
Minutes of Heritage meeting Monday, January 18th, 2021 at 10.30am 

This meeting was held to discuss the recent CAA and SSI document alterations which 

had been discussed by the full Heritage group on January 11th. 

Present: Helen Fuller, Chris Jackson, Jeannie Willan  

Open Agenda  

Jeannie agreed that the suggested alterations to the documents were helpful and 

thorough. Some alterations/additions could be made and some could not. 

The alterations agreed at the last Heritage meeting were looked at individually and 

either fully agreed upon or altered slightly (see minutes of 11th January). 

The following pages were altered again: 

P5. The village Hall was given to the village in trust during the last century but has now 

been passed on to the Parish Council who has planned an extensive programme of 

maintenance for the building and its associated grounds (added) 

P5/6 It was agreed that specific dwellings would not be named when mentioning 

inappropriate alterations, but the alterations would still be listed as out of character. 

The use of timber and concrete does change the character of the village and it was 

suggested that other ideas could be given in an action plan so people could be persuaded 

to be more in keeping with the character of the village.  

We had suggested that more needed mentioning about the wall around the village as 

this acted as a protection from possible building work (particularly on Kinsey’s Lane and 

Station Road). It was highlighted that the walls had been in better condition over 30 

years ago but then a sudden spate of vandalism (due to people becoming more aware of 

Ince) led to many of the stones being stolen and the walls therefore fell into disrepair. 

Jeannie mentioned that there was not enough evidence to make the remaining walls a 

non -designated asset but that they would be protected by being within the 

conservation area and that they are a boundary style typical of the village with its rural 

setting and therefore to alter them would detract from its character . Where the 

walls are listed it is clear that the stones are original and are part of the Grange. It 

was felt that the walls should be part of a maintenance programme within the action 

plan. 

We were concerned that more needed to be mentioned about Green spaces and Views. 

Jeannie agreed to make a reference to these 2 documents but felt that it was not 

appropriate to go into too much detail in the CAA document unless it made up part of 

the Conservation area extension. ( Views doc to go to Jeannie-Chris ) 

Listed buildings would be mentioned if they were in the Conservation area extension 

(Table 4.4.) Other items e.g., Roman Fortlet would be mentioned under the history 



section of the document. Some Non-designated assets have been pulled together as one 

e.g.    entrance gateway to Ince Hall Park, 2nd entrance above Water Lane and bridge 

Abutments would be classed as one asset. (Non designated assets doc to go to Jeannie 

-Helen ) 

The gun turret will also come under the history section and this will be looked at as a 

possible asset to be listed. Further photos of this are needed (Chris to take and send 

to Jeannie). 

P19 although it was agreed to remove names of individual places (as on p5/6) it was still 

felt that reference should be made to possible improvement around the Monastic 

Grange area. It was agreed that these suggested improvements could, once again, be 

added to the Action plan. It is important that historic buildings are not hidden by other 

structures. 

We mentioned the fields opposite Wood Farm field and what the chances were of 

giving them some form of protection (thus protecting both sides of Kinsey’s Lane). 

Jeannie mentioned that these fields would be classed as being in the setting of the 

conservation area (plus being green belt)and being typical boundary styles of the village 

as such, would be protected. It would be frowned upon to consider building here. 

The action plan was mentioned briefly and that this is where we would make suggestions 

for improvements e.g., use sandstone for walls as in keeping with the character, do not 

remove walls, refrain from using concrete posts. consider driveways being finished off 

rather than left open. 

Capacity to change section/special analysis.  

Fly tipping was mentioned as a problem and reasons suggested for this, where parts of 

village look unkempt. 

Road patterns are not wide enough to cope with traffic as it is so could not possibly 

cope with further increase (e.g., further houses). 

Speeding limits- would like 20mph around all the village but CWaC would not agree.  

The Action Plan is now being put together by Jeannie and Kathryn and will consist of 

issues agreed. Ideas will be turned into practical steps. 

The document will now go to archaeologist Kirsty Lloyd (who will pass it to her 

colleague) for further comment and to James Dixon, conservation officer. This will be 

done this week. 

Maps are needed now to complete the project and we are awaiting these this week. 

Drew is to look at OS maps (using Parish Council licence) of the conservation area and 

David Matthews will be contacted by Chris for further information to help complete 

the documents.  



These maps are crucial to the project. There has been a glitch in the site where we 

need to get the maps from but hopefully that will be sorted this week. 

It was mentioned that we need to make links with the Wildlife and Biodiversity reports 

which are currently being done. These maps (part of the report to date) show areas of 

special interest in the parish. Chris will ask Drew about an update on these maps and 

will send them to KSA for Joanna  

Reference will need to be made to the Wildlife document within the CAA and SSI too.  

The conservation area extension will be highlighted with in the N Plan area (which is 

the Parish Boundary). 

When everyone is satisfied with the document it can be acted upon by James and it can 

go to Lucy to start policy writing. 

Actions  

 

The meeting finished at 12.00. 


