
`  
c/o 5 Field House Gardens, Diss, Norfolk, IP22 4PH 

Tel: 01379 651898 Email: townclerk@eyesuffolk.org 
Town Clerk:  Roz Barnett 

Ian Ward 
Planning Services 
Mid Suffolk District Council, 131 High Street, 
Needham Market, Suffolk, 
IP6 8DL 
 
Tuesday, 10 November 2015 
 
Subject:  Consultation on Planning Application 3563/15 
 
Dear Mr Ward, 
 
An Extraordinary meeting of the Eye Town Council held on Wednesday 4th November 2015 
decided to object to planning application 3563/15. 
 
The Council’s detailed reasons for its objection are set out in the attached paper. That paper 
together with this covering letter constitutes the Council’s response to the consultation. 
 
Over the last year the Town Council has taken a constructive role in the development 
proposals for this site. This involvement has included chairing/participating in place-shaping 
meetings, supporting an exhibition run by Pegasus in December 2014, organising a public 
event in March 2015 attended by Pegasus and MSDC and a Saturday public information 
event supported by MSDC. In addition, members of the town Council have met with Pegasus 
sometimes in conjunction with MSDC officers. In summary, the Town Council has taken a 
very active and constructive role in the development of proposals that would have a 
dramatic impact on Eye, its people, services and surroundings. This single development 
represents a growth of some 30% in the population of the Town. 
 
The Town Council, and indeed many people in the Town, see development as necessary to 
ensure a sustainable future for Eye. The decision to object does not reflect a general 
opposition to development but arises specifically from the inadequacies of the application 
itself. 
 
These are some of the principal concerns leading to the Eye Town Council’s decision to 
object: 
 
The Eye Airfield Development Framework and the Planning Position Statement have not 
been subject to inspection and therefore do not have the authority assumed in the 
application; 
 



The application for outline planning permission was validated and the consultation process 
initiated prior to the Development Brief being adopted by MSDC. Indeed, the consultation 
period for the development brief concludes ten days after the planning consultation. The 
Town Council is being asked to consider an application where most matters are reserved 
and where there is no agreed Design Brief. The Town Council considers this process flawed. 
All of the place-shaping work and public consultation could be ignored and the actual 
development be materially different. This risk is compounded because the applicant is not 
the developer. The Town Council considers that MSDC must insist on a revised application 
with much greater level of detail.  
 
Despite the extent of the engagement with Pegasus and MSDC, no proposal for a care home 
was raised with the Town Council until the 25th September. There was no reference to a 
care home in the first draft of the Development Brief and there is only scant reference in the 
second draft and the planning application itself. No specific policy justification is presented 
neither is there any supporting data. This proposal is seen as unnecessary especially given 
the strong level of local supply. The proposed three storey structure is at odds with the 
policy of low rise structures and its proximity to, and possibly location within, the HSE 
exclusion zone render it unacceptable.  
The failure to consult at all on the care home proposal means that the consultation with the 
Town Council and local people has been inadequate; 
 
The present level of pressure on the local road system is obvious to all living and working in 
the area. There are particular concerns relating to the connections to the A140. It is not 
surprising that one of the principal concerns for local people is the additional pressure that 
will result from the proposed development. The assertion in the application that the 
development will not have a material impact on traffic particularly in respect of the A140 is 
not credible. We would be astonished if the County Council did not challenge this 
conclusion. The application itself records that the survey results are at odds with local 
experience. 
 
There are many concerns about the ability of local services to cope with population growth 
of the scale proposed. There has been no consultation with the Health Centre regarding 
impact and capacity and this is a particular concern.  
 
The attached document sets out further detail in support of the Town Council’s objection. 
 
Yours Sincerely 
 
 
 
Cllr Peter Gould 
Chair of Strategic Planning  
 
Roz Barnett 
Eye Town Clerk 


