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Goodison ParkRedevelopment: IDEAS
INTRODUCTION

Why has theedevelopment of Goodison Park continued to be dismissed out of hand every
time the stadium question is raisedl®ch has been the aversion to this option over the years
that, youcould be forgien for thinking that there wasrsething dark and sinister roamg

the depths of onefo Go o d i s o n, éesifyinglthdstal Thes articke is intaded to
open up thequestionof redevelopment, but more importantly to disgeime of the
common miscoceptionsbuilt up over the years. In doing so, | will attempbtdline the
mainissuegproblems, as well a®me of the possiliies to resolve those. | willsesimple
comparisonswith examples fromelsewherge with sketchedfidea® and some scale
drawings. It is not intended ®.a definitive set of solutions. The emphasis is entirely on
generatinga broadscope of ideas for maximising the potential of oldrstadium.There is

in effect a whole spectrum pbtentialsolutions. These randeom the bare fimimum or
Heritageled approach, preserving asuch historic fabricas possibleright through to
replacingsayone, two, three oevenall four whole stands incrementallgver a phased
redevelopmentAll while maintaining a capacity equal,tor in excessof the current
39,500+ throughout the procedsor the purpose of this article, | withainly try to
concentrate on the structurg@seady in place, individuallgnd collectivelyto show how
they can be changed or enhanced to meetubuire needsl will also try to contextualise

the issues bgoveringsome ofthe process to date.

BACKGROUND HISTORY

The Stadium queisin has been egoing for over20yrs.(Longer still if we consider Sir
John Moore8 | il eam t h&O0 AWR)6d dhs mbitious King Dock proposals
(2003)that failed and eventuallyave way to the contentious Destination Kirkby scheme
(2007) More recently we have had the similarlyféited Walton Hall Park plan¥Vhen
askedabout redevelopmenhlylast yeaat aS h a r e h Assadation quarterly meeting
Robert Elstor was only too quick to reaffirthe old Wynes3party-line from the time of
the Kirkby proposalsThis statedhat redevelpment was simply not viablejould achieve
only 35k capacityand that it would be prohibitely expensive. All of which hasbeen
disproven several times, even long before Destination Kirkby was dreamt up.

Unfortunatelyover the yearghis almost inheritedhindsethas been allowed taepvade all
aspect of ourstadiumquestion It has nevereally been allowed to be disputdtefore we

can ever make a meaningful judgement and comparison with ANY relocation pr@posal
proper and exhaustive exploration of the complete range of regpewatt options at GP is
essentiallt has become abundantliear that this has never really happened to date, and
this should always have been the startingnpoimi the whole proces$he thirdparty force
behind destination Kirkby dictated that this was ne@@ng to be consideredpr adirect
comparisorallowed hence the complete omission of @pgtionat the time of the ballot
Then the ratherflimsy overreliance on namingights uplift for Walton Hall Park,
combinedwith little by way of enabling developmetd add to the project fundsnd
reduce the cds which left that option in ruins taoHowever, @en then the resultant
stadiummayhavebeenof low-qualityin order to limit the cost ahlongterm debt incurred.
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Thereforgewas that, oany othemumber ofunknowns or imponderablesnnected to any
proposedout of townrelocationall really worth it then?

It is indisputable thaGoodison Park is increasingly tired and lacking in several aspects of
its offer. There are thebviousissues af limited capacity; limited corporate/hospitality;
limited concairse areadar too many obstructed views etc. However, it is not (and it has
neve been) theompleteost-cause that itsontinued disregard implies.

What are its positivepoints? Well, vithout fear of contradiction, Goodison Park
comfortably oozes moreharacter and history than most of the rest put togestghtly
subjective | know, butit is not for nothing that this historic old stadidras earned the
endearingmantel of "Grand OIld Lady", and is increasingly revered by various
commentators and journalists for its special appeéimacy and beapit atmosphere

when the occasion demands it. These are both literally and metaphorically very solid and
real foundations that can be buifton, withmany ofthe problems and failings eradicated

or at least alleviateth a great extepand all future requirements tria a greatly enhanced
stadium. ih outlining the characteristic featurésvill attemptto show how thesgualities

are real assets that already add value.

Furthermore] will try to show howmuch of the existing structuresd capacity can be
reusedproducing significant savingandhow real quality views andupporting facilities
can beaddedgiving for instancefar more highvalue elevatedeats than waproposeat
WHP on a limited budgetealisedover a phased redelopment. Only at Goodison Park is
there the potential to have history, modernity andtinaity combined in this wayin
illustratingthese points | hope ultimately to outline the needterclub to commissioa
desgn study orcompetition with an ope brief to see ALL the options to continue the
evolutionoft he wor | d o6 s -builtfosthall stadiwumdVhat eouldopossilely be
more fiting; appropriatedesirableor even achievable? Tloiub needs to get this right.

DESTINATION KIRKBY

In atempting to justify Destination Kirkb¢DK), the club first embarked ats hardsellat

the time of the ballotnitially, this involved thetactic ofonly including glossy imageryf

the Kirkby stadiumandselling it as th@nlydoption There was no atteptat any pointo

furnish the voter with similarly presented images of redevelopment desigBsddison,
even despite the lorgtanding existence of soccommisioned by GFEGoodison for
Everton campaign)and parfunded byBill Kenwright severalyears earlierAfter that
glaring &acticab omission, here was an endlesdrail of propagandasupporing the
pro-kirkby campaignculminatingin thedenigrationof all things Goodison by some

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=LPJk9iYY8 U&feature=player embedded

Throughout thiswhole processhe club's statements wheat best heavily biased and
unsubstantiad, and at wordbtally misleading Therefore it wouldorobably ke useful to
make anobjective comparison between DK and GoodisorkRa help illustrate the
potentialour fine old stadiunmolds and this will be coverenh the article


http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=LPJk9iYY8_U&feature=player_embedded
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As we are alaware not everythinghat is newor modern turns out to lvealprogress and
this certainlyapplied to the Kirkby proposals. Thestadiumwas & best amid-level
off-the-shelfsolutionof no significant character nor design qualltycertainlywas notthe
stateof-the-art stadium that was promised the ballot literatureEven the most basic
scrutinyof the proposalsevealedseverakshortcomings, yet the club chosaly to reflect
on Goodisod s  f saHighlightirgy its most obvious problemand headlining them as
reasons to pursue a new stadium in Kirklbgmpletely gnoring the many potential
solutionsand real opportunitieat the current site arar elsewhere. My feelings are that
GoodisonParkalso represents a great opportuntitypreserve what is iconic and agalue
in a way that canndie readilyachieved elsghere Ultimately deliveringsomething that
would literally be uniquein the world offootball stadium architectureand a direct
evolution of what GoodisoRarkrepresents

To qualify this statemenit would perhaps be beneficialfiostly reference isnilar historic
stadia elsewherainceit is important to put into context the issues thatne athe club
strivedso diligentlyto highlight as reason to move to Kirklyeforeattempting taaddress
thoseissues specific to the current stadium. Theofelhg images show some comparable
views atWrig ley field andFenwayin the USA, homes for the Chica@ubs andBoston
Red Sox respectively:
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Figure 1. Wrigley field Chicago
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Figure 2. Fenway, Boston

Anything look familiar? The Parallels with theurrentplight and qualities of Goodison
— : Park aretoo numerous and extend beyond the
.42 obvious obstructed view issue shown in the images
above. These famous old arenas survived the mass
migration ofUS stadia ¢ outof-town sites inthe
60s8 0 6 s. T h efienheralded as thewvay
forward, warts and all, asearly all those
shortlived outof-t o wn A-€Cobkeereo stadi
have failed and are being demolished in the rush
to relocate back downtowrio the heartof the
communities thatraditionallysupportthese clubs

Figur 3. Fenway's wooden eats ' The tight seating rows and intimacy afforded by
overlapping tiers is also being largely replicated
the new generation of retdadia in the US( Lef t : FenwayodAny wooden

suggestion bknocking these ament structures down hdseen met by the proverbial
Alynch-mobdreaction and thatevenincludes many fans of other clulwko havewitnessed

the mistake of the otdf-town experiment first hand. These are considered national
sporting teasuresn the US andareheld in reverence abe greatest examples of their
genre....... all in the home sbme ofthe most advanced stadia in the world.
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Importantly, hat attachment is
not just anemotional one. The
scale cross sectional models
shownhete (fig 4) are of Fenway
(front) and its onceproposed
replacementvhich wasmodelled

) on the Coors field, Denver. Fan
groupsmade the valid argument
that for the sacrifice of some

~ obstructed views in the lower tier,
the high-paying patrons of the

| upper tier held far superior seats
than those proposed at the new
venue with a marked reduction

Figure 4. Stadium crosssection comparison in footprint and construction

requirement. Highlighting very
clearlythe potential folly oome aspects of modern stadium design crjtenid relocation
The rew owners recognised this and all the other qualities of their existing historic stadium
and have sought only tetain ancenhancehose valued features.

Goodi sonbds ol d s tuaitesand aperressisgbbeingadfelredtolwviths e g
similar sentiment bysports and Achitecturalwriters and commentatorsheiGrand Old

Ladyo being 4sidedcan have all tacharacteof theselarge American baseball stadiaut

with modernity combined. No oth@&ritish stadium has the historic fabrio buildonto in

this way.

OBSTRUCTED/RESTRICTED VIEWS

Mysteriously, Goodison's obstructed views grewsbyeral hundred percent at the time of

the Kirkby proposals(l half expected to sazensnore roof spports insertedsuch was

the rapid increase). In agl fact the clulonly confirmed whamostof usalready knew....

the method for classification of obstructed views had been fundamentally flawed for
decades. rememberponderingif the club thenplamed to revisetheir pricing policy

accordingly, orwas that honesty only promgd by the ulterior motive thatvas

fiDestinationKi r k?Ay acomparison isinterestingtaeada not her c¢cl ubés ass
of their restricted views:

fiDid you know that any seat at Craven Cottage where the goal mouth is obscure dbya
fixed structure is classified as a 'restricted view' seat?

Did you also know that, like many other stadiums in the world, the Cottage has lots of

roof - supporting poles, and therefore lots of 'restricted view' seats - morethan 1500 in
fact!

What yo u probably didn't know is that the view from the vast majority of these seats is
excellent. As you can see from the pictures below or from our restricted view seat

interactive page , only a very small part of the pitch is obscured, and in many cases the
view from some of the restricted view seats could be considered superior to 'full view'
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seats in the corners of the ground.

Due to their classification these are the last seats in the ground to sell, and in fact, we
normally have a few restricted view seats available to buy on the day of the game, even
for the biggest games of the season!

NOT ONLY DO YOU GET A GREAT VIEW FROM THESE SEATS, BUT THEY'RE ALSO
CHEAPER THAN FULL VIEW SEATS SO THE COST OF YOUR FIRST PIE OR BEER IS
ALMOST COVERED!

Sodon'tbeputo ffifyouseethe"SOLD OUT - EXCEPT FOR RESTRICTED VIEW SEATS"
sign put up. This means you still have the opportunity to buy some great seats and be

part of the incredible atmosphere that only a packed Craven Cottage can give.

Don't let the 2% stop you fr om seeing the other 98%! 0

Much of the above applies to Goodisdn reality the solution to the vast majority of
obstructed viewsould besimplg and relatively cheajf a completely differenapproach
wasadoptedIn simple termshere are over 3k obsirted seatéseats with a goal obscured),
and probably 3 times thaumber intotal in terms of seats with any part of the pitch
obscured The important thing to consider straight away is th&btL upper tier
obstructions can be completely eradicated byooding of the existing standsand this
alone wouldbe transformational arfthlve that totalThe only remaining seats affected by
support stanchions would libe rearmost rows of the mainstaadarge proportion of the
Lower Bullens, and the rearmasiws of the loweGwladys street. In total, a very much
smaller proportion of the overalhew capacity. Solutions catmenbe found to reduce the
number of obstructed seatsalhtheseareas if requiredand tooffset anycapacitylossesby
addng significant capacity elsewhere.

Just to show thathstructed views are not solely the vestige of old stands, here are a few
examples of some modern stadia with horrenadossructedsiews.

Fig.5 Lucas Oil Field, 2 columns for
the price of one.
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Above: Fig 6. Hannover 96
Below: Fig 7. The cheap seats at Bw York YankeesStadium (cost $1bn)

1
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Are there many comparable views at Goodi son
Lucas Oil Field, Hanover 9606s recently ref
Yankees 0-expensive tefrotstadiumérefore,is it too much to ask if we can

tolerate some obstructed views to preserve our history, and at the same time offer a small
number of very cheafor even freejickets for those currently priced out of footl?all

L

GOODISON PARK

So, if we now conder each stad individually, and then collectively:

THE BULLENS ROAD STAND (1926)
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Fig 8. Bullens XSection

The Lower Bullenscould be reprofiled to join the paddock as a continuous terrace stand
extending back only as far as the second row of colufwite no seats behind these
columng. Thiswould reduce the obstructed views in thiiand byupto2/3rds, completely
eradicating the very wotsseats in the rearmost rowseeFig.9 below). It could also
improve circulation at the rear of this stand wailog aditional toilets and concessisn
serving this lower ared he slightly increased rakalsoimproving cvalues in this lower

tier. This was costed by the club in the Johmem, and was approximately.5m(c.199§,

and is exactly the samerstrudion process as useah the lower Gwladys street stand
when it wa transformed into a seated terratandi n t he .earl 'y 9006s
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Fig 9. Re-profiled Lower Bullens (green seats are replaced bthose shown inwhite.)

The viewing status of thismodified lower tier would be comparabl@&hough slightly
superiorin c-value term}to the lower Gwladys streets abasic traditionaterracestand
and would be priced accordinglPestination Kirkbywas regularly soldo usas a solution

to the perceived limite¢premierbseaing capacity at GP, but should alsde remembered
that there isa much largerpotentialdemand for cheaper sedts thosefans currently
pricedout of footbal] and tlese old lower tiers adéerally a readymade solution. Much
has been mad# the defficiencies of the lower Bullens by the club, which considering it
relaively small capacity hardly aéd great impetus to DK, however, just limiting the
stand's depths shown abowill address most of those issuasahy casgis thisreallyso
bad:

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=0xIT036NyW I&feature=related

My feelings are that thisimple exampléllustratesthe character and culture of our

traditional terrace stah Something often completely devoidraanynew stadiawhere
uniformity and even sterility have beconie order of the daysoodisonParks t r ade mar kK
wasalwaysthat itoffered the opportunytto experience the spectacle fromanydifferent
perspectivesndangleswith standing and seatirgn all four sides of the stadium


http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=oxIT036NyWI&feature=related
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Lower Bullens as an Executive stand?Alternatively, the complete replament of this
lower stand with exec boxes servilg5 rows d seats in front with spacious
lounges/boxs under the cover of the upper tigsee below)

Fig 10. New Lower Bullens Exec tier (seats shown green replaced by those in white)

No new seatswould be actuallylocated behind pillars, andthe existingpath at rear of paddock
displaced by Exec seatsral vomitories arranged around upper tied support columns as shown
below:

Fig 11 Lower Bullens/Paddock plan View, showingiew
vomitories arranged around support columns.
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Inserting an Executive tia beneath Upper Bullens and extending Paddock: Fig. 12

E\(lgrm‘& PBultens WITH New EXec. TIER
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Fig. 12a: Perspective vievof Bullens Rd Standwith Exec deck beneath an extended
upper tier. (Inset Fig 12b: Existing Bullens)
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These optionswvould all at least give the impression of preseg the ovefdappingformat

of the traditional doublelecker, andvith the extension and reoofing of the upper tier
would completelyor substantiallyeradicate obstructions on this side altogetiwile at
the same time preserviggn i ncr easi ngly rare ex.ampl e

Such modificationswould have to be cordered very carefully, so as ntw change the
stand'proportiongcharactetoo much(at which point the reason for preservatiorither
lost or overly diluted)with glazed execboxesset back andhconspicuous, hidden beneath
the upper tigracting primarily as lounges rather thactualviewing areasMuch of the
internal sructuralfeaturesvould bepreservedaddingvalue andnaintairing the character
of these areasgainin a waythat could not beeadilyrecreated elsewhere

Advantages: Relatively cheap solutionswlving obstructed view problem the lower
stand, wiile providingquality exec box/lounge area on this safehe stadium.
Disadvantage: Quite low vantage point for corporatess€zpacityDrop of over 2,000
seatson the lower tier will limit any new total capacigginon this side

UPPER BULLENS STAND

As with the Fenway example hile continually highlighting the effect of a few pillars on
the lower Bulens the clubwascompletely ignoringhe factthat the views afforded to the
upper tier by their existance diterally amongst the best at any gnalin the premiership.
Furthersignificantadditional capacity can be added to the upper Bullehsre modern
sightline standards can be met with an extension of the current upperte@yows as
shown below

Fig 13. Extended upper tier. Note &isting roof shown in grey (Roof Truss not shown)

of
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This represents a very modest footprint expansion, only marginally larger than just the
currentexternalroadvay itself. In the past ity-plannershave stated that theyereceptive

to such an expansionjtiv substantially less disturbance fadiorlocal residentghan that

with the Kirkby poposal, not to mention the inordirely superior public transport,
accessibilityand proximity to the most densely populatedac@ennt r at i on of
fan-baseatthe current location

By extending the currenippertier at a rake of 385°, thesenew rowswould all be good to
very highquality viewing rows, with goo€-values and more importantly both excellent
viewing angles and distances (seesfigg&16). The esult of thee relatively minor
modifications is a significantly improved stand, in essence creating 4 3é#000seat
standeffectively for the cost of just 6,008ew seats. All the time preserving tkey
historical featuresnd character of the orial structure.... fiDeal of the centuy s o me
might even saylhe concourse argsaerving the upper tier will increase by several hundred
percentwhethera singe or 2 floor format isadopted The existing Upper Bullensauld
have itswoodentreads/risergsteps)eplaced to give more leg rogmcreasing the value

of these seats upto premier seat cl@ks. entire centre section thfe front 1315 rows by
say80-120 seatswide (total of: 800-1,800 premier seatspuldform a newclub section,
served byts own lounge in the extended concourse belseé fig.17) Again offering
superior andar more numerous high quality views than at Kirkisnich by comparison
wererelatively low and distant from the pitclA similar though far more mblematic
redevelpment wasachieved at Ibrok MainstandGlasgow Rangers)

vty st PasyTecont |y va  SUTY S

e i - syt Sen et X v VR,

Fig 14. Ibrox mainstand with new upper tier

t
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Fig 15. New uppertier with new Exec tier inserted.

In the case of the Bullens Rd statttk expansion woullde achieved behind the current
structure as opposed to above and througtsiat Ibrox This greatly reducesonstruction
complexity andthereforethe ensuingcost alsa It simultaneously adds considerable
A b ad-tk o u space for supportini@cilities. The expansigin effect encasing the older
standand offering the opportunity for agw modern external facadad architectural
statementif considered desirable. Unlike sxal Leitch standslsewhergthe exteriorof
his Goodison designs are maastere and functionalatherthan decorative oiconic.
Therefore there would be no ptelm in maskingthe current exteriowith new modern
facades or indeed retrd.eitch brickwork frontagesThe extension couldlso be of a
modular format, able to stand alone if future legislatiostructural issuasecessitatethe
comgete redevelopmenobf this side (although contrary to popular beljeho such
legislationexists or is anticipatedas the current structure is ovamgineered and soid
Then any future removal of the sking upper tier could lead teplacemetitiers as shown

(Fig. 15.

There are several approaches that can yield additional capacity and facilities on this side
and preserve the existing starihe following Sketch showing howhé roof can be
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supported from behind, with substantially extended concourse areas on 3 Adsels.
allowing new lounge space to sethe premium seated sections of the upper Bubiansd
The original stand reprofiled withnewcomposite treads and risers to give more legroom.
If Exec boxes are required on this side they can be readily acconad@ddhe rear of the
new upper tier within the roof support structuree 12m dimension showing roughly the
width of the existing road from the existing building limad the minimum incursion on
the surrounding area. The current road would still bedufr externalpedestrian
circulation with people under cover.
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Fig 16. Extended Bullens Rd stand Cross section.

Aninternalperspectiveview fromtheP ar k e nd i s IBustratwgthe éffectod w é .
expanding the upper tier into a far moreéstantial structurélhe upper tier capacity could
be more than doubledavith concourse area increased by 50%. The paddock and
lower Bullens consolidated into a single terratand with the loss of the pathwapd
again with a seard-fold increasen concourse space.
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Fig 17. Extended Upper Bullens viewed from Park end

New flexible premium Lounge area, expandable to meet demand on this side.
Advantage: Simple extension, Low cost, Conserved Classic Leitch stand, Improved
Concourses and Loungepeeity.

DisadvantagesStill obstructed views in the lower tier (though reduced), only limited
capacity increase due to minimumv@lue requirements limiting size of extenstorjust

15-20 new rows

WHOLE NEW UPPER BULLENS

Alternatively, the upper tiezan be replaced completely as a new single upper tier set back
slightly to join more seamlessly withe upper Gwladys Street stand creatingraiouous
doubledeckeron these two side$his would be completed in two phases whereby the rear
section anchew roof is builtbehind the existing stand (Shown shaded below). Allowing
the existingupperstand to be removed and the near section afhe newstand to be used

and later extended forward (shown in black) to complete a whole new upper tier
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Fig 18. New Upper Bullens Rd Stand Cross Section.

AdvantagesMuch of the bottom tiemternals areconserved such as internal structural
elements etc; The lower tiaould also becomeompletely unobstructed as thexnepper
deck is cantilevered frortihe nev-build behind; Capacity camsobe added on thiewer

tier, to furtheradd to the total, and offer the additional benefit of allowing the whole away
allocation to be housed on tlaeelevelif necessaryThe slightly awkvard corner section

is replaceddr a more seamless one.

Disadvantage: Loss ofHdistoric stand, (although the Leitch balcony front can be reused)
Greater cost due to removal of old upper,terdthe additionakonstructioncost ofits
replacement.

TWO NEW UPPER TIERS (sandwiching aow of exec boxes

As shown belowFigs 19&20) with a premium tierdedicated Lounge area and Executive
boxes to create a tripldecker configuration on this side.

AdvantagesRealignment of upper tier offeggreaterpotental capacity increasen this
side. High Quality premium seating@ superiobox positioning.

Disadvantage: Loss of historic standcrieased cost due to partial demolition, additional
construction andomplexity.Larger footprint requirement.
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Above: Fig 19. Cross section of new twdiered Bullens Rd Stand Extension

Below: Fig 20. Perspective view:Bullens Rd Stand looking towards Gwladg St End (Also shown
extended)
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The Gwladys Street Stand.

Fig 21. Gwladys Street Stand

As shown above (fig 91 the UpperGwladys street stand also has 2 rows of support
columns, but this later example béitch's work has less suppaqrésd being arnd stand
alsohas a narrower viewing range generallpefiefore the removal of $ti the back 5
rows would probablye sufficient to reduce the number of obstructed seatthis stand
dramatically especiallythosebackrows with limited vertical views

However, n seekinga solution to thebstructeeview problems at this end shouldalso

be nded that many fans in this lower tiprefer the atmosphere at the reathid former
terraceunder the upper stanand are noasconcerned by obstctions.As with the lower
Bullens a much fairer pricing strategy would see the remaining obstructed views as
saleable seats. Giving thearlow nominal price (as satathe daywvhen all others sold)
would see many of thosanscurrently pricedout of going the matcghbeing able to attend.

The aldition of a new roof structuréossiblyincluding 6 S k y b)avaukd srédicateall
the upper stand obstructionsinifying the rooflinewith the other sidesand provide

0 b e kheg d a | dclukesgatcapacity.Opening up the upper tier by removing all the
supports would also greatly increase the attractiveness of this (Gaefig.214).
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Fig 21a New Gwladys Street stand with 'Skylexes' built into roof-truss.

The 6Skyb deahuifidto theaaofltrdss arcive 23 rows of seatingvith glazed
boxes at their rear, similar this exampléelow.

Fig 22. New Hoffenheim Stadium, featuring 'skyboxes'.
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Alternatively, the Guadys Street can be added to in a similar waledBullens Rd Stand,

but will require a footprint expansion at this end to free up sufficient space. Again this
could take the format of: (a) a simple extensibthe existing upper tier. (b) Aeparate
whol e new upper standéeée or ( cujrentdoublddckerd t i
structure.The shallower stand geometaflows a larger upper tier to be added to the
existing stand. See sketch below.
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J!,v_, L W incicao 0 s

Fig 23. Extended Gwladys Street Upper Stand.

A 20-30 Row extension at the rear of the Upper Gwladys Street Stand would equate to an
additional 46,000 seats at this end. The Roof would probably need to be supported by a
goalpost trusdue to the close proximity of the streets beh{&thownin perspetive view

of the corner with the mainstand. Seesfa§ & 27). The Clearance of the houdeshind

would be minimal(approx. 25 housesgndwould also improve circulation at this end
which can be&ongeste@venat current capacity level§he traditionahome end would be
greatly enhanced with a total capacity of18100Q andthe majoritynowin the upper tier,
gaining maximum acoustic effect beneath a large expanse offtagfgreatly improving

the atmospheric quality dhe home of our most vocifens fans. The extension also
increases conewse area by a minimum of@0%. This woulde sufficient tohouse a
supportersclub type lounge at the back of the existing upper staich would also be
re-profiled removing wooden treadsgddng legroom ad valuein this section.
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THE MAINSTAND (Goodison Rd side)

If the Mainstand has one redeeming feature, it is its sheer impressivelsdalens of
obstructions thevorst affected area in tidainstand is at the church end of this stand
(shownbelow) TheTop Bal®mny's support columns agelite numerouscombining with
the two front roof supports to creatgeveral multipleobstructed viewgseats with more
than one column obstructing view of the pitelhthe rear of this stand.

__~p=3Y 1
Fig 24. Mainstand viewedfrom Lower Gwladys St stand.

This would be greatly eleviated by thienpleremoval of tle stand's 2 front roof supports,
which instantly frees the Top Balcorand the whole front section of the mainstand
(includi ng t,lamnlodhgersectopsd ALD abstroctoxsHowever, a dual
solution cauld involvethe improved utilisation of thisavernouspacebetween tiersby
inserting a minitier beneath the Topalcony to form a new executi®x facility, more
numerous and more suitably situatechtkize currend | & atdxeson this side
Theseatsshown in greetbeing lost
but replaced in part by 4 newws

of exec quality seats in theawn
dedicatedtier, plus 4 newows at
the front of the mainstand
continuing along its full length, plus
possibly reinstatement of aulf
enclosure stand should the existing
boxes now be replaced by there
substantial executive balcoaypove
(Fig.25). This relatively simple
addition alone would create 3@10
exec boxes and could be
- supplimented by corner towees
Fig 25. New Exec tier under Top Balcony shown below
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Fig 26.Mainstand/Gwladys St Corner section vith corner Exec towerand skyboxes:

AN

‘.

Or with a simple extended Upper Gwladys street standrig 27.
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Fig 28. The Leitch Mainstand (built 1909)

The Old Mainstangreceded the currestructure,complete with Gable centygiece on

the roof. Perhaps if the heritage angle is pursued, the Gable could be reinstated on a new or
modified roof as She#ld Wednesday have done with theafurbished1913 Leitch
Mainstand (A full summary of Sheffield Weds £22m redevelopment plans can be found
on: http://news.bbc.co.uk/1/hi/england/south_yorkshire/820947p.stm

K \\““\ —

Fig29. Sheff . Wedso6 refur bi sewRafahdgabke.c h
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MAINSTAND RETRO LEITCH ROOF CONVERSION.

D00 wiT

TG car LEwTCH

Ex\aTi~ O (DG‘P
= PlariED FReM NEW +ow&E

z 1 TeH
K N pesse + BACKL-TIES . LEFLILA LEL

/ Cine\e
D

¢ Hurkey

S

MANS BT FRemT NIEW.

5WWGNC,4 N Ews QOQ‘F .S\JP{GQ":
‘A' TRAMETOWE-RS.

Fig 31. Mainstand with front r oof supports removed and backstays supporting
existing seamentedoof truss With Replica Leitch Gable on the centreline.
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THE PARK END STAND

B

Fig 32. Existing Park End stand (1994)

Substantial dditional capacity is readily achieveable behind the currentdtatkeither by
virtue of enlarging th existing structurésingle or two tiefformai) or rephcing it with a
completely new stand he space is availablethin club boundariesand literally any size
stand can be realised at this end, which may make it the obvious starting point.

Fig 33. Extended Park End stand (existing seats shown in blue)

The crosssection above shows hayp to 45 rows can be added to the rear of the existing
stand to form avastsingle tierstand with all new rows offering good-calue sightlines.

As well as the obvious substantial increase in capacityeved, thergvould also be a
severalfold increase in concoursearea offering the opportunity for larger
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lounges/multi-useareasThesecould be utilised by club and hotel as conference/exhibition
areas, and could also greatly increase presgating provision at th end. The current
captainbds t abl dorihstancaald bermereabed substantighith new
lounge capacity easilpcaoommodatedn new floor spacéeneath the stand

Fig 34. Extended Parkend Plan view showing corner section link wittan extended upper Bullens.

Theplanview aboveshows how the singlger end stand can be cranked around the corner
andblended into aextended uppeBullens using a simplatraight corner sectiodgspite

the different rake anglesThis will reflect he similarly cranked corner section aet
Gwladys StBBullensRd corner. Alternatively, a segmented curved corner section could be
used to @rn the corner although thi®ald be slightly more expensive due to increased
structural complexity.

Having sucha vast singldier end stand could be transformational for Goodison Park,

altering the focal point of the whole stadium. It would be laeget physically tallethan

Anfi &bgpgodbgrandst and, an dsfamous SBouth kribune ($ee figDor t mu
35). For the first time ever it would give Evertonians a very large unified sireyied

stand that would help sustain and even encourage a great atmosphere in a way that the
existing configurations cannot.
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Utilising the corner for an Exec box tower to add both new exec facilities and corner truss
supports for the new mainstand and Park End roof structures. This view shoasié&ww
larger Park End Stand woutdmplement the scale of the Mainstand side.

As a historical footnote,

60th goal was achieved at
this end of the groundn
s 1928 (see Fig. 3y What

.4 could ke a more fitting
tribute than to namex new
mammoth Pardend: The
Dixie Dean grandtand®
The biggest singleier end
™ stand in the country to
match his status, and a great

Fig 37. Dixie's 60th (1928) ne;/]v platform for generating ;
the same fAnGoodi

that met his legerady achievement on that fatefddy. Furthermorewe midt also ask:
what would be more appropriate than to preserve the backdrop to that ighagg
continuity and connection with the pést all future generations of Evertonians

s

Fig 38. The same backdrop almost 9§ears on.

Di xi eds | andmar k

son

I



Stadium Redevelopent Ideas

T. Hughes

TWO-TIER PARK END STAND
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Alternatively, the Traditionalists might prefer to see the Park End reinstated in a two tier
format to recreate a stadium that has been ntigition all sides for most of its history. A
new upper tier can be built behind the existing stand. The bulk ofetiestand andoof

built during the season with the overhanging section installed during close season. Se

below.

EXISTING
B ewt

'/:}Fb"—mi—d_kﬁ .
CuReEnT PARK E~ND STAND. ExTEnpes [

oy o

crrfoCATE

~—C OFECE.
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Note: Leitchtype roof Truss
Supported by back ties or
Transverse Truss
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Exisring || CoRrbeaTe Avcs

R

.
2wt (Twe -TIERS),

Fig 39. Existing Park-End Stand with New Upper Tier

Advantages: Two tier format enables tbemparatively simplenclusion of midlevel
Exeautive boxes which would doublgp as an opportunity tliink those facilities(boxes
convertible to rooms and lounges/catering faciliigth a Hotel at the rear of i stand.
Overlapping format tings the upper section closer to the piiafproving vieving
distancesand also offerepportunity for mixed price range across both tiers
Disadvantage: Slightly more exgawe option, less unity than a singier.

Capacity increase-8,000
Cost:£1325m (Dependenbn capacity and facilities included)
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BULLENS/PARK -END CORNER SECTION

TOOSON AN

ExtTe~npep UFFER
BULLENS CORNER SECTIoN.

FADMC;;/

Lowae Bullbnrs Exi1STING PARK-END
(st~ere-tiee Teeeace STANTS)

Fig 40. Extended Upper Bullens with corner section and Two Tier Park End Stand

A simple cranked corner section (shown above) extending the Bullens Rd Stand at the
corner with the Park End can link these stands quite efédgt and povide significant

new capacity in this undertilised areaat the same time allowing larger away allocations
(Cup games) to be readily housed in the corner without the need to displace Evertonians
from their regular seatsn the Bullens side.

Similarly, if the Bullens was remodelled into &i8r stand(See Figsl9 & 41), then the
Upper Parkend Standcould form a continuous upper tiearound both of these sides
allowing for some economies of scale and structural repetition on both.stands

Ultimately, this could eventually be extended around the Gwladys St Stand too, to form a
complete wrap aroungorseshoe on 3 sides if a footprint expansion is possible.
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EXISTINCG/ LOoOwWwER Ruiitns

EXISTING PARK END -STAHD
AND Pappocie REPROEILED.

WITH NEw UFPPE€ HEZL.

Fig 41 Triple-Tier Bullens with Corner section Joining 2Tier Park End Stand.

Again, a simple crankecbrner section continuindpe twonewB u | | uppesieds would
add signifi@nt new capacity, and kn#eamlessly into a Twdiered Park End Stand
allowing the redevelopment to sweep around both these sides in anigad dan.
Furthermore, this type oftwo-sided development would represent a complete
transformation of these sides, and given the less constrained ,foaulat easily realise a
15,000+ net capacity increase on these two sides a{@o&al Capacity 54,0066,000)
Leaving scopéor further expansion on the other sidgeshe futureif required.
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THREE NEW STANDS

At the other end of the redevelopment spectrarwhole new Park i€l doubledecker

stard could be built that would turn the corrrectly into anew Bullens stand, as shown
below, and then mirrored at the Gwladys Street End with a slightly displaced pitch to free
up sufficient spacerhis 3 New Stand Scheme can be found at:
http://toffeeweb.com/club/goodison/Redeveloped Goodison Park.pdf

Above: Fig 42 Park End double-decker stand from a previous scheme.

Below: Fig 43. Plan View of 3 New Tier ScheméShowing displaced pitch)



http://toffeeweb.com/club/goodison/Redeveloped_Goodison_Park.pdf
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EXAMPLES OF SIMILAR STADIUM EXTENSIO NS (UK)

There are numerous examples of simikngletier stand extensionsand corner
developmentsbut oneup-to-dateexampleof similar configurationis that proposed for

Shefi el d Utdbés Kop stan
is to be extended by over 3,200 to

make itbigget han Anfi el dés |
With a corner business enterprise
developmentand Hotelas part of

the schemeAlso, thenew corner

section, now complete. (below)

Fig 44. Sheffield Utd's Kop Extension.
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Fig 45. Corner extension.

Extendingin this way can be caiderably cheaper than building whole netands of
equivalent capacityCARDIFF CITY FC recently extended above and behind the Ninian
Stand to add 5,000 seats including a corporate level and boxes for just Appmax(
£2.4k per seat)
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Fig 46 Cardiff City Ninian Stand Extension.

(=g -

-
—

Fig 47.Ninian Stand. Construction of the new upper tier atrear of the existing stand.
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When Cardiff reached the Premier League, they soon found that theifetdraisdilled

their new stadium for every match. Therefore, the club elected to expand their cpacity
accommodate the increased demand, and to add additional corporate facilities. As can be
seen in the previous images, a relatively small footprint expansion on the Ninian Stand side
has yielded 5,000 new seats, and space for 30+ boxes and supportiggsjoand
represents a significant upgrade.

WOLVES

The Stan Cullis Stan(ee fig 48 abovg at WOLVERHAMPTON WANDERERS FC

is the first phase a redevelopment plan which wélventually see 3 si$ of the stadium

remodelled tagive anincreasd total capacity of38k. This first phase cost £18m for 7,700

new seats over 2 tiers. An average cost of ap@@%k per seat. Currently only the first

phase is completed, with the plans on hold while \&®kre still in the lower leaguddis

is the second time that the club have embarked on a major rebuild, having remodelled all
four sides by the 906s. Un fecalreadycrampeeé dng , t hey
too distanfrom the pitch. New ownerhad higher ambitions and having seen regular full

houses for their return to the premier league wanted toasereapacity to nearer 40,000,

with potential to increase it further in the future.

There are multiple examples of stadium expansions worigvngluding many of the

biggest clubs in football, and some of the most famous stadia. Such as: Nou Camp,
Bernabeu, San Siro, and sever al of the stad
(2006). However, | have chosen a few more local and recent gevehds to gauge costs.
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Viewing Angle and Viewing Distance:A Comparison.

There are severakvays of measuringyiewing performance other than the -gfioted
&-valued which is an indicator of the clarity of view of the near touch/djo@& only. For
instarce the encturvedstands athte old Wembley stadium had highvalues, well in
excess of minimum requirementowever few would considethese standas great
viewing areagor football Alternatively,by comparisorthe Top Balconyt Goodisorhas
quite lbw c-values for its rearmost rowsneaning views bthe near touchline can be
strained however no-one would deny thahis stand has far superior views of tipéch
than theold high cvalued Wembleyendstand. The reason for this apparent paradox is
that overall viewing perforntece is a combination of factors. For instance,
viewing-distancé is anotherimportant parameterand is seHexplanatory in that it is
simply the distance from spectator to the pitdfiewing-angléis anotherfactor, and is

the angle subtended at the vie@eeye between near and far touchlines, or more simply
the angle of the sigline to the near touchlinend importantly whencombined with
viewing-distance is represetitee of the size of imagehat the pitch presents to ¢h

S p e c t eyd. Dhese parameters are never mentioned irmaaysis of Goodison, and
ourold ground boasts some impseg figures in these respeatdth potentialto enhance
this further ando add similar quality to the existing structueessshownn the scheme
described aboveA basic comparison of crosgctions reveals a glagrdisparity in terms

of viewing-angle and viewinglistances betweemredevelope&oodison and the Kirkby
proposals As can be seen, on average spectators are considel@sy to the action at
Goodison ParKfig.50). The basic Kirkby profile shown below boasts no real overlapping
of tiers and this combined with poor utilisation of corner areas represents an inefficient use
of space.

Fig 49. Cross Section South stan{Kirkby), Note: no significant overhang of upper tier.
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Superimposing thigo scaleonto Crosssect i ons f or Goodi son
expanded structurédustrates the point quite clearly

L*

nstand continued down +o pitch lsval

Fig 50. Comparison: Kirkb cross-section superlmposed onemodelled mainstand crossection.

As can be seen from tiseale drawindFig.50), the uppermost row of the Top Balcony is
over 24 metres closer to the pitch (measured horizontally) for rougly the same vertical
elevationand number of rowgstand capacily This is a massiveand unnecessary
differencethat can onlybe detrimental to the matalay experienceSimilarly for the
comparison with the extended upper Bull@selow) which shows thathe rearmost row of
anextended Bullenstandis over 165m closer to the pitch. Importantly, this éscombined
reduction in stadium width of over 4Qnor more than half a pitewidth, clearly
demonstrating a glaring differencerglativeintimacy, which was the ageld criticism of

the US cookiecutter stadia of thé 0.8'se resultant benefits are tviold. The intimacy
preserves théear pitatmosphere that GP is famed for, and dramatically reduces the
volume of construction, reducing costs of new roof systems etc.
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Fig 51. Comparison: Kirkby cross-section supeimposed on extended Bullens Rd stand.
Note: exsting stand position(Grey roof-line).

Those i n uppeoctdrs aso enjoyse very real benefits ddrger viewing angles
than those proposed at Kirkby........ In simplest teforghe upper Bulles, Top Balcony,
mainstand and Upper Gwladys Stretite pitchand playersvould generallyappear far
larger to the spectator than for equivalel@vatedrows inany of DK's upper ties. The
viewing equivéent of swapping younew50" TV for a 32"model The direct comparsion
aboveexplains graphically the open emptiness experienced in sommaohgrnc-valueled
designs that can greatigtract from the atmosphetbe general intensity and intimaoy/
a traditional British stadium (or American Baseball atlium as shown previous)y
Conversty, Goodison Park haall these qualities in abundanaed isincreasinglyrevered
for it. The potentialincrease in upper tier capacity on the Bullens,sidd the large single
tier park endvould greatly enhancihe aoustic quality furtheby perching more people
directly under the rogofowering the thresholébr noise projectiofcrowd participationon
thosesides, thusensure an improved atmosphéweall games

Executive Provision:

At present the Executive boxqvision at Goodison is woefully inadequate, both in terms

of quality and quantity. The current boxes are poorly located as rdgardewing angle,

and exposure to the elements. New boxes can be far more elevataddititmal facilities
servingthemand t he ctuad elmd x 6id ealneared, with the e
Also, abasic analysis of DK'éor the rumoured WHIP proposed executive and premier

seating areas(the supposed real sellifgpint for relocation) exposes some serious

defficiencies you might not expect from a new stadikirstly there is theise of a tread
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depth of 0.84malmostthroughout the whole stadium, there is no additional space nor
viewing elevation afforded to the expensipeemier seatingreas of the stadiunthus
potentially limiting their addedvalue and attractivenes€ompare to what can be
achieved at GP (below)

CCNCcour s&

Fig 52. Comparison between Exec box positioning(Kirkby shown in purple)

As shownan exec tier beneath the Top Balcony would be over 10m ¢to#wes pitch and
almost 3m higher than that proposed in the Kirkby desigraning far superior viewing
distances and angleBhe relaive extravagance of using sulgrge treads throughothe
Kirkby designalso increase viewing distancesnd footprintunnecessanl It alsodid
little to mimic the traditional high densities tife more partisan sections a traditional
stadium Liverpool FC notedhis issue and ensured théten planningheir new Kopfor
instance itvould have absolute minimum treaepthsto maximisecapacity,intimacyand
therefore atmospherli@ that standThere wa no similar consideratioat DK with no
additional value or incentives create broagbricing range for different sections.
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PHASED REDEVELOPMENT

The table balw is a summary of some of the ideas illustrated above, broken down into

41

roughly-costed elements (based on similar projects elsewhere).tbta eedevelopment
scheme these elements would then form @stostruction phases sub-phases.

Stand Capacity Approx. | See Figs
change Cost
Lower Bullens (re-profiled tier) -1,500 £1.52m |9
Lower Bullens (Exec tier conversion) -2,500 £1-£2m | 10, 11
Lower Bullens (Inserted Exec. Tier) -1,500 to-2,000 12,12a
Lower Bullens (Extended Lower tier) +2,000 £2m 18, 19,20
Upper Bullens (Extended upper tier) +4,500 to 6,000| £1520m | 13,16,1740
Upper Bullens (New upper tier) +4,500 to 8,000 £2540m | 18
Upper Bullens (2new upper tiers) +4,500 t08,000 | £27-50m | 15,19,20,21
Park End (Extended singléier) +4,000 to 8,000| £10-25m | 33,34,36
Park End (Extended with 29 tier) +4,000 to 6,000 £1224m | 39,40,41
Park End (New 2 tier stand) +4,000 to 6,000| £24-30m | 42
Gwladys St (Skyboxes + new roof) +500 £3m5m | 21a,26
Gwladys St  (Extended Upper Stand) | +4,000 to 6)00 | £12-20m | 23,27
Mainstand  (New Roof, Exec tier) +500 including | £10-15m | 25,26,27
30-60boxes

As shown, edevelopment may take the fioof any number ofariations on these general themes.
| havecovered just a feworoadbrushoptionsbased on the current sied structuresOf
course the actual approach chosen would be dependenhmm various criteriaare
prioritised.These will then beefleced in a desigiorief that covershe required Capacity;
number of boxesnumber ofcorporate premiumor standardseatsandbudgettime-scale
for each phase

One example would be for instance iferitageled approach was preferreditivsaythe
Bullens Rd Stang@reserved andnhanced by extending the upper tier, anprodiling the
lowerinto a single terrace stant@ihis could cost approx. £48m, and adapprox.4,500
seats(6,000 new seats in the upper tier, 1,500 less bottom tier)

If the ParkEnd Stand was then extended as a large Stiegi&tand, addingp t08,000 to
the capaity at a cost of approx. £25m.

The Mainstandemodelled to add initially 40 boxes at a cost of approximatelylSig.
Gwladys Street reoofed with 20 sky boxes, cost approx-H8.
New total Capacity approxiately 50,00862,000, cost £5F0m.

Scale 2DCAD drawings existor most of the ideas featured in this article, @12 Models
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created for two different approachdde followingimages show external views of the
schemalescribed in the example abo¥e. statedthis is at the Conservationdétageend

of the RedevelopmenSpectrum, whereby practically all of th&igting structures are
retainedand enhanced by simpier-extensiong&nd new roofas described above.

Fig 53. Goodison Redevelopment, including Hotel/Conference/Exhibition developme
View: Towards Park End

The 3-D modelis generated from scale2 crosssections and site plans. The
external desigis generic andndicative only. However, itloes at least shoa
scale representation of eorner towerHotelOffice/residential devebpment
including parking over-3 levels inthe area that is currentlige car prk The line

of Goodison Rd is clearly showvith Spellow Lane in the bottom left corner. The
familiar angled facade of the existing mainstand is shown with new roof and
corne exec box and access tow&s. can be seen, quite a substantial development
is possible at this end of the existing stadium,l@idgwholly on clubland ould
effectively produce a much fullefinancial return as opposed tehe partial
retailresidental crossfunding at another suburban sitehich has in any case
long since been expases far from the lucrative finanggenerator originally
promised(approx £10m in real terms Kirkby). Conversely, anore central site
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could produce afar greatertotd enabling yield with potentially richer
developmenscope

Fig 54. View: Mainstand side with new external cladding, and corner exec box and access tower.

Fig 55. View: Corner of Bullens Rd and Walton Lane (Park End stand).



