
Minutes of a meeting of the Strategic Planning Committee 
Monday 7th December 2015 
Eye Town Hall 
 

In attendance: Cllrs Berry, Byles (item 1 only), Gleissberg, Evitt, Hooton, 

Gould, Mr P. Abbott (item 1 only), Mrs E. Govan (item 1 only). 

Apologies: Cllr N. Ford 

Town Hall 

The first item on the agenda concerned the Town Hall and the best way forward 

regarding its development. Members of ETHIC and Buildings Committee were 

invited to join this discussion 

The meeting reviewed the reasons for including an item on the development of Eye 

town hall within this agenda. It was agreed that the town hall should be considered 

as part of the town’s wider built environment and as our partnership working with 

MSDC and SCC developed the strategic planning group would become a key forum 

for e.g. seeking finance sources and linking the town hall to other developments 

proposed e.g. Paddock House 

PG summarised a growing feeling of confidence within the council, given progress 

on the town hall to date, (heating, sanding the floor, redecoration and maintenance 

works, foyer and lighting samples) which encouraged the unanimous endorsement 

by council in October to give consideration to the provision of enhanced facilities 

especially the ground floor WCs. 

Scope of the proposed upgrade was discussed in general terms with the feeling that 

the roof over the main hall would be difficult to fund if initial estimates of full 

replacement were accurate. This could be pursued in parallel with options for new 

WCs and improved access for disabled people which would form part of the scope. 

Delivery of this improvements would normally rest with ETHIC and it is open to 

ETHIC to take a lead on this delivery with assistance from other groups. The meeting 

agreed that a core group would be formed from ETHIC and the Buildings Group 

membership comprising PA,LG,CB and RB who would meet to set up delivery 

structures and identify roles and stakeholders. RB to organise.        

Action RB 

Post meeting note this has been agreed for 18.00 on 16th December in the main hall 

A QS would be needed to provide a costed options report. PA estimated that this 

could cost in the region of £2k and RB agreed this was realistic. AE stated that he 

could support use of ETHIC funds to provide this facility. Castons would be an option 

for use as they had provided cost information locally previously. 

It was also agreed that Anthony Edwards (EBL specialist) should be canvassed for 

availability to support Hucklesby Associates                                                                                                             

Action RB 



Options for support to draft a business case and prepare funding applications were 

also discussed. CB tabled the potential use of the town clerk. Other options 

considered were a ‘contingent funding’ specialist and buying in from alternative 

sources. Should services be sought using the clerk this would have to be considered 

within the context of existing duties. PG/RB to discuss with F&G                                                                                                                                                    

Action PG/RB 

 

Civil Emergency Plan – development and likely costs 

Cllr Gleissberg informed the Committee of the considerable progress being made 

toward a Civil Emergency Plan for Eye. Cllr Gleissberg has been working through 

the national template to ensure that the town has appropriate arrangements that 

mesh with the county and district-wide arrangements of the upper-tier councils and 

‘blue-light’ services. A draft plan will be presented to the ETC for approval in 2016. 

Cllr Gleissberg has been successful in obtaining some sponsorship to meet/mitigate 

costs falling on the ETC. The Chair thanked Cllr Gleissberg for his hard work. 

Update on Housing Development 

The Chair provided an oral update on the planning application for the housing 

development. It was noted that Pegasus had to re-submit the application due to a 

technical error and that this had delayed the MSDC processing of the application. It 

was anticipated that the application would not be formally determined until  February 

2016 at the earliest. The Design Brief was not likely to be adopted by MSDC as 

supplementary planning guidance as it was not sufficiently comprehensive. MSDC 

had advised the Chair that it was likely that Council would simply ‘endorse’ the 

Design Brief. The committee discussed its concern that this would weaken the 

enforceability of any conditions attached to the application. 

Update on Eye Partnership 

The Chair circulated a paper he had written and agreed with the CE of MSDC on re-

energising the EP. The committee discussed the imperative of securing the ongoing 

commitment of MSDC. 


