
At the Extraordinary meeting on the 6th February 2017, to discuss the 
proposed development of Snitterfield Sports Club, the Chair of the Parish 
Council asked the Sports Club, in relation to their request for a lease for the 
Wolverton Road Playing field, whether all other avenues had been 
exhausted.

A spokesman for the Sports Club stated that the proposal to build a new 
clubhouse on the playing field, along with car parking and new tennis courts, 
was the one only option.

Having conceded that the Proposal put forward to an open village meeting on
6th April 2016 and, subsequently, on the Sports Club’s website, was one of 
merit, on further analysis, it became apparent to me that the scheme was 
flawed, particularly, from the financial point of view.

I, firmly, believe there is another way.

It is unusual for someone to build on land they do not own, particularly, when 
they have sufficient land to carry out a development themselves.

An alternative plan for the Sports Club, based on the amalgamation of a 
sketch scheme produced for the Bowling Club by one of their members and 
the proposed plan for the housing development shown in the Proposal, would
be to provide 7 houses, rather than the 9 suggested in the Proposal and 
leave the existing tennis courts where they are. A new clubhouse would be 
built adjacent to the Bowling Green with the necessary car parking. Should 
funds allow, the existing pavilion on the playing field would be refurbished or 
demolished and rebuilt, with, of course, the approval of the Parish Council 
and leased to the Sports Club at a concessionary fee.

This option could be achieved by normal project management without the 
need for a developer, thereby, removing the 20% (£380000) markup from the 
scheme. The phased work would take some three years. 

I would hope that the Parish Council will take these comments into 
consideration when making their deliberations on the request from the Sports 
Club for a lease to build on the playing field.

A document, showing costings of an alternative plan and the possible phasing
of the project, is available.
 
It is apparent that on completion, there would be a substantial contingency 
should the houses not sell at their projected levels, or taxable profit if they do.


