional on-site parking to be required.”
Firstly it is considered that in light of the existing parking overspill issues with the stadium on Stoneham Park Estate, and intensification of the problem should be restricted. As such it is considered that should the courts be consented, a Grampian condition should be put on the permission that they cannot become operational until these new restrictions are in place. 
HCC acknowledge in their response that the parking issues could already impact Trojans Club. The proposed padel courts will further heighten this and therefore it is considered that a Matchday Traffic Management Plan should be conditioned and enforced to ensure that illegal overspill parking does not take place on private parking areas such as Trojans Club. It would not be reasonable to place additional management and enforcement burdens on the neighbouring properties as a result of this development.  
Summary 

It is on the above grounds that it is considered that this application should be REFUSED as it is contrary to Paragraph 115, 116 and 118 of the NPPF, Policies S11, DM13 and DM14 of the Local Plan as well as Policies DM2 and HP3 of the Local Transport Plan. The application;
Does not provide suitable car parking for the site;
Does not provide any car parking usage data to support that the proposed parking car parking can be accommodated within existing capacity;
Does not provide cycle parking for the proposals;
Does not provide electric vehicle charging;
Does not provide a robust Transport Assessment or Travel Plan;
Does not provide a suitable Matchday Traffic Management Plan;
Does not propose a suitable condition to restrict matchday usage of the courts;
Does not propose a suitable condition restricting operation of the courts until the on-street parking restriction are in place on Stoneham Park Estate;
Does result in a severe impact on the surrounding highway network and a potential highway safety issue. 
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