
1 
 

Subscription Rooms Members Information Evening 23 November 2017 

Comments/questions at the meeting 

1. Did Ecotricity contact us or did we contact them. 

2. Why was the word subsidy used. 

3. All done so quickly to make the final decision – initially time was not taken thinking/discussing what the Sub Rooms did.  
Arts and Crafts should be included. 

4. How were the bids weighted. 

5. Both bids were below market value they have to be justified. 

6. What will happen in the foreseeable future about the Sub Rooms remaining a public building. 

7. Did the T&F group look at current outturn figure for 2016/17  

8. The finances were misleading due to incorrect figures.  

9. Why were specific questions not asked on the comments slip at the public information event on 18 November 

10. It was advised that the forecourt was discussed at the meeting of the T&F group in September. 

11. It was pointed out that there are other towns in the District. 

12. There was a question about the process of the report and decision through the Committee cycle 

 

Feedback from the meeting 

1. No freehold sale 
T&F should have had published notes and agendas 
Invest in community facilities 
Protect the forecourt 
Value the bids on the arts offer, not just the finance 
The service provision change needs to go to Community Services and Licensing 

2. The T&F group appear to have done the job it was tasked to do.  It is unfortunate that the bids submitted were so 
disappointing and didn’t fulfil ambitions for a good arts centre in public ownership, particularly given that there are so many 
talented and able artists and organisers in the town, some of whom seem to have come to the fore at the eleventh hour.  
Would prefer the building and forecourt to remain leasehold 
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3. The T&F group did the task it was asked to do.  There was no secrecy.  Opportunities for members were members 
questions and public question time for others 

4. The Task and Finish Group worked to the remit given.  It met objectives given to reduce the amount the district spends on 
Subs and retain a community and arts space 

5. I think the remit to the T&F was possibly narrow in its reference.  There is no value given to heritage.  I do not know how 
that can be quantified.  Evaluate the cultural offer if at all possible.  It comes to a credit on the income side that currently has 
not been given a number 

6. The T&F group recommendation seems well measured given the situation.  They have done a good job and produced the 
right recommendation. 

7. I think there is a disconnect between what the T&F group has reported on and the news items published by Stroud District 
Council news reports.  For example on 4 April 2017 figures of £400,000 annual costs of running it, and subsequent news 
items mention over £400k running costs.  The actual figure of £270k is much below this. 

8. In view of discrepancy in financial figures hold the process and review criteria for T&F group and consider again.  Hold the 
decision on disposal until after S&R and CS&L have met.  If thought necessary take the decision to full council. 

9. How many councillors on the T&F group live in the town council wards.  Do those councillors who live outside the above 
wards care about the value of this community Stroud building 

 


