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Morpeth Neighbourhood Plan 

Heritage Topic Group 

 
“You don‟t know what you‟ve got  ‟ til it‟s 

gone Build paradise and put up a parking lot” 

(Joni Mitchell – Yellow Taxi) 
 

 
We love the past but we don‟ t want to live in conditions of a bygone era. There is a 

dilemma in renewal of what is inherited: the enhancing or conservation of the historic 

environment; our built, green and social heritage. Infrastructure that is most at risk of 

neglect; decay or other threats should be protected; heritage assets are a significant 

irreplaceable resource. That duty of care has been handed down to us from the past, 

to hand on to future generations to enjoy. 

The National Planning Policy Framework defines a heritage asset as follows: 

A building, monument, site, place or landscape identified as having a degree of 

significance meriting consideration in planning decisions because of its heritage 

interests. Heritage asset includes designated heritage assets and those identified by 

the Local Planning Authority, including local listing. The value to this and future 

generations is because of its heritage interest: archaeological, architectural, artistic or 

historic. Significance derives not only from a heritage assets physical presence but 

also from its setting. 

 
As residents in this neighbourhood we enjoy the privilege and way of life of an urban 

market town and surrounding residential rural villages, making it a good place to live. 

We have historic characterful buildings and monuments, heritage social movements 

with characters: ancient green amenity spaces and farmland, with nearby 
moderate- scale shopping facilities, good schools and businesses. 

 
The popularity of this neighbourhood within its five parish setting has brought with it 

the threat of overdevelopment and reduced the value of its existing heritage, 

amenity and character. There has been an overloading of infrastructure to the point 

of overcapacity. On the other hand visitors, and entrepreneurs working within 

planning strategies, bring with them jobs, economic prosperity and new facilities that 

we all share. Enhancing Heritage would provide add value to neighbourhood 

amenity. 
 

Heritage is an economic driver 
 

[]HERITAGE-----------------------promote, conserve built, green and social inheritance. 

[]DESIGN--------------------------layout, look, construction, setting of old or new buildings. 

[]CONSERVATION-------------extend and enhance Conservation Areas and settings. 

[]LISTED BUILDINGS------------protect buildings and settings at risk. 
[]HISTORIC ENVIRONMENT-conserve public domain, landscape, vista, gateways walks. 

 
We have gathered issues of urban and rural settings that concern residents. 

We are now able to put forward options and strategies in such a way that local 

people can make informed choices about their heritage; what they want and where 

it will go, forming their own Neighbourhood Plan. 
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BUILDINGS „AT RISK‟  - 2013 

 
Morpeth is a small market town of considerable historical importance and interest in a 

knife-edge situation where there is a great deal of architectural evidence surviving 
but if care is not taken...(Tyson) 

 
Twenty historical buildings were demolished in Morpeth between 1960 and 1975. 

Since then further old buildings: Jennings garage: a Neo-Classic villa on Bridge Street, 

several vernacular sites in Back Riggs and Swinney‟s Engineering works - the site was 

cleared for supermarkets and parking. Bishops and Davidsons garages have also 

been demolished. The Red Bull has gone, replaced by the latest supermarket. Now 
some of the buildings most  „at risk‟, are disused County Council properties. 

 
Historic Morpeth 
The Willows and Beechfield; the old Child Health Clinic plus NGPP utility area in Gas 

House Lane are empty and awaiting use. The old Girl‟s Grammar School, the late 

Registry Office and the Old Gaol on Bridge Street are also awaiting re-use. The Court 

House; a Grade II Listed building at risk; St. George‟s Hospital mouldering away and 

Collingwood‟s riverbank „Poop deck‟ need repair and consideration. Queen‟s Head 

and Castle Square sites are empty and at risk from potentially unsympathetic 

development. It may change important character, setting, scale, vistas and heritage. 
 

Out of the town 

Newminster Abbey is inaccessible and overgrown. Cockle Park  Tower‟s envelope is 

conserved but the interior is still in poor condition; a new use required. Hepscott Hall 

Dovecote roof has collapsed. Restoration, re-use and access should be negotiated. 

 
Ancient monuments 

Mitford Castle and Pegswood‟s Lady Chapel and Lady‟s Well need maintenance. 

 
Bridges 
Telford Bridge and Low Ford Bridge show severe signs of deterioration. 

 
Industrial heritage 

Healeywood Farm; Hepscott has a Steam Threshing Engine chimney which needs 

protection, as does its ancient Fieldhouse Farm: bridge and walls now robbed and 

derelict; outbuildings with a gin-gan are ruinous. Mitford Steads and Dene House; 

Pottery Bank Morpeth; Shadfen farms, mine and mill are vulnerable. Similarly conserve 

railway heritage: Morpeth Station - architect Green; Stephenson‟s viaduct; Blyth & 

Tyne Station and the „Old Wannie Line.‟ Add an attractive walking trail. 

 
 St  M a ry‟s Pari sh  Ch urc h  a n d W or ld Wars 

Churchyard; Polish, HM Forces graves and WW II pill boxes in the area are at risk. 

 
Commons, Race Courses and Grandstand. 
They are in need of conservation: Morpeth Common owned by the Guilds and 

Cottingwood Common; both were used additionally as Race Courses. 

 
ONCE THEYRE GONE, THEY ARE GONE – FOREVER - TAKE CARE! 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Morpeth Neighbourhood Plan – Urban areas 

 

Issues and Options 

 

1. Conservation Areas 

 

Conservation Areas are:  

'areas of special architectural or historic interest the character and 

appearance of which it is desirable to preserve and enhance' (Civic 

Amenities Act 1967). 

The Northumberland County Council website states that: 

‘the special character of these areas does not come from the quality of 

their buildings alone, but can derive from many factors including 

individual buildings, building groups and their relationship with open 

spaces, architectural detailing, materials, views, colours, landscaping 

and street furniture. Character can also draw on more abstract notions 

such as sounds, local environmental conditions and historical changes. 

These things combine to create a distinctive sense of place worthy of 

protection.’ 

 

Conservation Areas protect the whole area within the boundaries rather than 

just individually listed buildings - all the features within the area, are recognised 

as providing part of its character.  Within a conservation area there are extra 

planning controls over many but not all building works. The aim of these 

additional controls is not to prevent change, but to control and manage it in 

order to preserve what is special about the area and, where possible, improve 

it. 

 

Issues: 

The existing Morpeth conservation area boundary was designated in 1970 

(30.14.1 Castle Morpeth Borough Council (CMBC) Local Plan saved policy) and 

is fairly tightly drawn around the historic heart of Morpeth. In 1977 the 

Conservation Area was recognised as being outstanding in the national 

context. However, since being originally designated, much has changed in the 

centre of Morpeth and the threats to and values attributed to both the existing 

area and periphery have changed.  In the Castle Morpeth District Council Local 

Plan adopted in 2003 (30.14.3) the idea of an extension to the boundaries of the 

existing Conservation area was suggested and is covered by policies MC8 and 

26. To date this has not been taken forward.  



 

Policy 26 of the CMBC Local Plan states that the council will investigate the 

designation of additional conservation areas in appropriate locations 

throughout the borough.  In relation to the Morpeth Neighbourhood Plan area 

consideration of an extension of the Morpeth Conservation Area and possibility 

of a Conservation Area in Mitford are specifically mentioned.  The other 

settlements of Pegswood, Hebron and Hepscott also have a historic core with 

isolated listed buildings but in many cases these areas also contain a large 

number of more modern or substantially altered buildings.  To date these 

settlements have not officially been suggested as areas that merit consideration 

as a Conservation Area but it has been suggested that this should be 

investigated further and, if deemed to not be appropriate, these settlements 

may benefit from individual Character Assessments 

 

The historic heart of Morpeth defines the town and is an area with huge tourism 

potential but is an asset that can very easily be subtly but permanently altered, 

by degrees, by inappropriate development or other changes both in the town 

centre and in the immediate vicinity of the current conservation area.  There is 

currently no article 4 directive in place for Morpeth’s Conservation Area. 

Without this the planning officers ability to control minor changes to non-listed 

buildings, many of which are also old and which contribute to group value (i.e. 

contribute along with other buildings to the overall character of an area/street) 

is significantly reduced.  Relatively minor changes such as inappropriate 

replacement windows can, cumulatively, have a great impact on the 

conservation area as a whole and the setting of other listed buildings.  In order 

for an Article 4 directive to be adopted there is a set process that a local 

authority has to follow which includes public consultation.   An Article 4 directive 

generally relates to one or two specific areas of concern and does not stop a 

building owner from carrying out all work -  its effect would be that very specific 

works defined in the directive would require planning permission. 

 

Options 

 The existing boundaries of the Morpeth Conservation area should be 

reviewed with a view to redefining the area based on the current 

situation and perceived  future threats with a view to possible extension .   

The saved Castle Morpeth  District Council Local Plan policy MC8 

suggested extension in the following areas: Hill Brow, Pottery Bank.  

Dawson Place and former Morpeth Teachers' Centre.  Howard Terrace, 

Dacre Street and Manchester Street.   Matheson's Gardens to the bank of 

the River Wansbeck.  Abbey Terrace, Abbey View, Auburn Place and 

High Stanners Green.  Castle Wood, Carlisle Park, the Castle, Motte and 

Bailey. 

 An assessment of the merits of designating parts of the other settlements 

as a Conservation Area should be undertaken. 

 Character Assessments should be carried out for the smaller settlements.  

However, there is also a need to consider if funding is available to enable 



professional help to be secured to assist in the drawing up of Character 

Assessments. 

 An assessment of some of the changes made to buildings within the 

conservation area over recent years and the affect this has had on the 

character and appeal of the individual properties and area as a whole, 

should be undertaken.  As part of this the identification of the likely future 

threats to those buildings that have to date been little altered should be 

identified.  Once this has been completed the need for an article 4 

directive to provide additional protection in certain key areas to protect 

overall integrity and character of the historic core should be assessed. 

 Consideration should be given to developing a shop front design guide 

for buildings located within the Conservation Area. 

 

Consultation Questions 

 Should the existing boundaries of the Morpeth Conservation area be 

reviewed with a view to its extension? 

 Should Hebron, Hepscott, Mitford or Pegswood be considered for 

designation as a conservation area, and if so, why?  

 Should Character Assessments be drawn up for the smaller settlements? 

 Would you support in principle the suggestion that the need for 

additional planning controls (an article 4 directive) should be explored in 

order to provide some specifically targeted additional protection to 

buildings in the conservation area? 

 

 

2. Preserving and enhancing Historic Views and routes 

 

Issues 

Within each settlement there will be vistas that residents cherish or feel are 

important for a number of reasons which merit special attention and which may 

require protection in order to preserve them for the enjoyment of future 

generations.  Some of these important vistas may have historic importance in 

their own right, others may provide a vital visual link between now isolated 

historic assets.   In Morpeth some of these views will include areas that are within 

the conservation area but extend well beyond these boundaries.  This may 

result in the preservation of these views being put at risk as the three dimensional 

impact of any new development is often considered in relation to its near 

neighbours but, unless a specific vista is defined as being important, the 

extended impact of development is often not taken into consideration.  One 

vista that stands out as being one that merits consideration is the view of 

Morpeth Castle afforded as one crosses the Chantry footbridge heading South 

and the same from Wansbeck Street (near the Joiners Arms).  The area around 

the castle has been recently cleared allowing a clear view of the Castle from 

the Town but is a vista that could be obliterated by insensitive new 

development in the Castle Square area.  

 



Options 

 Carry out a visual appraisal of the settlements and where appropriate the 

rural areas outside the main settlements to establish key vistas especially 

in areas where these could potentially be threatened by development in 

the next 25 – 30 years. 

 Seek the input of the wider community when developing a list of 

important vistas to establish the views they feel are important, and if 

possible the reasons for this and their significance. 

 

Consultation Questions 

 Do you consider that the identification of historic vistas such as the view 

of the Castle from the town/chantry footbridge is important and that 

such views make an important contribution to the historic heart and 

nature of the town/settlement? 

 Do you consider that such views, if considered to be of particular historic 

importance, should be afforded some protection and should be a 

consideration when planning applications for development that may 

threaten these vistas are being determined. 

 Can you suggest any other views that you consider to be important 

within the Neighbourhood Plan area? 

  

 

3.  Threats to individual Historic Assets 

 

Issues 

Many of the historic buildings and sites within the Neighbourhood Plan area are 

protected in their own right and are listed or scheduled.   Other historic buildings 

are not protected in their own right and unless they fall within the existing 

conservation area, will be afforded little more protection than any other 

building in the Neighbourhood Plan area.  Some buildings may be viewed as 

being significant locally or be important in their context but were not listed when 

the original survey to establish listing was carried out.   Within the 

Neighbourhood Plan area there are currently 2 sites on the Heritage at Risk 

register.  It is understood that the register may be extended in the future to 

include grade 2 buildings which may alter this figure.   Within the 

Neighbourhood Plan area and particularly within the larger settlements, there 

are a number of buildings which are suffering from neglect for a variety of 

reasons including lack of routine maintenance or due to having been 

unoccupied for a protracted period with perhaps no obvious new use.  In 

addition there are also a number of older buildings particularly within the 

Morpeth Conservation Area that have undergone unsympathetic repairs or 

alterations.  All these factors have an impact not only on the buildings 

themselves but the street scene as a whole.   

 



The National Planning Policy Framework states that  

‘Local planning authorities should set out in their Local Plan a positive 

strategy for the conservation and enjoyment of the historic 

environment, including heritage assets most at risk through neglect, 

decay or other threats. In doing so, they should recognise that 

heritage assets are an irreplaceable resource and conserve them in a 

manner appropriate to their significance.’ 

 

Alongside this is the need to embrace the positive contribution that the 

conservation of heritage assets can make to sustainable communities including 

their economic vitality and the desirability of sustaining and enhancing the 

significance of heritage assets and putting them to viable uses consistent with 

their conservation. 

 

Options 

 Consider other buildings for statutory  listing  

 Develop a local list* of buildings which are valued locally and which 

could be afforded some additional protection 

 Consider if there are ways to help secure funding for the buildings on the 

Heritage at Risk register and if there are ways in which improved access 

to these could be afforded which may in turn help secure their long term 

future 

 Identify key buildings which are suffering from extreme neglect and 

potential vandalism and potentially identify suitable new uses for them  

 

* Local lists - English Heritage in their document Good Practice Guide for Local 

Heritage Listing state that  

‘Local heritage plays an important role in celebrating heritage that is 

valued by the community at the local level’. 

Local lists play an important role in reinforcing a sense of local identity and 

distinctiveness in the historic environment and are a means for a community to 

jointly identify heritage assets that are valued locally.   When considering assets 

for inclusion there would normally be predetermined local selection criteria 

which might include age, rarity, aesthetic value, social and communal value, 

historic association including links to prominent local figures. Assets would need 

to assessed to determine suitability for inclusion,  so sufficient data would need 

to be gathered to support each asset and explain its significance.  Public 

consultation is important at all stages in the drawing up of a local list. When a 

local list is adopted the assets on the list would merit consideration when 

planning applications are being considered. 

 

Consultation Questions 



 Should a local list of non designated historic assets within the 

Neighbourhood Plan area be developed to highlight important assets 

that were previously unrecognised and aid their protection? 

 

 Are you aware of any historic assets in the Neighbourhood Plan area that 

are vulnerable/at risk? 

 

4.  Design Issues and New Development 

 

Issues 

In the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) it states that  

‘The Government attaches great importance to the design of the 

built environment. Good design is a key aspect of sustainable 

development, is indivisible from good planning, and should contribute 

positively to making places better for people. ….. it is important to 

plan positively for the achievement of high quality and inclusive 

design for all development, including individual buildings, public and 

private spaces and wider area development schemes.’ 

 

All the areas within the Neighbourhood Plan boundary have been subject to 

change and all areas contain examples of good and bad development 

whether that be small extensions or alterations or larger new build 

developments.  Assessing the quality of design is by nature a subjective issue 

and no development will suit everyone’s tastes, but good design and sensitive 

new development of whatever style can enhance and make a positive 

contribution to the character of an area generally, as well as to the historic 

environment.   New development carried out to a poor standard in terms of 

design, materials, massing, scale, quality of construction or location can 

damage the character of a settlement.  Each of the settlements contain 

buildings of varying age, style, massing , materials and design and this should be 

celebrated.  Unfortunately too often the character of new development either 

pays little heed to the general character of the area in which it is situated or 

there is resistance, where a broad range of styles exists in an area, to using a 

broad palette of materials or design.   For example, in Morpeth’s main streets 

there are so many variations in building height, style, roof detail and materials 

that if new development was proposed in this environment continuing this 

diversity should be encouraged and it could be argued that variety would not 

just be in keeping with but would enhance the street scene providing the design 

was of good quality.    

 

The foreword to the publication ‘Building in Context’ by English Heritage and 

CABE  (Commission for Architecture and the Built Environment) suggests that 

new design can be successfully integrated into the historic streetscape  



‘in the form of buildings that are recognisably of our age while 

understanding and respecting history and context…. While firmly of 

today, they draw intelligent inspiration from what surrounds them 

and in that sense are rooted in the past.’ 

Design codes may assist in improving the expected quality of design for new 

development but they can often be too prescriptive and the NPPF states that 

there should not be an  

‘attempt to impose architectural styles or particular tastes and they 

should not stifle innovation, originality or initiative through 

unsubstantiated requirements to conform to certain development 

forms or styles. It is, however, proper to seek to promote or reinforce 

local distinctiveness.’ 

Even  when a good quality scheme is approved, key features and design detail 

are often  lost during construction.  It is important that there is proper 

enforcement of planning decisions to prevent the watering down of approved 

schemes which may have a profound affect on the quality of the built scheme 

eroding the character of the area.   

 

Options 

 Support the setting up of local design reviews to work with the local 

authority to assess applications and support planning officers in making 

decisions especially on high profile applications 

 Explore ways in which additional resources can be made available for 

planning enforcement to ensure that what is built follows approved plans 

a far as is practically possible. 

 Consider sites within the town centres where new development or 

regeneration may be acceptable 

 

Consultation Questions 

 Should the plan include design policies with respect to issues such as 

quality of design to help both protect and enhance the historic 

environment? 

 

 Can you identify recent developments or alterations to existing buildings 

that you feel are good quality and enhance the local environment and 

briefly explain your reasons why? 

 

 Can you identify recent developments or alterations to existing buildings 

that you feel are poor quality and briefly explain your reasons why?  

 

 Are there areas within Morpeth and Pegswood which you feel would 

benefit from being regenerated or be suitable for new development? 

 

 



5.  Erosion of value and character by Clutter  

 

Issues 

Clutter is a common problem in many settlements today.  This may result from a 

number of issues such as the proliferation of street signs, many of them poorly 

positioned or repetitive, positioning, condition and design of other street 

furniture like bins, seating and information boards to flyposting on empty 

buildings or temporary advertising of events in other ways.  Many of these 

‘features’ are controlled by different bodies and co-ordinated planning, design 

and positioning rarely occurs.  Not only can this unco-ordinated approach have 

an effect on the appearance of an area but it can present circulation issues 

when signs or other street furniture are randomly positioned on a main 

thoroughfare.  In the various settlements within the Neighbourhood Plan area 

there are a variety of styles of street furniture – in the rural areas these are often 

sympathetic to the area but in Morpeth and Pegswood there are many 

different generations of street furniture and no obvious strategy for future 

provision either locally or county wide to ensure continuity.  

 

Options 

 Identify clutter and consider ways in which this could be removed, 

reduced or repositioned to reduce impact. 

 Consider the adoption of a good quality palette of street furniture 

acceptable in Morpeth and Pegswood in the public domain such as 

bollards, bins and lighting. 

 

 

Consultation Questions 

 Do you perceive clutter to be an issue in the settlements within the 

Neighbourhood Plan area? 

 If yes, should the plan encourage the removal or repositioning of 

unnecessary signs and the repositioning of poorly positioned street 

furniture? 

 Should the plan encourage the adoption of a good quality palette of 

street furniture in Morpeth and Pegswood ? 

 

 

6   Historic green spaces and routes within the urban environment 

 

Issues 

Within all settlements there are green spaces, other communal areas, yards and 

routes that are enjoyed greatly by the current population and many of which 



are an important part of the settlements development and history.   Many of 

these are not protected in their own right and some could potentially be 

threatened in the future if pressure for development in the urban centres 

becomes too severe.  This may include allotments, communal parks and 

gardens, other areas of open green space or the historic yards and alleyways in 

Morpeth especially those on Newgate Street.  Use of many of the latter are 

already impeded by the parking of cars in the rear yards and access to them 

from the rear can be off-putting with the feeling that you are entering private 

property.   

 

Options 

 Use existing documentation and research to identify and collate all the 

historic green or communal spaces, yards and alleyways and consider 

ways to protect the boundaries or use of significant of important assets. 

 Consider ways to protect green spaces and allotments especially in 

strategic central sites from development 

 

Consultation Questions 

 Do you consider that there should be additional recognition and possibly 

protection for the public alleyways and yards in Morpeth?  

 

 Do you consider that there should be additional protection to important 

green spaces in the town centres 

 

 Can you identify any such areas that you feel should be protected form 

development 

 

 

7 Traffic within the town centre 

 

Issues 

All settlements within the Neighbourhood Plan area have to accommodate 

both pedestrian and vehicular traffic which can, in certain circumstances, 

cause conflict.    The way that traffic is controlled and flows through an area 

(which can also relate to where parking provision is situated) can have a 

dramatic impact on the area.  Congestion, poor crossing provision, pollution 

and noise can blight areas and may make an area less attractive to tourists.  

Similarly imbalanced parking provision can result in parts of a urban core 

becoming divided with some areas attracting a larger volume of footfall and 

other areas remote from the major routes or car parks suffering from lower levels 

of passing shoppers.   In turn this can lead to lower rents and potentially lower 

standards of property maintenance.   



 

A large area close to the centre of Morpeth is currently dominated by large 

areas of car parking – a necessity in the modern environment, but perhaps 

unattractive so close to the historic core.   In Pegswood there is little car parking 

in the centre, with limited on street parking on the main road with other cars 

straying into residential areas. The volume of traffic has also steadily increased 

over the years but often the solutions to deal with this have not changed and 

there are few pedestrian only spaces in the urban cores of Morpeth or 

Pegswood.   

 

Options 

 Consider the traffic systems and parking in Morpeth as a whole and 

whether a new radical alterative to the current system would be of 

positive benefit and improve the environment in the historic centre. 

 Consider whether the pedestrian/vehicle relationship  can be improved 

in some areas where pedestrian routes open out into areas 

predominantly used by vehicles  

 Investigate altering the hierarchy of users in certain key areas for 

example by increasing the number or width of pedestrian only 

areas/zones  

 Consider ways to make the pedestrian routes into and through the town 

centres more attractive in order to encourage more people to walk, 

either into the centre from homes on the periphery, or from the various 

car parks to all areas of the town 

 

Consultation Questions 

 

 Do you support the suggestion that potential changes to the existing 

traffic systems and parking in Morpeth may enhance the town centre? 
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HERITAGE: Green Infrastructure. Rural Issues: 
 

 
The European Landscape Convention (ELC) definition is short and simple, yet 

comprehensive: 
 

 
„Landscape means an area, as perceived by people, whose character is 

 

the result of the action and  interaction of natural and/or human factors‟. 
 

 
Morpeth and its four surrounding villages are historic defensive settlements, making it 

safer for inhabitants and livestock. They are settled into the landscape, hard to find 

from the main route or they are perched upon hill top surrounded and defended by 
natural features – twixt woods and water. Natural landscape has been enhanced 

with earthworks, managed woodland, water defences, towers and strong buildings to 

defend occupants, crops, stores and livestock or repel attackers. These natural, 

enhanced and built features often make it awkward for new routes or development 

but residents value them and regard them as a heritage asset. 
 

 
    All landscapes matter and the relationship between people and place; an awareness 

of a „sense of place,‟ a contribution to local prosperity and people‟s quality of life so 

that future generations inherit the highest quality landscape. Social, economic and 

environmental decision making: management, good planning, design, protection and 

public engagement will lead to wider knowledge and care as well as a sense of 

inspiration, well-being and connection between people and place. 

 
England 2010) 

(Natural 

 

 

    Assessment found that the role of public participation is most often overlooked in 

policy and guidance documents. 

(Newcastle University study for Natural England) 
 

 
    ELC establishes procedures for the participation of the general public, local and 

regional authorities, in the definition and implementation of the landscape policies 
 

 
    We are committed to promoting ways in which Historic Environment professionals can 

involve local communities in their work and decision making. 

(English Heritage) 
 

 

The Neighbourhood Plan gives local people the chance to influence their future. 
 

 
The European Landscape Convention recognises that all inherited landscapes matter, be they 

outstanding, ordinary, or degraded. It puts emphasis on the whole landscape and values. It is 

forward looking in its approach, recognising its changing character.  We need to achieve a 

balance between preserving existing cultural heritage, attracting new investment and 

supporting rural areas. Many are undergoing far-reaching transformations and should receive 

closer attention from the authorities and the public. As an essential factor of well-being and an 

important part of people‟s quality of life; historic landscape contributes to human fulfilment. It 

has an important role in the cultural, ecological, environmental and social fields and 

constitutes a resource favourable to economic activity, particularly to tourism. 
 

(Northumberland Landscape Character 

Assessment B) 



 
Action Plan 2010) 

(The Changing Landscape; Land Use Consultants and Natural England 

 

 

The area is covered by a Landscape Characterisation Map produced by 
Northumberland County Council. 

 
 

'By increasing our understanding of the historic landscape more informed decisions 

can be made about its management.' (Northumberland CC) 

Morpeth  Neighbourhood Plan area‟s landscape is characterised by: heritage 

woodland; plantations, wooded steep riverbanks and burn valleys. 
 
 

It has human dominated gentle rolling farmland, historically considered poor for 

raising wheat. Formerly cattle rearing, drover and reiver countryside: it has now, 

instead of black cows, intensively farmed large arable fields with many removed 

hedges. Mining is a significant characteristic; we have historic and limited current 

coalfield areas with ongoing land reclamation. Landform is varied with occasional 

landmarks; distant vistas and significant preserved local heritage views from but less 
so toward defensive settlements. We still have little visibility from main transport routes: 

it is generally quiet with limited movement, not totally remote but with little industrial 

influence. There are prominent heritage features in a well managed landscape: It has 

planned estate villages and medieval settlements with tower houses and ancient 

field patterns. 
 

 
It is representative of Northumberland lowland landscape with unique heritage 

features and a strong sense of place. 
 

 
The approach should be to encourage the ongoing custodianship of a landscape that is 

generally well-preserved and in good condition. The landscape should be managed to 

conserve both its natural and cultural history with good freedom of access. In general most 

significant changes to this landscape have already occurred, in the form of extensive mining 

activity and urbanisation. The approach for this historic landscape is therefore one of 

restoration where possible and key qualities are still intact: re-creation where it has been overly 

damaged. Their long-term viability should be secured and replacement managed. 
 

(Northumberland 

County Council) 
 

Northumberland CC Core Strategy Preferred Options emphasises the importance of 

multi-functional green space and the need to protect and enhance natural, historic 

and built green infrastructure assets and links between them. 
 

 
Saved policies of the Morpeth Local Plan (C3) identify areas of High Landscape 

Value: where development would not be permitted; which will have a detrimental 

effect on such areas. We incorporate them into our Morpeth Neighbourhood Plan. 

These are areas of special character and greater than average visual quality: The 

Wansbeck Valley; within and to the east and west of Morpeth; Catchburn together 

with Howburn Wood, Cottingwood and Cottingwood Common. In Mitford, the areas 

include Mitford Castle and Hall with its associated parklands; as well as areas of the 

River Wansbeck and Font. 
 

 
 

Natural Heritage 
 

We have in the Neighbourhood Area some important ancient woodland and 
heritage ecological areas of nature conservation importance, even within the market 



town: at Postern Burn, Borough Woods, Ghyl Edge, Bluebell and Howburn Wood. 

Hepscott Burn‟s resident red squirrels rely on its historic green corridor. Parkside was 

once a royal hunting park and two racecourses on Commons. Cottingwood and 
Chapel Wood on  Wansbeck‟s uncultivated riverside; are associated with Turner‟s 16th 

Century Herbal. Weed species encroachment and access paths should be managed 

with proposed housing development kept well clear. 
 

The Northumberland Biodiversity Action Plan is a powerful tool for targeting and 

enhancing heritage landscape habitat. A less intensive approach to land 

management; applying positive and locally appropriate approaches to landscapes, 

will help to maintain local distinctiveness. European Union incentive schemes assist in 

perpetuating sustainable management of land however financial support may not 

last. Areas isolated by development, are threatened; having become difficult to work 

by machine, could be more conveniently planted up with inappropriate woodland. 
 

 
Protect green gateways, river valley corridors and valuable heritage habitat 

 
Green Belt 

 

 
 

The Government attaches great importance to the Green Belt. Its general extent 

together with an extension around Morpeth is already established 
 

(para 9.3 of Core Strategy Issues and 

Options May 2012.) 
 

A strategic extension to the Green Belt at Morpeth has long been proposed to: 

(a) Preserve the special setting and character of Morpeth 

(b) Prevent Morpeth merging with neighbouring settlements 
 

(c) Assist regeneration of main settlements and coalfield villages 
 

(d) Safeguard the countryside from encroachment 
 

Options for the Green Belt which have been put to the public (2012) - the inner 

western boundary puts Mitford in the Green Belt and the inner southern boundary 

would mark separation of Morpeth from Clifton and Hepscott: 
 

 
This would retain heritage rural character and settings of the settlements. 

 

 
Once Green Belts have been defined, Local Planning Authorities should plan 

positively to enhance the beneficial use of the Green Belt such as: looking for 

opportunities to provide access; to provide opportunities for outdoor sport and 

recreation; to retain landscapes, visual amenity and biodiversity or to improve 

damaged and derelict land. (NPPF para 8) 
 
 
 

 
Inappropriate development is by definition harmful to the Green Belt and should not 

be approved 
 

EXCEPT IN VERY SPECIAL CIRCUMSTANCES 

(NPPF para 87) 



Protection does not imply preservation but rather conservation of key landscape 

qualities. It is recognised that these inherited landscapes are not static, but evolving. 

They may undergo change in future but change within historic landscape requires 

more careful management. 
 

 
Generally, the need for ongoing development and change should be balanced with 

the need to protect and enhance historic landscapes and townscapes. Positive gains 

for landscape should be sought in conjunction with all development proposals: 

steering development toward the most appropriate locations will assist integration of 

heritage landscape protection within economic and social needs. 
 

 
 
 
 
 

An important relationship exists between settlement and landscape, in terms of visual 

setting and historic development. It can also contribute to character and 

distinctiveness. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Settlement boundaries: 
 

Settlement boundaries are an important aspect of heritage, character, sustainability 

and setting. Good boundaries will clearly demarcate settlement and countryside, 

while ensuring compatibility between the two. The settlement policy will be in the 

Core Strategy: boundaries of settlements are related to sustainability issues. Hepscott, 

Hebron and Mitford are settlements which under the Morpeth Local Plan were not to 

be expanded and where infill is the maximum allowable development: we agree. 

Locally encroachment has recently occurred beyond settlement boundaries: 

paddocks have changed use to gardens; incorporating ancillary buildings, not 

necessarily subject to planning law. Other sites with Local Planning Authority approval 

have become permanent development. This creates urban spread and sprawl. It 

should not be allowed. 
 

 
Should the Neighbourhood Plan identify settlement boundaries? 

 
 
 
 
 

Green Gateways: the visual impact of approach roads 
 
 

All settlements in this plan area have ancient green lined approach roads and they 

are separated from each other by green space. Distant views of settlements are 

limited, an historic defence measure; rather each nestles in its rural setting. When 

approaching Morpeth from the north via the A192 a green gateway is retained until 

just before Bullers Green. Approaching from the south-east on the A192; Hepscott is 

hidden from view and the green gateway into Morpeth is at the A196 roundabout. 

Approaching from the north-east, Pegswood to Morpeth via the A197, the road is 

green lined by river and allotments until nearing the supermarket. From the south the 

A197 green approach continues to County Hall. Roads from the west are rural until 

they meet the A197 & A192. 



 

There are potential threats to the green entrance between Hepscott and Morpeth if 

development takes place south of the A196. Hebron village being more distant is less 

at risk but this could change if development were to take place to the north of the 

proposed bypass between and beyond: Cottingwood Common, Fairmoor and 

Northgate Hospital. Fulbeck provides a green, wildlife corridor. This could change. 

Mitford is to the west of the A1 but it will be affected by the new Northern Relief Road 

access. Pegswood is separated from Morpeth by loops of the river Wansbeck and 

with a new bypass is less threatened by spoilt approaches or becoming adversely 

merged with Morpeth. It still has scope for development whilst retaining historic green 

spaces, green lined approach roads and retaining a clear separation from Morpeth. 

Green gateways and green heritage infrastructure contributing to the character and 

setting of settlements are important assets. 
 

Are green gateways important to the setting of Morpeth Neighbourhood? 

Should green corridors, green approach roads, green routes and bypasses remain 

unaltered? 

Do you think that public views and vistas are important, should they be protected? 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Cultural Heritage 
 

Important historic sites protected nationally are enforced locally by Scheduling or 
Listing. 

 
We recognise that there are many more heritage assets which are of significance locally and 

which also deserve to be identified and protected in order to ensure their importance is 

recognised and understood. (EH) 
 

 

A Historic Landscape Character Map is held by Northumberland CC. This records 

historic land use sourced from maps of various dates not confined to Ordnance 

Survey. The Heritage Environment Records (HER) of the County Council give greater 

detail of historical and archaeological sites ranging from castles to small finds spots. 
 

National Planning Policy Framework makes it clear that local planning authorities should have 

up to date evidence about the historic environment and either maintain or have access to a 

HER. (English Heritage) 

 
A Local List of places and buildings of cultural importance to the community should 

be kept up to date by Northumberland CC. The Archaeology Data Service is ten 
years out of date and „Keys to the Past,‟ has inadequate records. We do understand 

conservation and planning issues depend on having enough suitably qualified staff, 

employed by the planning authority, to handle the work load. However some 

decisions on heritage conservation issues could be enhanced by community 

volunteers if a full, updated record was available. Local societies are already 

involved and current Planning Applications are published on Northumberland 

Website: but conservation awareness would be improved if local civic, history, 



archaeological, heritage architectural societies and other local groups were 

proactively asked by the Planning Authority, as a matter of course, to comment and 

their advice given due weight on Applications in their area. 

 
Effective heritage protection requires the efforts of many organisations and individuals… 

We are promoting better standards of access, integration and content for historic environment 

data in Local Planning Authorities. Ensuring that decision-makers have access to accurate and 

appropriate information on the historic environment is critical. We are committed to promoting 

ways in which Historic Environment professionals can involve local communities in their work 

and decision making. (EH) 
 

 
 
 

PEGSWOOD 
 

The Civil Parish should not be isolated from its historic parochial and feudal setting. 

The Dukes of Portland owned Bothal, the neighbouring planned village and heritage 
Pegsworth estate. It includes water mills, the ancient St Andrew‟s  Parish  Church and 

Norman castle. It is defended by walled mounds and a loop of the deep, wooded 

River Wansbeck Valley, with its own crossing points, notable built and green heritage 

features. 
 

 
Pegswood village additionally consists of an old farming settlement, with attractive 

vernacular heritage buildings, a pit village and modern development. The village is 

attached to an historic colliery and modern opencast mining area, now partly 

completed and restored. Planning has been identified as the guiding principle for this 

landscape of former mineral extraction. It has already been heavily modified by the 

actions of people. Positive action now is required to restore and enhance these 

areas. There needs to be recognition of the underlying key qualities of the landscape, 

albeit that they have been compromised. Not all change will be beneficial. 
Management is required to ensure that change is sustainable and results in a 

strengthening of historic landscape character. 
 

 
Future development: Pegswood is a settlement with a wide range of services and 

facilities. Development that maintains and strengthens the role of Pegswood as a 

service centre should be encouraged. Taking account of its location in relation to 

Morpeth; it has the capacity to take new housing and commerce with the settlement 

boundary redefined. 
 

Pegswood proposes housing development to the west and south of the current 

settlement with industrial and commercial property developed to the south-east. 

Development here is seen as sustainable, a method of enhancing existing services, 

maintaining, restoring and improving the infrastructure of the village. Developers 

should provide a substantial green landscape framework as part of the enabling 

infrastructure. It would heal historic visual or environmental scars and protect its 

heritage. Carry out extensive planting of appropriate local heritage species such as 

willow and oak. 
 

Native woodland could provide a framework within which new, existing or historic 

development and infrastructure could be contained. 
 

Should the settlement boundary of Pegswood be redefined to allow for expansion? 

How should any development be screened from the A197 and B1337? 
 

 
HEPSCOTT 



It expanded from a small historic core, consisting of heritage farmhouses, clusters of 

cottages and a C17th Grade Listed smithy set around a C14th Grade II Listed fortified 

tower and C17th manor house with dovecote. It was a heavily wooded feudal 

agricultural village. Later it became a blacksmith, water distribution, mining and tile 

making centre. The railway line from Morpeth towards Bedlington and Blyth forms the 

north-eastern village boundary, Shields Road - A192 forms the Southern boundary. The 

centre is defined by a steep sided burn with mature coniferous and deciduous trees 

which form an attractive green corridor for residents and resident wildlife; including 

increasingly rare red squirrels. Good views of the parish countryside are afforded from 

outward leading lanes and the valley bank top. Some heritage industrial scars remain 

derelict but they have evolved with attractive green ecology and wildlife, which 

needs sensitive management; recent planning development has ignored this. This 

parish hub expanded rapidly during the 20th century. It now has few services or 

commerce remaining except for an engineering workshop, an agricultural distribution 

facility and a multi purpose village hall. 
 

There is very little land left available within parish and settlement boundaries of 

Hepscott, for development. Any further housing development of greenfield sites, with 

destruction of heritage tree cover and landscape or demolition of limiting existing 

characterful housing stock; to build multiple new buildings, would potentially damage 
Hepscott‟s historic character, sustainability and heritage. 

 
With local agreement; limited modest infill only should be allowed. (C 

Haylock 2013) 

 
Four heritage farmsteads have been successfully adapted for housing in recent years. 

Scattered farmsteads and hamlets beyond are set in rolling farmland. In the north- 
west, between both Morpeth and Hepscott‟s settlement boundaries, it needs to be 

protected. It would result in Hepscott village settlement merging with the Market 
Town; both losing their separate individual identities to urban sprawl. 

 
Concerning the countryside between the A196 and Hepscott; development has 

been consistently refused for policy reasons - (including a supermarket and an 

industrial estate.) 
The negatives are: 

1. The impact on the character and appearance of the entry into Morpeth and the 

countryside, especially with new access roads removing boundary vegetation. 

2. Potential for urban sprawl and the visual coalescence of Morpeth and Hepscott. 

3. Scale of any development would be out of keeping with the countryside. 
4. It would not be in accord with Green Belt Policy. 

 
Should development continue to be resisted and refused between the A196 and 
Hepscott? 

Should demolition to create development opportunities be allowed? 

Should mature tree felling be resisted? 
 

 
HEBRON 

 
Hebron is a quiet, feudal estate-planned parish and village historically linked to the 

Bothal- Pegswood Portland Estate and the Bishopric of Durham. The core includes the 

small historic St Cuthbert‟s Church, an old smithy and heritage farms, with more modern 

development hidden. There are attractive heritage farmhouses including the partly 

restored historic tower houses of Cockle Park, (University of Newcastle‟s research farm) 

and Benridge. South-east of the village has had opencast mining in the past. It is now 

pleasant restored landscape with tree plantation and the adjacent 



Longhirst Hall Golf Course. Land rises north-west to Hebron Beacon Hill affording good 

views toward distant upland hills. 
 

 
However there are commercial and other property development matters to consider 

within the Parish: a vegetable processing works and HGV depot, a woodland 

cemetery, Heighley Gate Garden Centre with its shopping outlet, Northgate and 

nearby St Georges Hospital. All of these sites have potential for possible extended 

and extensive development. There will be pressure upon the Parish: its roads, village 

infrastructure, green buffer zones and heritage. Hebron will need protection from 

development associated with the proposed Northern Relief Road to retain its integrity 

and prevent merging. Careful strategic planning will be needed, preventing risk to 

Hebron‟s individual identity, historic buildings, landscape and isolation. 
 

 
Should Cockle Park be developed further to protect the tower, its fabric and 

heritage? 

Should the area around Northgate Hospital and Fairmoor be developed? 

Having regard to protecting the green corridor and setting of the settlement. 
 

 
MITFORD 

 
Mitford has a number of Listed Structures and Scheduled Sites: medieval castle, 

church, ancient manor and the celebrated Dobson Neo-Classical Mitford Hall and 

Estate, with scattered heritage farms. The Civil Parish has a large pharmaceutical 

factory. Other businesses include: a golf course, a farm cafe and shop and an 

equestrian centre. A dismantled railway line crosses the southern part of the parish. 

Topography dictates that Mitford is a scattered village with few opportunities for infill. 

There is little land for development to the north except near St Leonard's Lane 

beyond Spital Hill. The planned northern bypass will be accessed from this lane. Land 

to the east of the A1 north of the river Wansbeck borders the Nature Reserves of 

Borough and Scotch Gill Woods. West of the A1 are the Borough Woods and nature 

reserve bordered by fields with evidence of medieval use around West High House. 
 

Some isolated historic farms with obsolete farm buildings such as Mitford Steads could 

possibly be developed as small industrial units to protect their integrity; whilst retaining 

the essential fabric of the range of buildings and reflecting local heritage character, 

both in terms of design and interpretation. Areas of the parish where housing 

development may be applied for are around Tranwell Farm, Gubeon and Wellhill 

Plantations. Industrial development land is allocated near to the pharmaceutical 

factory. The A1 bypass is not yet directly accessible from here, as the planned 

Southern Relief Road is on hold. 

 
Should there be development or change of use for redundant heritage farm 

buildings? 

Should land west of the A1 proposed new junction, around St Leonard's Lane, be 

protected from development once the new by-pass is built? 

Should visual impact of green approaches to Gubeon and Wellhill be protected? 

Should the disused railway line be opened up for recreational use? 

 
Tourism 

 

 
 
 

Heritage tourism is an economic driver, helping to deliver positive sustainable 



 
 

economic growth 

 
Without detriment to the Neighbourhood‟s vulnerable historic assets; ensure it: 

 

is not needlessly at risk of damage, erosion or loss 

is experienced, understood and enjoyed by local communities 
continues to provide memorable places where people live and work. (English 

Heritage) 

 
It is important to protect the appearance of landscape; its intrinsic character, beauty 

and diversity, in considering tourism attracted by Heritage so it can be enjoyed by all. 

 
Encourage further growth in visitor numbers. The continuing popularity of the area as a tourist 

destination is likely to have increasing effects on the landscape. Pressures include increased 

infrastructure, particularly signage and parking, as well as increased activity leading to 

footpath erosion and loss of tranquillity in currently remoter areas. Through planning, 

management and protection, a set of regionally and locally distinctive landscapes, with 

characteristics which reflect historic patterns and processes, which are appropriate to their 

present use, and which are resilient to future change. 
 

Northumberland Tourism (2010) Northumberland Area Tourism Management Plan (ATMaP) 

2010-2015. 
 
 
 

 
Access 

 

 
The area has many historic local designated footpaths, ancient routes and dismantled railways 

(not on the definitive county map). They are abundant and well used for recreation. A strategic 

approach to access provision will ensure that access needs do not conflict with other 

landscape conservation or management objectives, particularly in potentially fragile areas 

such as historic landscapes. Interpretation of the landscape can lead to greater understanding 

and appreciation of the resource, encouraging wider support for protection and management 

initiatives. Improvements to public access and the promotion of opportunities they represent 

will result in greater use and knowledge of the historic landscape. Enhanced participation in 

outdoor recreation can be particularly important in connection with larger settlements and 

tourist centres. It will ensure the diversity and interest of outdoor recreation opportunities. This 

can be linked with the promotion of a greater appreciation of landscapes, particularly where 

these are currently undervalued. (NCC) 
 

 

It would benefit neighbourhood and tourism if NCC could negotiate additional 

permissive paths. 
 

 
Footpaths follow the Wansbeck riverside downstream from opposite Mitford Hall in the 
West to well beyond Morpeth. Go under the 19th century railway viaduct, passing 

Lady Chapel and Lady‟s Well near Pegswood before continuing to historic Bothal. 

Cross the bridge and return on the Hepscott-Shadfen side, walking upstream past 

disused mines,  quarries, mills, a royal deer park, World Wars I&II defences and hermit‟s 

relics. A green corridor of historical and natural importance; it has a rich biodiversity 

and wildlife habitat. It also contains defensive, religious, social and industrial historic 

monuments. 



 

 

Opportunities 
 
 
 

    Some path access and surface improvement could be desirable. An easier 

access from Pegswood and other settlements to the river Wansbeck corridor 

could enhance the recreational value of the villages. 

 
    There is scope for visual sight-lines from the paths to be maintained and 

enhanced 

 
    Some interpretation of routes has been done by GMDT, this could be 

extended. 

 
    There is scope for more circular walks of various lengths to be developed from 

the main path as at Borough Wood, Bluebell, Howburn and Shadfen Bank 

Woods. 
 

    NCC should negotiate accessibility to historic routes and permissive pathways 

to monuments such as Newminster Abbey; presently with some access. 

 
    Some rural heritage monuments such as Newminster Abbey, Mitford Castle 

(on English Heritage's Monuments at Risk Register) Lady's Chapel and 
Hepscott‟s Dovecote could benefit from shrub clearance, consolidation of 

ruins or restoration. 
 

 
We are constrained yet delighted by our own human action and interaction with 

local green heritage. It has been handed down to us in trust as custodians to 

enhance and treat well. It serves us well by providing an attractive setting, character 

and quality of life; making Morpeth Neighbourhood a good place to live. 
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SOCIAL HERITAGE 

 
“With the new County of Northumberland, excluding Newcastle, Morpeth has assumed 

the mantle of County Town and administrative centre” (GN Wright 1980) 

 
We have a wealth of social inheritance handed down as part of Morpeth 

Neighbourhood story within local history. It is valued and promoted through written 

records, signs and plaques. It was displayed within the Chantry - sadly no longer. 
 
A Key Issue is how to protect, enhance and promote all of its heritage social assets 

permanently. 

 
The narrative starts with archaeological evidence. We have aerial photographs and finds 

showing a small-scale settled life in the Neighbourhood well before Roman times. A 

warrior-protected phase which later formalised under the Norman appointed Barons: 

Dukes, Earls, Lords, Knights, Ladies and Squires. Landed families inter-married building up 

huge land holdings, industrial capital, slave transport and colonial plantations. They had 

wealth and power; with military, legal, political and church influence. Their names 

resonate even today: Barons Bertram, Mowbray and Merlay; later Greystock, Grimthorpe 

and Dacre; Howards: Earls Carlisle and Lords Morpeth; Ogles: Cavendish; Dukes 

Newcastle, Portland and then: Earl Grey, Collingwood, Trevelyan, Ridley and Joicey. 

Lords of the Manor ruled castle and land; craft guilds, freemen and burgesses ran 

Corporation, Commons and Grammar School. 

Medieval Royalty visited, Kings chartered markets, favoured or burned down Morpeth; 

William II in1095 and John in 1199, 1202 and 1215. Edward I rode upward to Scotland; up 

King‟s Street to hammer the Scots. Princess Margaret Tudor stayed twice with the Dacres. 

In 1503, she travelled onward down Queen‟s Street to become the new Queen of 

Scotland. Also James I rode through the town from Scotland in 1603, on his accession, 

joining the two kingdoms together again. 

 
Churchmen were aplenty: St.Robert was the first Abbot of Newminster,; a Cistercian 

Abbey founded in 1138 with a St Magdelene hospital, a St. Mary the Virgin Church and 

fraters who worked farm granges, mines and salt pans. Given land and protected by 

Baron Ranulph de Merlay; the Church prayed for souls, ministered to the sick and needy, 

farmed, traded and collected Chantry bridge tolls. Craft, market trade, politics, culture, 

sport, science and education burgeoned. Dr William Turner, a Lutheran theologist, 

physician and herbalist (d.1568) spent his childhood here. Rev. John Horsley MA, the 

long-term Presbyterian Minister and Teacher (d.1732) was a prominent Roman 

archaeologist. „Chinese‟ missionary and translator Rev Dr Robert Morrison lived in Bullers 

Green from 1782 to 1785. Rector for 48 years: Francis Grey; son of the tea drinking Reform 

Bill Earl, „the man on the monument,‟ used his Carlisle and Grey wealth to endow the 

Victorian St James Church. Tradition evolves this century with the appointment of 

Nicholas Wright as Bishop of Durham. 

 
Less peacefully or constructively: Leslie‟s Parliamentary army occupied the Castle 

Royalist Montrose then besieged it destroying both building and occupants in 1644; in a 
not so Civil War. „Poor‟ Jane Pye was executed in 1658, for witchcraft, her prominent 

family was associated with Wallington Hall, Hepscott Hall; Bothal Rectory; Market Place 
and Queen‟s Head Morpeth. Lord Chancellor Eldon and Bessie Surtees would later 

honeymoon there after elopement and marriage. Yet Admiral Lord Cuthbert 

Collingwood, from Oldgate, the Trafalgar hero of 1805 longed to return. 



 

„Whenever I think how I am to be happy again my thoughts carry me back to Morpeth.‟ 
 

 
Three Victorian women of Morpeth show an indomitable spirit: 

 

 
Rosalind Countess of Carlisle was given administration of the Howard estates by her 

husband the Earl, as a protection against gambling excesses. She carried this out with 
competence and enthusiasm, employing only female „inside‟ staff. Rosalind was 

committed to Feminism, Reform and Temperance. The Countess eventually sold 

„Morpeth‟ during an agricultural recession in 1887 and 1915. The Town Hall was bought by 

Lord Joicey who then gifted it to Morpeth while she donated Carlisle Park. 
 

 
Another Victorian local heroine was remembered very differently. Recently an ambitious 

musical play celebrated the remarkable life of Mary Hollon, d.1877. She was an orphan 

of Anglo-Burmese ethnic background, raised by her paternal bachelor uncle Dr William 
Trotter a local physician and mayor, with her alongside as mayoress. She married Richard 

Hollon, Mayor of York. Benefactors of Temperance; 

a charitable foundation; drinking fountain, St George‟s Church window and clock. With 

Drs. William and James Trotter, a County Councillor; they supported Thomas Burt, a 

Temperance and Miners Union champion, in becoming socialist Liberal MP for Morpeth 

1874 to 1918 Minister, Privy Councillor and Father of the House. 

 
They were instrumental in achieving votes for miners and other working men. 

 

 
 

In St Mary‟s medieval Churchyard is the tomb of Emily Wilding Davison, a militant 

Suffragette, 1872-1913, daughter of a then wealthy London businessman, a widower from 

Witton House, Dacre Street Morpeth and Margaret Caisley his second wife and second 

cousin, who formerly helped with nursery and family care. He died in 1893 leaving the 

family to determinedly struggle on financially. She gained outstanding academic 
success in English, in 1895, from St Hughes College, Oxford University. In Arts then Modern 

Languages in Holloway College, London University in 1908; while working full time or 

being supported financially in college by her aunt, Dorothy Caisley from Morpeth. She 

was imprisoned many times and cruelly treated for her beliefs. Emily was fatally injured by 

the King‟s racehorse, while demonstrating at the Epsom Derby. Her centenary was also 

remembered recently in a splendid but temporary exhibition. Also with a music and 

dance performance: a play; parade, church service, short story competition and a full 

length biography. 

 
They helped to achieve votes for working class women a few years later. 

 

 
Of 19th Century men: John Rastrick, d.1826; was an agricultural engineer and his son John 

Jr. important in Railway history. He judged the Rainhill Steam Engine Trials in1830 where he 

elevated both George and Robert Stephenson. Their Wansbeck spanning railway (1849) 

and viaduct still survive but where William Huskisson once MP for Morpeth was killed in the 
first rail accident by the „Rocket.‟ Textile weavers, chandlers, tanners, millers, hatters, 

blacksmiths and iron-founders drove the industrial economy; Oliver, Watson and Swinney 

names are well remembered. In Agriculture; Mathesons, Temples and both Roberts 



Whinham were renowned Victorian market gardeners, the latter famous breeders of 

gooseberries; they travelled widely and were well known as musicians; unfortunately 

ending their days in the Union Workhouse in Newgate Street, as „deserving poor.‟ Prof 

Robert Blakey (d.1879) was a child labourer; cutting willow basket withies later becoming 

Mayor of Morpeth and a pioneer in Adult Education. 
 

 
Edwardian Joseph Crawhall (d.1913) of Newgate Street is now a world famous „Glasgow 

Boy‟ painter while Canon MacLeod photographed local Edwardian scenes around 

Mitford and Morpeth Neighbourhood. This early 20th Century was an era when African 

and First World War veterans could be seen: Col Mitford in his petrol driven Daimler 

automobile and Col Wright driving his Stanley steam-engine car. Aldermen Bainbridge 

and WS Sanderson; riding out in a Rolls Royce motor-car, wearing his signature big hat. 

Septimus Jennings: driving a more modest Ford, in bowler hat. Alderman Alfred Appleby 

and the future Lord Elliot in a pony and trap or young Isobel Smail walking down Bridge 

Street, to help out in the family shop. All things interesting were recorded in MacKay‟s, 

„Morpeth Herald.‟ They all became prominent residents. War heroes returned to 

recession, depressed wages, homelessness and unemployment. Friendliness, youth, 

energy, optimism and work ethic made Morpeth Neighbourhood a better place to live. 
 

 
This is necessarily a highlighted selection of the Neighbourhood Social Heritage - 

A fleeting glimpse then gone for ever. 
 

 
For „Destination Planning for Morpeth,‟ Miller 2009 found that: 

 
“ main gap; an indoor attraction one with high recognition factor for first time visitors.” 

 
A Heritage Centre would fulfil this need and desire to protect, enhance and promote. 

 
“They represent a valuable resource for our community and visitors alike.” 

(NCC Core Local Plan 19.1) 
 

 
 
 

Would you suggest ways, locations and means of housing social heritage: 
to preserve and to promote our local history? 

 
Would you value and support it? 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

KEY PLAYERS 
 

 
Morpeth Town Council 

 
Hebron, Hepscott, Mitford and Pegswood Parish Councils 

 
Northumberland County Council Planning Officers and Conservation Team 

 
English Heritage Officers 

 
Greater Morpeth Development Trust 

Morpeth Antiquarian Society 

Morpeth and District Civic Society 

Hepscott Heritage Group 

Mitford History Society 
 
Holders/owners of privately owned historic assets 

 
Morpeth Neighbourhood Plan Heritage Topic Group 

 
Writers: David Cowans, Dorothy Cowans, John Lewis, Frank Robinson, Bryony Roff. 
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Maps 

 
Morpeth Conservation Area 

 
Hebron , Hepscott, Mitford, Morpeth, Pegswood Heritage Areas 

 
Heritage - Areas Assets 

 
Saved Policies – Castle Morpeth Local Plan 

 
National Planning Policy Guidance- Heritage Design 

 
English Heritage –  Areas Listed Buildings and Monuments 

 
 
 

 
MNP HERITAGE APPENDIX: 

 
THERE ARE 149 LISTED BUILDINGS IN THE 5 MORPETH NEIGHBOUR PLAN PARISH AREAS 
THERE ARE   11 SCHEDULED MONUMENTS 


