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The Planning Committee minutes held at 6:30 pm on Monday 15th March 2021 as a remote meeting 
using Zoom. 
 
1.0 Present: Cllr Berry (Chair) Cllr Walker, Cllr Evitt, Cllr Hudson, Cllr Brandon, Cllr Gibbs, Cllr O’Mard, Cllr 

Mann, Cllr Smith (19:05) , Cllr Henderson, co-opted member Gary Rowland. Town Clerk – Wendy 
Alcock Member of the Public – Richard Owen, Paul Abbott 

 
Cllr Berry welcomed everyone to the meeting and explained the process for public speaking and asked if 
anyone would like to speak to the committee.  Paul Abbott would be assisting Cllr Henderson on 9.3 
 
Richard Owen (RO) would like to speak on DC/21/00997 

 
2.0  Approval of Absence of Cllr Turner 

 
3.0  Members Declarations of Interests and Consideration of Requests for Dispensations 

None declared 
 

4.0 Declaration of lobbying  
None declared 
 

5.0 Site visits 
No site visits made. 
 

6.0 Public Participation 
 
RO spoke on DC/21/00997. 
 
He explained that the farm site had been in existence for 60 years and hasn’t increased in size in that 
time.  No complaints had been received in relation to operations during these 60 years.  The application 
is made for a breeder site. RO advised the committee that HGV traffic will be ¼ of the original 
application (DC/20/02052) and less than current activity.  The site is functional for 48 weeks per year 
only producing eggs. These will be transported 1-2 times a week only by a vehicle up to 18 tonnes.  The 
eggs go to a Kenninghall hatchery. 
 
Cllr Berry invited questions from the committee to RO 
 
Cllr Walker – If traffic is reduced by ¼ of the original application why is the traffic management plan is 
the same as in the original application.  RO – Confirmed that movements would be 336 vehicle 
movements per year for the new application and nearly 1500 pa for the previous one. 
 
Cllr Brandon – Asked what the current vehicle movements were, RO - broiler unit currently 500 vehicles 
per year, new application 336 includes all HGV vehicles. 
 
Cllr Gibbs – asked for clarification that all vehicles would be non-HGV.  RO – Confirmed that some would 
but the majority would be non-articulated up to 18 tonnes. 
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GR – asked if the numbers included two-way traffic.  RO – thought that it did. 
 
RO – stated that he has listened to views on original application, historically rearing chickens over the 
last 60 years, the new activity offers less traffic.  Concerned that if this application is not agreed this will 
have a severe impact on his business. 
 
Cllr Berry confirmed that ETC is pro-business but has to balance the business ambition to expand and 
develop with the impact on the wider community. This would be the intention of the later debate to 
deliver ETC’s consultee response. 
  
Meeting to be closed for public participation.  Formal Planning Agenda as follows: - 
 
9.3 Paddock House Garden update brought forward in the agenda to allow Cllr Henderson to speak and 
leave the meeting. 
 
Cllr Henderson – gave feedback and progress on the project. MSDC have asked for more details of the 
groups plans for the garden.  This is a community group working with Paul Abbott on ideas and designs 
for the garden. 
 
The drawing was shared with the committee.  Paul Abbott explained the detail of the drawing.  94 
square meters of new planting in the design.  The perimeter includes new railings and walls. 
 
Cllr Berry congratulated the group on the excellent design produced which will be a visual asset to the 
streetscape in Church Street.   
 
Proposed that this plan is submitted as a proposal to Full Council to MSDC planning as a provision for 
community space. 
 
The Clerk confirmed that this would only need to be reported to Full Council for information.   
 
GR asked if there was scope for an additional bench.  Agreed that this may be doable through 
sponsorship.   
 
Cllr Berry wished to thank Paul Abbott for his support with this project. 
 
Cllr Henderson and Paul Abbott left the meeting.  
  
7.0 To consider the following applications and appeals for recommendation by delegated decision to   
Town Council. 

 

24.02.2021 DC/21/00934 Co-Op Store Church 
St, Eye 

Erection of prefabricated outbuilding 17.03.2021 

GR – no change to the footprint.  Is there an opportunity to release the unused space for further parking?   
Cllr Berry agreed that the Co-Op could be approached outside of the planning process.  Cllr Walker as 
Mayor to discuss with the assistance of GR to make the unused space for temporary parking. 
 
Cllr Evitt believed that the intention is still to extend the building at some point, should ask for a 
temporary arrangement. 
 
Cllr Walker also commented that this proposal would replace the container currently used for storage 
and it may be worth a discussion to relocate this item to the cemetery. 
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Proposed no comment on this application. 
 
Proposed by Cllr Brandon, Seconded by Cllr Smith. All in favour. 
 

22.02.2021 DC/21/00997 Castle Hill Farm, 
Castle Hill, Eye 

Erection of 4 Poultry breeder sheds 
with capacity for up to 36,500 birds 
and ancillary development (re-
submission of DC/20/02052). 

25.03.2021 

Cllr Berry explained that HGV traffic is arguably the major issue in Eye at present.  There is a County 
Council Joint Traffic Group looking at these issues. This group includes representatives from SCC, MSDC 
and ETC with TOOOT (a citizens group). 
 
Cllr Brandon acknowledged RO’s explanation.  The new application as presented on the portal does not 
include the traffic figures as cited by RO in her opinion.  The Council can only make its’ decision based on 
the information given to them from MSDC as a consultee.  Concerned that additional traffic of any nature 
should not be encouraged. 
 
Cllr Walker agrees with Cllr Brandon.  The information given by RO is not represented or discernible in 
this summary form from the application. 
 
GR – concerned with the information validity against what has been presented to the application. 
 
Cllr Evitt – takes the applicants point of view on board.  Afraid it is at a time when HGVs are a serious 
problem in Eye and no additional vehicle movements cannot be agreed to until these issues are resolved.   
 
Cllr Brandon – while we would welcome a lower amount of traffic through Eye, we are currently working 
with others to add a further weight restriction to roads at pinch points in Eye. 
 
Cllr Hudson agreed with Cllr Brandon’s points, no objection to the business but concerned about 
additional vehicles which may come through Eye. 
 
Cllr Smith.  Feels that the details in the application does not show an increase because of the change in 
activity.  He would support this application. 
 
Cllr O’Mard – it is not demonstrated in the application what the volume of traffic is likely to be, it appears 
to be less than the previous application, but it is not clear what the numbers are so doesn’t feel that 
Council can make an unqualified decision. 
 
Cllr Berry – The HGV issue in Eye is probably the most important single issue in Eye at present, especially 
for town centre residents.  It is the view of councillor’s that the facts in front of them do not support the 
points RO has raised but it is possible with further that clarification councillors understanding of the 
reports could change.  Suggests that Cllr Brandon’s proposal to oppose the application be put to the vote 
but with the caveat that if substantive evidence can be produced by the applicant to support the 
statement that this application represents the level of decrease in HGV traffic from the previous 
application claimed and that there will be a reduction from current levels then ETC may reconsider its 
consultee response.  
 
Proposal to Full Council that is objects to this application.  The reasons for objection are stated in 
Appendix A. 
 
Proposed by Cllr Brandon, Seconded by Cllr Hudson 7 in favour 1 against this proposal. 
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05.03.2021 DC/21/01301 Conifer Cottage, 84 
Brome Ave, Eye 

Erection of 2 storage sheds 26.03.2021 

Proposed no comment on this application. 
 
Proposed by Cllr Walker seconded Cllr Mann All in favour 

  
8.0 Determinations and appeals to note received since last meeting. 
 

DC/20/05903 17 Magdalen St, Eye Planning application withdrawn. 

DC/21/00367 50 Church St, Eye Planning permission granted. 

DC/21/00603 6 Castleton Way, Eye Planning permission granted. 

DC/21/00804 Oak Tree House, Castleton Way, Eye Consent has been granted. 

 
 
Determinations noted by the Committee. 
 
9.0 To consider any other planning matters. 

 
9.1 Thorndon NP modification to Local Green Space policy THN 11  
 
ETC have a lot of common issues with Thorndon and should look to work more closely with them 
on common issues.  No comment on modification. 
 
9.2 Update on DC/21/00609 Land South of Eye Airfield and North of Castleton Way.  Delegated 

powers given to Planning Committee extension granted until 25.03.2021 for responses. 
 
Cllr Walker, Berry and District Councillor Gould had a meeting with Persimmon on 24th February 
arranged and chaired by MSDC.  The application is not in line with the outline permission in ETC’s 
view.  Awaiting an additional meeting with Persimmon to address concerns raised.  Comments 
on this application will be made by the 25th March with or without this meeting under the 
delegation to the planning committee from the February meeting.  A draft will be circulated to 
councillors prior to submission on the planning portal. 
 
Cllr Evitt commented that the original concept was totally different from the one which is now 
proposed.   
 
Cllr Smith – had looked at the original paperwork with the outline permission, which showed 
larger gardens and bigger drives.  Still has concerns about the drainage plans. 
 
Cllr Walker – original plan was for 280 houses for the whole site. From this the 2 phases 
delineated would correspond to 240 houses.  This application which is for Phase 1 is for 134 
houses on a smaller section of the site. Persimmon have reported that they only have an option 
to buy the second parcel of land.  Potentially they could not continue with the second phase or if 
they could would seek to develop to the same density which would leave the area ‘packed’ and 
with numbers far in excess of the Eye Neighbourhood Plan provision.  
 
Cllr Berry hoped that MSDC would hold out for better quality which would stem from numbers 
consistent with the Eye Neighbourhood Plan leading to lower densities with more garden space, 
more on-plot parking and a better built environment.  
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9.3 Paddock House Garden update. Taken and recorded earlier in meeting. 

 
Meeting closed at 19:30. 
 
10.0 Next meeting Monday 19th April @ 06:30 pm 
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Appendix A 
 
Application DC/21/00997 

The Planning Committee recommends that Eye Town Council objects to this application. 

For the reasons for this are: 

1. ETC objected to application DC/20/02052, applicable to this site, primarily on the grounds of the 

additional generation of HGV traffic. This position was reinforced by the presentation made to 

MSDC councilors on 6th January 2021. The transport plan submitted with this application is the 

same as for application 02052 and ETC can find no substantive statement in the application that 

traffic will be reduced from the levels it anticipated from reading application DC/20/02052. 

Therefore, ETC requests all points made to be considered as applicable to application 

DC/21/00997 and this objection but subject to section 5 below. 

 

2. Whilst the direction that all HGVs will take is not expressly stated the obvious route is through 
the centre of Eye, given the weight restriction in Thorndon. This impacts on over 100 homes 
constructed as close as 1.1 metres from the road with and will have a severe detrimental impact 
on the safety and quality of life for residents.  Any prospective out of hours transportation will 
disrupt sleep when large HGVs pass level to upstairs windows.  

 
3. There is no specific plan for the handling of poultry waste included in the documentation and the 

committee feel that this will generate further HGV movements which may not be addressed in 
the application. 

 
4. The incidence of HGV traffic passing through Eye is currently being addressed via a working 

group with the County Council. With weight restrictions already in place in Thorndon and no 
currently proposed changes to the road infrastructure, it would be illogical to do anything other 
than oppose this and future planning applications which are felt likely add to HGV traffic 
movements through Eye and increase the chances of conflict at pinch-points. This would remain 
so unless the applicant can demonstrate that HGV vehicle movements will in fact reduce from 
current levels should approval be given to an application. 

 
5. At its meeting, the committee noted from the oral presentation made by the applicant, Mr 

Owen, that it was submitted that the amount of HGV traffic generated from this application will 
be in the order of one quarter of what would have been the case under application 
DC/20/02052. It was also submitted that HGV movements would be no greater than they are 
from the current operation of the business and that they would probably decrease. This was not 
a conclusion that committee members were able to come to, based on their reading of the 
documents presented and the decision to oppose the application was taken on this basis.  
 
Councilors did agree that if substantive evidence could be offered to MSDC in the course of the 
application’s evaluation that these two points could be validated then ETC could be prepared to 
reconsider this objection. ETC therefore wishes to refer this exercise to MSDC as the decision 
maker for this application . 

 


