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Date: 12 January 1999 

NORTH LANARKSHIRE COUNCIL 

REPORT 

Ref AM/KH 

Subject: 100 CINE 100 I 0: LEISURE SERVICES COMMITTEE F 

1. Introduction 

This report updates the current position in relation to the 100 Cine 100 Project. 

2. Background 

The report to Committee of 3 December 1997 regarding the current position with the 100 Cine 
100 project set out proposals for a revised brief for the project, in the form of an extension to 
Summerlee, following the failure of the 1996 bids for ERDF and Millennium Commission 
funding. 

Since that report the Department has been actively pursuing the other funding options set out in 
the above report, without success 

The last capital cost calculation in the project was 512m-t 

3. FundinP Sources 

ERDF - 
A decision on a new reduced application for ERDF funding was deferred by ERDF as match 
funding was not confirmed and the project was considered a new attraction not an extension to an 
existing one. 

Lotterv Funds 

The Heritage Lottery Fund has recently introduced new policies which make support for new 
museums a low priority. 

Ths means that in effect, there are now no substantial sources of external fundrng for developing the 100 
Cine 100 project. 

4. Future Options 

Given the funding position, the Council should now decide on the way forward for the project. The 
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options include that: 

0 The Council accepts that all reasonable avenues have been explored to realise the original 
concept and that these have been unsuccessful. If this course of action is followed, the Cinema 
Museum (Scotland) Ltd company could be wound up, and the current account of &200,000+ 
returned to the Council. 

0 The Council can fund the full project through the capital programme, although the rationale for 
providing sole fundmg for such a project would be unclear. 

0 Individual elements of the project could be progressed whch may also attract private sector 
sponsorship. TIus could include e.g., the provision of public access to Scottish Screen’s Scottish 
Film Archve, and this may also result in a location at another site, away from Summerlee 
Heritage Park. 

However, 

0 it is clear that the Council would be required to make substantial capital and revenue 
contributions if any element of &us project were to be progressed. 

0 a reduced project would have reduced interest and would be unlikely to form a major tourist 
attraction. 

any further development work will incur additional t e c h c a l  costs which will reduce the sum 
that may be returnable to the Council. 

0 The Councils justification for involving itself in a significantly reduced project would not be 
strong. 

5. Further Considerations 

The temporar): loan agreements with Scottish Screen and Bob Riddell-Black, by which their respective 
film and cinema collections have been in storage at Summerlee Heritage Park, have now expired. Unless 
there is a commitment from the Council to allocate major funding, these should now be returned to their 
respective owners. 

6. Recommendation 

It is recommended therefore that consideration now be given to: 

6.1 agreeing that there are now no external sources of funding available for a large scale project 

6.2 agreeing that a smaller scale project which would also have to be mainly funded by the Council, 
will not meet the objectives of the Council in terms of tourism or museum provision. 

6.3 confirming whether sufficient capital funds will be made available to progress the larger scale 
project. 

6.4 if capital programme funding is not made available, returning the film and linther collections 
stored at Summerlee Heritage Park to their respective owners. 




