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*STOP PRESS* - Against

the background of the North-
umberland Parking Strategy and
the Bus Station Project (see
inside) both of which will have a
major impact on the functioning
of Hexham, we have arranged a
public talk.

“Adapting Market
Towns to the Needs of 

the 21st Century”
by Ben Hamilton-Baillie

Where: Beaumont Hotel
When: 7.30 p.m Weds 13th April

Entrance FREE, all welcome. 
Bar will be open.

Ben Hamilton-Baillie is one of the leading

exponents of integrated street design in the

UK. He worked with the late Hans

Monderman, former Head of Road Safety in

the north of The Netherlands, to steer the

European Union's four-year research project

on shared space. His consultancy practice

in Bristol continues to research, monitor

and develop innovative approaches to traffic

in towns, addressing issues of speed, road

safety, accessibility, walking & cycling and

economic vitality. Ben is working with

Northumberland County Council in

Bamburgh, Hexham and Morpeth. He also

advises CABE, the Commission for

Architecture and the Built Environment, on

street design, and helped English Heritage

produce the regional "Streets for All"

guides.
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THE EDITOR’S RANT (There have to be some privileges in writing this Newsletter!)

B
elow is a letter from Cllr Hutchinson,

Chairman, West Area Planning Committee,

in response to my autumn 2010 “rant” about

the planning process. It is pleasing to note that the

Newsletter is read by our county councillors and

that they take time to respond. As Cllr.

Hutchinson’s last sentence makes clear, basically

he, his committee and HCS are on the same side:

“Dear Mr Tatman

First of all may I thank you for sending me a copy

of the Hexham Civic Society newsletter, it always

makes extremely interesting reading. After reading

‘The Editors Rant’ I felt I must put pen to paper, so

to speak. We are bound by planning policies both

national and regional. The regional ones we make

as councillors and once adopted we are duty

bound to respect and adhere to them. As you know

each application is taken on its own merits and

consultees (this includes the general public) com-

ments are taken into consideration by councillors.

We do ignore comments made that are non mate-

rial planning reasons.

Admittedly, we do not often go against officer rec-

ommendation but if we do we must have planning

policy grounds to refuse or approve an application,

otherwise, as you comment in the editorial we

would/could lose at appeal and possibly face

costs, which could in some cases be substantial.

May I take this opportunity to assure you that as a

planning committee we all take our positions very

seriously. The beauty and architectural grandeur of

Northumberland and in particular our area is very

much in my heart and I am sure in the hearts of the

planning committee as a whole.

Yours sincerely

Councillor Ian Hutchinson

(Chairman, West Area Planning Committee)”

The “Big Society” and HCS’s
part in it

“It is difficult to believe that such new

organisations will arise to fill the gaps

in service delivery resulting from the

financial cutbacks.”

D
espite attending the Big Society Summit

in the Queen’s Hall on 11 February, we

still do not clearly understand the con-

cept and how it might affect HCS.

If any organisation or group is to deliver any-

thing it requires the resources of expertise,

manhours, management structure and funding,

all to the level necessary for what is to be deliv-

ered. It is difficult to believe that such new

organisations will arise to fill the gaps in service

delivery resulting from the financial cutbacks.

There will therefore be an increasing reliance on

existing organisations to deliver more.

HCS cannot do much more. We see our contin-

uing close association with the Hexham

Community Partnership, (which has an excel-

lent record of delivering a wide range of commu-

nity services such as markets and other events),

as the best way for us to play our part.

For the “Big Society” to participate in local mat-

ters, it needs easy access to information. For

this reason we deplore the removal of E-

Consultation access to planning applications

which seems contrary to the idea of localism,

(See under Planning).

Streets & Signage

P
arking, signage,  enforcement and clutter

are a theme of this issue. HCS fully

acknowledges that in order to enforce

parking restrictions, signage and lines must be

fit for purpose and legally enforceable. 

The rules regulating this are buried in the

arcane pages of the twin Highway Engineering



HCS’S RECENT 
ACTIVITIES

B
elow are two items where pressure from

HCS has stimulated action to improve

Hexham.

Iceland’s posters

Y
ou will know from the October 2009

Newsletter that we and others had written

to Iceland and to NCC objecting to the

appearance of the Fore Street store, particular-

ly the hideous posters in every window. Letters,

some polite, some blunt, to Iceland’s head office

all received basically the same written

response: all our stores look like that and

posters will not be removed. In other words

Iceland regards Hexham’s Fore Street and con-

servation area as no different from an ugly retail

park.

We hold the view that these posters contravene

The Town and Country Planning (Control of

Advertisements)(England) Regulations 2007

and wrote to NCC in September 2010 detailing

these contraventions. The Council held discus-

sions with Iceland, who we believe wheeled out

a strong legal team, and NCC reached the view

that the posters did actually benefit from

“deemed consent” and could be displayed – a

disappointing view.

While the above was going on the Courant ran

an article very critical of Iceland and some polite

but firm approaches were made by an HCS mem-

ber directly to the store manager. You will have

noticed that since Christmas only three posters

have been on display. We must draw the conclu-

sion that together the actions by HCS, the Courant

and the Council have resulted in Iceland showing

at last some measure of respect for their environ-

ment and making the store look less like an adver-

tising hoarding and more like a retail outlet. We

thank the Courant and NCC for their efforts.

Poundstretcher

T
his Fore Street building is one of the show-

pieces of Hexham’s retail sector and is listed,

chiefly for its magnificent early 20th century

shop fascia with ornate and elaborate carved

woodwork.

You will have noticed from the March and Autumn

Newsletters last year that we have been in contact

with Poundstretcher pressing them to repaint and

repair its fast deteriorating frontage. The prompt

response to our first letter in February 2010 said

that the work was in Poundstretcher’s programme

for 2010/11 and would be done in the early part of

that period. When nothing happened we wrote

again to be advised that the person who gave the

initial undertaking had left the company, that it is

now too wet for external decorations but it would

be dealt with in early summer 2011.

The minutes of Hexham Town Council’s November

2010 meeting note “It was agreed to request the

County Planning Office [Listed Buildings Officer]

investigate the poor condition of the frontage of the

store

premises”.

We’re keeping an eye on this.

TT
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bibles, 'The Traffic Signs Manual' and the

'Traffic Signs Regulations and General

Directions 2002'. A reading of these weighty

tomes shows clearly that the current sprouting

of signage in Hexham exceeds the legal

requirement for enforcement, and is an

overzealous interpretation of the guidance. 

If poles and signage were things of beauty we

might not object so strongly to their proliferation,

but as they are not, we ask that in these times

of local government cutbacks our highway engi-

neers consider that 'less is more', and that only

the legal minimum should be provided.

Tim Tatman



DE-CLUTTERING
HEXHAM'S TOWNSCAPE
- ONE STEP FORWARDS,
TWO STEPS BACK

“There are still many signs across the town

that need to be stripped away - some that

face the wrong way, so that no-one can see

them, and others which have been defaced

or rescinded and redundant”

O
ver the last half year, Hexham Civic Society

members have been delighted to see sig-

nage and empty poles being removed

across Hexham - unnecessary signs on Market

Street have now gone, as have ancient poles with

illegible signs near the pedestrian crossing at the

train station. An empty, rusting pole disfiguring the

stone bridge over the Cockshaw Burn is no longer.

No small thanks go to the work of Hexham

Community Partnership, and our Councillors

Mayor Terry Robson and Derek Kennedy for mak-

ing this happen.

But - just as we thought there was a will to fur-

ther comply with the Government's directive to

"de-clutter your streets" HCS members reported

in mid-February seeing new poles and signage

erected on Battle Hill, Gilesgate and Hencotes,

and there are now fears for a proliferation of

signs across the town in relation to parking

restrictions. Householders and shopkeepers

along Hencotes are rising up in protest - a vig-

orous debate with a Council Officer was to be

heard on the street as home-owners objected to

having the pavement outside these listed build-

ings defaced and cluttered with extra metal. And

one of the new signs is even contradictory - out-

side Caris' Clockmaker and Jeweller shop - it

indicates no parking from 8.00am until 7.00pm -

but within a bus bay!

There are still many signs across the town that

need to be stripped away - some that face the

wrong way, so that no-one can see them, and

others which have been defaced or rescinded

and redundant. Roundabout signs at Loosing

Hill which face the shop fronts instead of the

traffic are useless to drivers. Clearer indication

on the road surface itself would be much more

appropriate and decreased clutter on the pave-

ment would make more space available to

pedestrians and would allow us all to admire the

historic buildings instead.

A number of signs could be removed without

compromising road safety or legal requirements

if we streamlined how priority at T-junctions is

marked. The Traffic Signs Manual suggests that

road markings alone will suffice in a well-lit

town. We could, then, strip out all the Give Way

signs on the side streets leading to

Priestpopple, Battle Hill and Hencotes:

Eastgate has a sign, crammed close to a wall,

as does St Cuthbert's Lane amongst many oth-

ers. Residents Parking signs also need strip-

ping back - one of our members counted 18

such signs on Elvaston Road alone!

But while these existing signs are an unsightly

nuisance, the current madness of putting in yet

more signs and poles is even more alarming

and surely a terrible waste of Council time and

taxpayers' money in these constrained times.

Why are restricted parking signs being taken

down from lampposts and new poles and signs

being cemented into the pavement? The

answer, apparently, lies in the decision to have

Council employees rather than the police

4
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enforce parking restrictions. NCC has admitted

that these additional and strategically (though

nonsensically) placed signs will assist the

Council to enforce the payment of parking fines

and will not allow drivers to get off on a techni-

cality. This is nonsense. That same logic would

lead to signs being placed all across Sele Park

to better enforce dog fouling bye-laws. None of

us would accept our park thus being defaced,

and none of us should accept our streets being

further defaced!

Defacing our town in order to vigorously enforce

parking restrictions is objectionable on several

levels, not least the threat to small businesses.

Northumberland County Council would do well

to read the government's guidance on road sig-

nage - it is very clear that the new signs exceed

recommendations and the prescribed distance

between signs. Objections to this objectionable

strategy can be e-mailed to Jim Long or Alan

Bawn at jim.long@northumberland.gov.uk and

alan.bawn@northumberland.gov.uk. 

Our Councillors would appreciate being copied

in to these letters.

WB

Hexham Bus Station

I
n our Autumn 2010 Newsletter we reported

the setting up of the Hexham Bus Station

Project Group. From notes on its most recent

meetings we deduce that:-

• The developer Dysart are progressing their

mixed use scheme on the basis that it does not

need to deliver a bus station and have tabled

elevation drawings for the "first phase".

• Two locations are still under consideration for

the new bus station/bus facility: Loosing Hill,

and Priestpopple. It is understood that the

Priestpopple option involves buses stopping on

Priestpopple and turning at a new roundabout to 

be placed more or less where Benson's Monument

(Grade II listed) stands. The group was urged to be

cautious when using the term ‘bus station’. We

wonder what this means for shelters, toilets and

other facilities.

• NCC’s highways people prefer the Loosing Hill

option.

• If compulsory purchase orders are required, this

will be a lengthy (2½ years?) and expensive

process.

• Public consultation and the pre-application

process are beginning to have higher profiles in the

notes. The notes on the December meeting identi-
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NCC’s new ‘restricted parking’ plates - National guidance

recommends that to mimimise clutter, these can be fixed to

adjacent walls, preceded by a letter of intention to the owner,

in this case, NCC. 

CONSERVATION, REGENERATION AND 
DEVELOPMENT



fy “progress pre-application with Dysart and the

consultation route” as a next step. HCS hopes

details of the schemes for both the mixed use

development and the new arrangement for buses

will be released and the associated public consul-

tation started very soon.

The notes of the November meeting included the

comment that the article in the Autumn Newsletter

“did not take on board suggested changes from the

Regeneration West Team relating to points of

accuracy”.  Requests for clarification of this note,

so that any inaccuracies could be corrected, were

answered verbally, effectively saying forget it.

Readers can therefore assume there were no inac-

curacies.

The extent of the coverage of the Priestpopple

option in the notes of the December meeting sug-

gest it has strong support. This alarms HCS com-

mittee as it means buses travelling to and fro on

Battle Hill just to turn round. 

It is clear that no redevelopment work could be

commenced on the existing bus station site until it

has been vacated by the buses. Hence this is on

the critical path for the development. Despite

Loosing Hill being clearly stated as NCC highways

department’s preferred option and also being the

recommendation of NCC’s consultants over a year

ago, the notes do not indicate that NCC has any

sense of urgency in reaching a decision.

It was noted that Ben Hamilton-Baillie, whom HCS

had been pursuing as a possible speaker at an

HCS event, had been at the Project Group’s

meeting and had suggested a public meeting be

held regarding changes on street policy and

pending legislative changes. We are pleased to

report that he has agreed to give us a talk.

TT

Northumberland Parking
Strategy Consultation
Survey

T
his consultation process, the subject of a

58-page document and the outcome of

which is of vital importance to Hexham,

ran from September to December last year. In

our view the only questions that matter are: 

• Will the proposed strategy improve the func-

tioning of Hexham for the benefit of its resi-

dents, businesses and visitors, and

• How much will it cost?

The first question is neither recognised nor

addressed specifically in the consultation that

focuses on detail, not the big picture, and reads

like a remote bureaucratic exercise. The consul-

tation cannot see the forest for the trees.

The second question has a policy answer that

suggests it will cost nothing: “The underlying

financial principle for the implementation of this

strategy is that any additional costs must be met

from additional income within the service.”

T
he most significant proposal is the intro-

duction of Civil Parking Enforcement:

enforcement, penalties etc. becoming the
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Relocation, Relocation, Relocation. Hexham Bus Station -

Possible moves to Loosing Hill, an ‘on street’ facility or

superseded by new roundabout at the Benson Memorial.

Congestion at St Wilfrid’s Gate, the heart of historic

Hexham.



responsibility of the council rather than the

police as at present. The consultation’s state-

ment that any additional costs must be met from

additional income within the service implies very

strict enforcement.

Would this improve the town’s functioning?

There is a view that Hexham functions quite well

at the moment, despite or maybe because of

the transgressions, and that strict enforcement

would make it worse not better—no quick stops

just to dash in here or there—and cause the

town to be perceived as unfriendly towards

cars. It will literally drive business away.

Having recognised in its stated objectives that

“one size does not fit all” this consultation

seems in fact to be seeking to implement a

county-wide strategy, the one size that all in the

county will have to wear. 

The Consultation’s Proposals

Below are summarised briefly the proposals of

the Strategy.

CP1 – Implement Civil Parking Enforcement 

The Council is considering implementing Civil

Parking Enforcement early in the 2011/12 finan-

cial year. 

All on-street enforcement responsibility is cur-

rently with the police authority and this change

would enable the County Council to operate an

integrated on and off-street parking service to

allow for better control of all parking provision

throughout the county.

The Police will however retain powers to

enforce obstructive parking through issuing

fixed penalty notices.

CP2 – Community use of parking places
It is proposed to introduce a countywide policy for

community use of parking places. This relates to

the use of off-street car parks and on-street park-

ing places for a range of special events, markets,

charity use, educational promotion, etc.

CP3 – Car Parking Model Assessments

It is proposed to use the Car Parking Model to pro-

vide a fair and consistent approach to identifying

where intervention either in the form of charging or

time restrictions in the off-street car parks and on-

street parking places should apply. 

The higher the car park is scored, the greater the

implication that controls (i.e. charges and time lim-

its) should be applied. 

CP4 – Review of the Northumberland
Countywide Parking Permit

It is proposed to change the use of the

Northumberland Countywide Parking Permit to be

valid in off-street car parks only. 

The current scheme conditions allow the Permit to

be used in on-street parking places as well as off-

street car parks managed by NCC.

CP5 – Review of the Weekly Tourist Permit

It is proposed to change the use of the Weekly

Tourist Permit to be valid in offstreet car parks only.

CP6 – Countywide Shoppers Permit Scheme
Introduce a countywide Shoppers Permit scheme

which will provide free parking from 9.00am to

11.00am and from 3.00pm to 5.00pm Monday to

Saturday and free all day Sunday in short stay off-

street pay and display car parks in those towns

where charges apply.
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Pavement parking on Market Street Congestion and opportunistic parking at St Mary’s Chare



The cost of administering the scheme would be

met by charging a fee of £15 per permit per

annum. Any loss of ticket machine income would

need to be met by future increases in parking

charges.

CP7 – Review of Resident Parking Schemes

It is proposed to harmonise the existing Resident

Parking Schemes in operation. The policy will

ensure that residential areas can be protected from

external parking pressures.

CP8 – Introducing loading bay time restrictions

Existing loading bays in the county normally have

no time limit. It is proposed to allow commercial

vehicles up to 30 minutes and private vehicles up

to 10 minutes maximum loading/unloading time.

CP9 – Dispensations and waivers

It is proposed to introduce a new category of park-

ing permits for doctors, carers, professional

health workers. 

Local Proposals (LP)

This section sets out proposals for developing flex-

ible solutions to meet local objectives by under-

standing and balancing the differing needs of the

many stakeholders.

Local Proposal LP1 – Assessing Local
Car Parking Needs
It is proposed to consult with local stakeholders

on parking issues in their locality after which a

package of parking measures will be determined

and implemented. 

A
ll good stuff, perhaps, but how does it

improve the functioning of Hexham?

Although HCS’s committee did not find an

agreed response to the consultation, your chair-

man has submitted a personal response that he

will be happy to share with you.

Hexham Town Council, however, agreed its

response at its December meeting. 

The minute, repeated below, records the observa-

tions subsequently sent to NCC.

“The Council AGREED the following:-
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• The ranking system chosen is unclear and

should be based upon a system giving each car

park a % mark.

• The terms of the Shopper’s parking permit’.

• The terms of the ‘Resident’s parking permit’.

• The terms of the ‘Loading parking permit’.

• The terms of the ‘Service Companies parking

permit’.

• The terms of the ‘Tourist parking permit’.

• In the former Tynedale District the only towns

where parking is paid for are Hexham and

Corbridge. The County Council must remove

such anomalies throughout the County.

• Resident’s only parking schemes should be

researched further. Some were either over pro-

vision or under provision.

In conclusion the Council AGREED it wished to

see harmonisation of parking provisions and

parking policies throughout Northumberland.”

No comment is made about how these propos-

als would effect Hexham, particularly NCC’s

number 1 and by far the most important change,

the introduction of Civil Parking Enforcement. A

disappointing response.

TT

Gateway to Hexham - the heavily trafficked junction of

Beaumont Street and Battle Hill.
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PLANNING

S
o much is changing in the context of plan-

ning and development, both to legislation

and to NCC’s organisation, that HCS has

quite a task in understanding and participating

in these activities. Some changes are indicated

below.

The Planning Portal’s E-Consultation Hub was

the Government’s online resource for informa-

tion on planning and included the facility to

access quickly, easily and completely planning

applications and their associated documents.

That facility was removed last year and it is now

far from easy

to obtain this information and so monitor plan-

ning applications. NCC’s website now provides

two facilities for an application search, one “via

Public Access” and another via “the former

Tynedale search page”. The former’s summary

page lists applications in no apparent order and

gives no information on their nature, e.g. tree

felling or major development, but does provide

access to some documents. The latter is still

very useful and easy to use providing an inform-

ative summary but no access to documents. 

It is now far less easy to monitor and become

involved in planning matters. 

An extract from “Decentralisation and the

Localism Bill: an essential guide”, Action 2

Empower communities to do things their way,

Neighbourhood plans, states “The Bill will radi-

cally reform the planning system to give local

people new rights to shape the development of

the communities in which they live…….”. But, it

seems, without easy access to information.

Neighbourhood Planning

D
ecentralisation Minister, Greg Clark stat-

ed that new radical reforms to the plan-

ning system to be included in Localism

Bill will fundamentally change the role of plan-

ners so they work for and with the community,

helping local people to articulate their vision for

their neighbourhood and rightfully restoring

respect for the profession. Neighbourhood plan-

ning being introduced in the Localism Bill,

alongside existing plans, would place an

unprecedented level of influence and power at a

very local level, enabling communities to shape the

places they live in.

Every community will have the right to introduce a

neighbourhood plan, allowing local people to

decide where new shops, offices or homes should

go and what green spaces should be protected. If

local people then vote in favour of new

'Neighbourhood Plans' in local referendums, coun-

cils will have to adopt them.

The new powers will allow communities to be able

to confer full planning permission where people are

most keen to take control and have certainty over

development. In other areas, people will be able to

grant outline permission with conditions, for exam-

ple on design details.

There is, however, a view that it is work not

power that would be passed to communities.

Manual For Streets 2

M
anual for Streets 2 is new guidance pro-

duced to assist Local Authority Planning

and Highway officials, and other profes-

sionals. The idea is that this new manual will

expand the coverage of the 2007 Manual for

Streets 1, which dealt with new residential develop-

ment. The new guide essentially rolls out the prin-

ciples of MfS1 to cover existing streets and high

streets (in fact, everything except the trunk and

motorway network). 

“a marked step forward for those interested

in the protection and enhancement of our

sensitive streetscape”

It is a marked step forward for those interested in

the protection and enhancement of our sensitive

streetscape as unlike previous highway regulations

(the now superseded Design Bulletin 32) it ele-

vates ‘place making’ above ‘movement’. 

It recommends the use of tighter geometry to con-

trol vehicle speeds and calls for a more compre-

hensive view of the street environment. It instructs

highway professionals to resist the kneejerk instal-

lation of signage, road humps, chicanes and

guardrails, and advises them to take their cue from

historic street design. While MfS1 is available as a

free download via the Department for Transport,

MfS2 will not be available freely for some months,

although hard copies can be purchased.



It is probable that this has relevance to new bus

facilities, parking, and shared space schemes and

ideas for Hexham. It is important that streets and

town centres are designed with pedestrians in

mind. We will keep you informed. 

The talk on 13 April will be very informative in this

context.

RH

Planning Applications

T
he following applications have been selected

because they affect the centre of Hexham

and/or are for listed buildings or because

they are of general interest. The list was compiled

9 February and includes only changes from the list

in the Autumn 2010 Newsletter. 

Permission granted

St. Camillus House, Oakwood (20090035)
Change of use and conversion from private resi-

dential hospital (C2) to hotel (C1) and associated

works including two storey extension to the east

and partial enclosure of the northern courtyard.

West End Garage, Shaftoe Crescent (20100102
and 20100103)
Conservation Area consent for demolition of exist-

ing garage and house, and construction of 11

apartments and associated parking. The latter is

replacing the previous extant planning permission

20061362. HCS members objected to this propos-

al.

14 Hallstile Bank, a listed building (20100556
and 20100577)
Extension to house, installation of new railings,

rebuilding and raising height of retaining wall and

construction of new garage: listed building con-

sent.

9, 9a, 9b Priestpopple (20100810)
Amendment to 20100205: refurbishment of exist-

ing building including 2 residential flats, external

alteration to No.9 Priestpopple, demolition of out-

house and construction of extension to rear and

installation of new shop openings.

(See also 20101046 awaiting determination)

Abbeygate House, 26 Market Street
(10/00149/LBC)

Construction of new entrance ramp, entrance

door and access gate, refurbishment of court-

yard and internally to create accessible toilets

and reception area. 

Permission refused

Market Place: precinct area in front of
Mucho Gusto, Nos.27-28 (20101015)
Advertisement consent for free standing ‘A’

board (advertising The Scarf Shop)

Applications withdrawn

Former Hexham General Hospital, Corbridge
Road (20100501)
Conservation Area Consent for demolition

of two buildings. (See previous Newsletter)

1 Newman’s Way (20100610)
Change of use from A2 to B1 to allow use by

Tynedale Hospice at Home as an administrative

office. (This application was unnecessary. The

premises are now THH’s office.)

Applications awaiting deter-
mination

Land opposite Hexham General Hospital,
Corbridge Road (20101011)
Retrospective: change of use from private car

park to public pay-per-use car park. 

9, 9a, 9b Priestpopple (20101046)
Conversion of upper floors to provide 3 residen-

tial flats, refurbishment of existing retail unit with

new shop front, change of use from store asso-

ciated with adjoining retail use to café, demoli-

tion of two storey rear extension and replace

with the construction of a single storey rear
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The Thai House - newly opened on Priestpopple



extension. 

(T.E.Liddell greengrocers now occupy No.9.)

45 Fore Street (20110010)
Change of use of second floor former office

space for use as restoration and repair of

stringed instruments and first floor former office

space to be used by writer and artist for produc-

tion work. (This is above Hare’s.)

10 Market Place (20110021)
Change of use of first floor from clinic to art

studio and gallery.

RETAIL

T
he continuing attractiveness of Hexham

as a lively retail location with its own spe-

cial local character is one of HCS’s pri-

mary concerns. It is therefore very reassuring to

see that the number of vacant premises is not

increasing, suggesting that Hexham as an envi-

ronment and its retailers are delivering  what

shoppers want. They are to be congratulated.

The lists below were compiled on 9 February,

cover only the primary shopping area and

include some non-retail premises because of

the affect empty properties have on the visual

attractiveness of the town centre.

A new retail opportunity is advertised at Saks,

44 Priestpopple. The existing Saks unit is to be

reconfigured with Saks moving into the right

hand unit when viewed from Priestpopple, the

space released being offered for lease.

New shop openings

Market Place
Nos.32-34 Betfred betting shop has opened.

HCS much regrets the loss of this retail site to

other uses but the appearance of the business

is not as bad as feared. 

Peckish replaces the previous Soup and

Sandwich business.

Fore Street
Mountain Warehouse replaces the former

Stead and Simpson shoe shop.

Maloney’s replaces the former Hot Stottie food

business
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Beaumont Street
Tyghtspot has relocated from Priestpopple to new

retail premises in Hexham Conservative & Unionist

Club.

Priestpopple
No.9 T.E.Liddell Ltd in the former Simply Drinks

The Thai House in the former Cappuchino in the

Coach (Coach and Horses)

Battle Hill
No.13 The Factory Store.
No.1 Newman’s Way is now the office of Tynedale
Hospice at Home.

Hencotes
No.31 DELIcious, a new sandwich shop replacing

the previous Shirley’s Sandwich Shop.

Vacant premises

Battle Hill
No.4, the former Parker Stag estate agents.

Cattle Market
No.2, the Former Nationwide office.

Priestpopple
Heron Foods

No.25 Tyghtspot (relocated to Beaumont

Street)

MDB Motor Supply

Hallstile Bank
No.17 the former Hallstile Antiques.

Hencotes
No.8, the former Hencotes Books and

Prints.

TE Liddell Ltd - brightening up Priestpopple
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Market Street
No.24, the former Mikey’s Laptops.

No.4, the former Chapmans jewellers (but activ-

ity indicates another business will move in

soon).

The Courtyard
The former Chare Gallery now in smaller

premises on Fore Street.

TT

Icy streets and 
pedestrians

S
evere weather with much snow and ice:

it’s not so long ago and could return

before the spring. The national pedestri-

an charity Living Streets has drawn attention to

a review of how our transport system coped with

two winters and has called for the adoption by

the Government of the measures proposed to

support pedestrians.

Those of us who walk around Hexham will know

of particularly slippery areas. It seems to the

editor that NCC was much better in the most

recent cold spell than previously at snow clear-

ance and treating pavements generally around

the town centre. 

We are grateful to them for that.

AGM AND ELECTION
OF OFFICERS

N
o date has yet been set for the AGM, but

it will be in the spring. We hope to have

another Newsletter before then. In the

meantime please give some thought to matters

you wish to raise (you can raise them directly

with the secretary before the AGM if you cannot

attend) and to proposals for officers.

Anyone who is considering proposing an officer

or standing for office themselves is welcome to

attend and participate in committee meetings to

learn more of what the committee does.

Meetings take place at 7.30 on the second

Tuesday of the month at the Secretary’s house

23 Hencotes.

COUNCIL
PROPERTY SALES

W
e are watching as closely as commer-

cial confidence permits the sell-off of

the former Tynedale Council proper-

ties but can add nothing to the Courant’s report

that a number of bids have been received. We

suspect that most of these bids are not for pur-

chase but for alternative arrangements for use

of the buildings for the community in the event

that no sale takes place.

Hexham Community Partnership is also follow-

ing this closely and has been exploring ideas for

using some of the premises for the benefit of the

community. One idea for Prospect House is to

convert it into a hostel, perhaps combined with

performing arts facilities. There is a demand for

both but the costs of acquiring or leasing prem-

ises plus the very large cost of heating and

maintaining listed buildings means there would

have to be a contribution from NCC.

Hexham House - Bids Now Closed

The Grade II* Old Grammar School, Hexham.
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EMAIL
ADDRESSES PLEASE

E
mail is by far the easiest and quickest

way for us to communicate with our mem-

bership in between issues of the

Newsletter. If you have an email address please

send an email from it to:

hcs@hexhamcivicsociety.co.uk with a copy to

t.tatman@btinternet.com just stating your

name.

Even if you believe that HCS already has your

email address please do the above because

several email addresses failed in a recent trans-

mission. That transmission invited members at

short notice to a social evening to enable them

to meet the committee and have the opportuni-

ty to express and discuss their views in an infor-

mal environment. Despite the short notice and

email failures, it was a success at least on the

social side with the number of members attend-

ing exceeding the number of committee mem-

bers.

ADDITIONAL
INFORMATION

O
ur newsletter is only as good as the con-

tributions we put in! If you would like

additional information on any of the

items mentioned in Newsletters, or would like to

submit letters or articles or see an issue cov-

ered that we are neglecting, please contact

the Secretary.

PHOTO COMPETITION

2
5th June - 2nd July is National Civic Week.

This is conceived and promoted by Civic

Voice - the national charity for the civic move-

ment in England. Hexham Civic Society is planning

a number of events but to get started, here is early

notice of our Photo Competition.

We'd like you to send us your best digital images

on the theme of 'What Hexham Means to Me' .

Deadline for entries is 5pm on Saturday 25th June

with winners - adjudged independently - will be

announced 2nd July.

Please mark your entry as either 'Under 16' cate-

gory or 'Over 16'. Include your name and address

and send your digital images (maximum of two per

person and to be less than 4mb in filesize) to

HCSphotocomp@hotmail.com

The best entries will receive prizes and appear in

our autumn newsletter.
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Hexham Civic Society is an amenity Society

founded in 1967, the year of the Civic Amenities

Act, and registered with the Civic Trust. 

The overall policy of the Society is to maintain

the outstanding quality of Hexham, promote its

interests as a commercial, social and residential

community and find a balance between conser-

vation and development.

Hexham is a living and working town which can-

not remain static. It has many Listed Buildings in

a large Conservation Area. The Society tries to

ensure that the essential character of historic

Hexham is preserved for future generations.

Programme of Talks
We periodically arrange talks on topical subjects

and are always glad of suggestions from mem-

bers. We advertise these by e-mail, in the

Newsletter and the Courant. We hope you are

able to attend our next talk by Ben Hamilton-

Baillie at 7.30pm on Wednesday 13th April.

If you would like to join the Society or participate

in any of its activities, please contact one of

those listed on this page and/or complete the

form below:

Best wishes to you all,

Hexham Civic Society
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“The principles of good traffic management are
in line with good streetscape design – neither is
helped by over-provision and clutter”

Department for Transport, Local Transport Note 1/08 -Traffic Management and Streetscape


