Amble Neighbourhood Plan
Community, Conservation & Heritage Subcommittee Draft Minutes
Monday 2" December 2024, 3.45pm at Dry Water Arts Centre, Wellwood St., Amble

Attendees: Luke McTaggart (LM) (CCH Chair, Policy Coordinator), Clir. lIvor Rackham
(IR), Frances Anderson (FA), Paula Turner (PT), Maureen Gibson (MG)

Abbreviations: SG — Steering Group, SC — Subcommittee, ATC — Amble Town Council,
AYP - Amble Youth Project, WHC — Warkworth Harbour Commissioners

Agenda |Notes/Decisions/Actions
Item

1. Introduction
Meeting began at 3:45pm
LM welcomed members to the meeting and explained the purposes of the
meeting, namely to turn our longlist of sites into a qualified shortlist for formal
assessment. LM briefly covered the different technical terms that were being
used and referred members to advice & guidance notes provided by NCC &
ATC.

2, Chairing
LM asked if anyone else wished to chair the meeting and as no one else
wished to members acclaimed LM to take the Chair.
Resolved: LM to Chair CCH Subcommittee

3. Apologies
Apologies were received from Richard Pope who it was hoped might have
been able to have been co-opted onto the subcommittee however he was
unable to attend.

4. Co-option
See item 3.

5. Declarations of interest
LM explained that the neighbourhood planning process could not be unduly
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influenced by landowners and that members were asked to take this
opportunity to register any sites being considered where they were
landowners or had an active interest. LM added that when we came to discuss
this site the individual with an interest in it would be allowed to make a
representation, then would leave the room for the duration of the discussion
whilst the remaining subcommittee members made a decision.

FA & PT declared an interest in sites CF2 & CHA3 on account of being
landowners in the instance of CF2, and latterly of having an active access
interest in CHAS.

LM declared an interest in site CF/ICHA7 on account of a linked party being a
landowner.

IR declared an interest in site CF/CHA10 on account of being a landowner of
part of the site through ATC. IR also later declared an interest in CF3 on
account of recently having joined AYP as a Trustee.

6. To note ATC notes following SG report to Full Council on 14" Nov.

LM explained that after giving a report to Amble Town Council at full council on
14" November, members had circulated documents and provided some notes
on additional sites we might wish to consider as a Steering Group, as well as
some additional information on the parish boundary and land ownership.

The subcommittee paid thanks to ATC for their work in preparing this note.

7. Shortlisting of sites

For full notes refer to attachment ‘Community, Conservation & Heritage Al
Sites Assessed’ and see comments section.

Notes of decisions & actions.

The subcommittee considered site CF1 and after LM shared the Newbiggin
Neighbourhood Plan Policy on community facilities the subcommittee agreed
that pubs are insufficient assets to fit the criteria of community facilities.
Members agreed to remove CF1 from the list of sites being considered. The
subcommittee expressed it's view that, having heard Newbiggin’s policy, a
landowner could simply argue that the site was economically unviable and
choose to sell it in any case.

Sites CF2, CF3, CF4 & CF5 were all agreed by the subcommittee to be
retained in the list of community facilities. FA & PT had declared an interest in
CF2 and did not take part in the decision, IR had declared an interest in CF3
and also did not take part in the decision.

Members moved onto proposed conservation & heritage assets. Members
agreed to retain CHA1 on several grounds. Discussion occurred around the
site’s age and location.
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It was noted thanks to ATC’s note that CHA2 is a listed structure so members
agreed to remove the site as it was already protected through this
designation.

Discussion occurred around site CHA3. FA proposed to include both the
buildings as well as overall area/site in order to retain the atheistic, given the
age of the buildings. FA & MG noted it’s historic significance in terms of the
Carses family having built many of the buildings in Amble. LM suggested this
alone perhaps isn’t enough to warrant designation and that the case should be
built around the structures themselves. FA also noted that it is one of the few
open commercial spaces at top end of the town, referencing how it is linked up
with adjoining sites. LM suggested having a possible further discussion about
it potentially being designated as employment land if that is what it's
predominant use is. LM clarified it is not employment land in the Local Plan.
FA & PT later declared an active interest in this site over an access & right of
way issue and did not take part in the decision. Members agreed to retain it.

Discussion occurred around CHA4 and members agreed to designate on the
grounds of a desire to retain the overall look of the church, noting that it was
subject to an active planning proposal. Members agreed to retain.

LM noted that CHA5 had been proposed during the scoping exercise as an
entire area covering the whole of Queen Street. It was clarified that it fell within
the Conservation Zone that governed the look of things like windows and shop
frontage and that this discussion was around the structures themselves. LM
referred members to the ATC note which mentioned that the likes of the
Waterloo and Dock pubs were listed. FA queried whether there could be a
blanket community facility designation put in place to protect independent
businesses on Queen Street, she noted the importance of the area as an
asset unique to Amble.

Action: LM to query with Jo-Anne (Planning Consultant) & Sarah Brannigan
(NCC Case Officer) at next Full SG meeting.

Members agreed to retain CHAS on the grounds of a desire to maintain the
overall look of Queen Street but noted that we will seek guidance on how this
relates to the Conservation Zone and potential design code.

Discussion moved onto CHA6, LM made the subcommittee aware of WHC'’s
views on the site. FA raised the historic significance of the site in terms of the
history of Amble and the town’s working port. The subcommittee agreed to
retain the site for consideration.

The subcommittee agreed to retain CHA7 however IR queried whether a
potential designation would impede on the proper maintenance of the pier.

Action: LM to seek clarity on Heritage Assets at risk.

The subcommittee agreed to retain CHAS8, noting it’s visual significance as a
structure, especially on the overall look of the harbour area.
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Discussion moved onto those sites where there was a dual use, in terms of a
conservation & heritage asset housing a community facility.

The subcommittee resolved to remove site CF/CHA1 from consideration as a
community facility, citing the earlier decision to exclude pubs from this policy
designation. However, the subcommittee agreed to retain it as a conservation
& heritage asset, proposing designation as an NDHA, on account of the age of
the building and visual significance to the area. The subcommittee agreed to
do the same for site CF/CHAZ2.

The subcommittee resolved to remove site CF/ICHAS3 as a conservation &
heritage asset, noting that the Manor House Ruins were already listed, as per
the ATC note, and that the church buildings themselves were relatively
modern compared to other places of worship in the town. However, the
subcommittee agreed to retain the site as a community facility on account of
their wider usage, both as a polling station, as well as for church and
community activities.

Members agreed that sites CF/ICHA4 & CF/CHAJS be retained in full,
members noted the name of the Library as being the Mechanics Institute, as
per the ATC note.

Members agreed to remove CF/ICHAG given that St. Cuthberts Church is a
listed building and designating it could not afford it additional protection.

Members agreed that sites CF/CHA7, CF/CHAS8, CF/CHA9, CF/CHA10,
CF/CHA11 & CF/CHA12 be retained in full. LM had declared an interest in
site CF/CHAY and did not take part in the decision. When discussing site
CF/CHA10, members agreed to retain the site as a single area rather than
splitting the Town Square and Memorial Gardens, noting the overall look of the
area being regarded as a whole. Members noted the listings of the memorials
as per ATC’s note. IR had declared an interest in CF/CHA10 and took no part
in the decision.

Members then moved to consider sites that hadn’t been previously identified
during the scoping exercise but that had been raised either by members of the
public during the consultation, other SG members, or by ATC in their note.

PT left the room at 16:50pm

Members agreed to defer the decision over new site CF6, JCSC Sports Hall,
to the Full Steering Group meeting as were unable to reach a consensus
about considering it as a community facility. IR expressed scepticism about
the condition of the building and difficulty of upkeep.

New site CF7, Coquet House, was raised by WHC for consideration as a
community facility however members felt that community usage was minimal
and it was otherwise a commercial property. The subcommittee agreed to
reject it for consideration.
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Members agreed to add new site CHA9, The Schooner, as a conservation &
heritage asset for consideration as an NDHA.

PT re-entered the room at 17:00pm

Members referred to the ATC note and agreed to add new site CF/CHA13,
The Masonic Hall, noting it’'s heritage significance and wide community usage.

Again, members referred to the ATC note and agreed to add the suggested
new site CHA10, West Cemetery Fountain, to the list of sites being
considered.

Members considered suggested new sites CHA11, CHA12 & CHA13 from the
ATC note but felt there were wider implications for designating full streets in
more built-up areas of town and agreed to defer these sites to the Full
Steering Group meeting.

In relation to suggested new site CHA14, The Old Drill Hall on Scott Street,
members did not feel they had enough information on the site to make a
decision. Especially in relation to it's current usage, FA clarified that it had
been up for sale recently. Members agreed to defer the decision to the Full
Steering Group meeting. PT agreed to undergo a site visit before the meeting.

Action: PT to visit site CHA14

Members considered suggested new site CHA15, East Cemetery Cottage,
and agreed to add it as a conservation & heritage asset. Noting it's
significance as a stand-alone building, separate to concerns about the need
for a clearer methodology behind designating full streets & areas of frontage.

Members agreed to defer suggested new sites CHA16, CHA17 & CHA18 to
the Full Steering Group Meeting, in relation to the concerns raised around
sites CHA11-13. In the case of CHA17, MG agreed to undergo a site visit to
clarify the location of this site.

Action: MG to visit site CHA17

Members discussed suggested new site CH19 and agreed to reject it for
consideration on the grounds of this site already having been included on the
shortlist as a Local Green Space, which contains a historic significance
identifier.

Members also agreed to reject suggested new site CH20 on the grounds of it
being covered by CF/CHA10.

LM then asked if any subcommittee members wished to raise any sites for
consideration that hadn’t already been mentioned during the meeting.

IR raised 2 sites.
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Firstly the subcommittee considered suggested new site CF/ICHA14, the
former Middle School Building, which now houses King Edwin Primary &
Barndale by the Sea schools. IR proposed this as a community facility and
conservation & heritage asset on account of it being a good example of
interwar architecture and quality construction, as well as of being importance
to the local area for housing it's main schools. LM noted that much of
perceived special qualities had been lost during renovation which has seen
large parts of the building modernised and queried if this made it worth
designating. The subcommittee agreed to add it to the list of sites being
considered.

Secondly the subcommittee considered the suggested new site CF/CHA1S5,
Edwin Street School. IR & MG felt that the site should be protected as a
conservation & heritage asset given the age of the building. LM suggested
that other SG members had suggested the site as being a prime location for
affordable housing. FA & PT expressed their confliction, sympathising with
both arguments. Members agreed to defer the decision to the Full Steering
Group meeting

LM thanked members for their attendance and input.

The meeting ended at 17:30pm.
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