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Seaton Valley Council                                       
A Community Council  
 
 

Minutes of a Meeting held on Wednesday 24 November 2021 at 7.00 pm in New Hartley Memorial Hall. 
 
The meeting started at 7.03 p.m. 
 
PRESENT:  
 
Councillors:  S Dungworth (Chair), G Eastwood (Vice Chair), L Bowman, S Bowman, A Stanners, E Coulson, D 
Ferguson, E Chicken and J Henderson. 

              
          

IN ATTENDANCE: 
S Potts – Clerk and Responsible Financial Officer 
 
Members of the public - 35 
   
CO061/21 1. Apologies for absence 

There were no apologies for absence 
 

CO062/21 2. Disclosure of interests 
 The Chair declared a personal interest (Chair of Seaton Valley Federation of Governors) in item 
17 on the agenda and said that she would leave the meeting prior to the item being discussed. 
Cllr Henderson also declared a personal interest in item 17 (Employee of Seaton Valley 
Federation of Schools) but said that she thought her interest was not significant and, therefore, 
she would take part in the debate of the item. 
 
There were no other declarations of interest. 
 

CO063/21 
 
 
 
 
CO064/21 
 
 
 

3. Chair’s Welcome and Civic Announcements 
The Chair welcomed everyone to the meeting and briefly referred to the Christmas Light Turn 
On Events that had taken place so far and reminded everyone that there were still two events 
(Holywell and New Hartley) outstanding which would take place on the following weekend. 
  
4. Public Question Time 
Prior to asking if there were any questions from the floor the Chair reminded the meeting that 
questions should only be raised about issues concerned with services that come under the 
responsibility of Seaton Valley Council. 
 
A resident from Seaton Sluice asked if something could be done about the surface of the public 
footpath that runs along the top of the cliffs next to the Seaton Sluice caravan park. The resident 
said the path had been damaged by cyclists and could do with being ‘top dressed’. The Chair 
responded by saying she would raise the matter with the Neighbourhood Partnership Team at 
the Council’s next Partnership Board meeting which was scheduled to take place in the 
following week. 
 
There were no further questions. 
 

CO065/21 
 
 
 
 

5. County Councillor Update 
Cllr Bowman gave a short update on NCC matters: 
 

• The glass kerbside collection pilot scheme that is currently taking place in Morpeth 
will be extended a further year before any decision is made on extending the scheme 
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CO67/21 
 
 

CO68/21 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

CO69/21 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

CO70/21 
 
 
 
 
 

throughout the County, 
• The design of the new Railway Station at Seaton Delaval has now received planning 

permission, 
• A part retrospective planning application to install a flat roof at 41A Southward has 

been refused, 
• The Pegasus Crossing currently being installed on The Avenue is expected to be 

completed very soon, 
• And improvements to the Avenue Head Roundabout have been substantially 

completed, although resurfacing works are still outstanding and not likely to be 
started until mid-March. 

 
Cllr Ferguson added that the County Council has established a £70,000 fund to help 
small organisations who may wish to hold events to celebrate the Queens Platinum 
Jubilee next year. Details of how to apply for funding will be made available on the NCC 
website. He also informed the meeting that 20mph School Street Schemes have now 
been introduced in both New Hartley and Seghill. And lastly he informed the meeting that 
it is planned to have 2 electric vehicle charging points installed near the Melton 
Constable in Seaton Sluice. 

 
 
 
6. Minutes of the Council’s Meeting held on 20 September 2020 
.The minutes of Seaton Valley Council’s Meeting held on 29 September 2021 were agreed 
as being a correct record and would be duly signed and dated by the Chair.  
 
7. Minutes of the Finance and General Purposes Committee held on 27 Oct 2021 
The minutes of the above committee were received 
 
8. Services and Partnership Update 
The Clerk introduced the Services Officers report but only drew attention to one item – the 
five In Bloom groups in Seaton Valley would like to create a new flower bed in each village 
to mark the Queen’s Platinum Jubilee next year. 
 
The Clerk said that funding to create the beds could be provided through the Council’s 
existing Community Fund budget and therefore, COUNCIL RESOLVED to provide the 
required funding from the Community Fund Budget to create five new flower beds in 
the Valley to mark Queen Elizabeth II Platinum Jubilee, next year. 

 
9. Village Plans 
The Clerk introduced the Engagement and Development Officers report which asked 
members to consider updating the Council’s Village Plans which are now over 6 years old. 
 
Two options were put forward in the report based upon either using external consultants or 
adopting an in house approach. 
 
Members supported updating the plans in principle but thought it best to defer a decision on 
which approach to take until the Council’s budget setting  meeting in January 
 
. 
10. Queens Platinum Jubilee 2022 
The Engagement and Development Officers report outlined a proposal to light the Seaton 
Valley Beacon as part of the celebrations to mark the Queen’s Platinum Jubilee on 2nd June 
2022. The beacon is located on the headland above Seaton Sluice harbour. 
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CO73/21 
 
 
 
 

CO74/21 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

CO75/21 
 
 
 
 
 

The Council’s beacon would be one of over 1,500 beacons throughout the UK to be lit up at 
9.09pm and would be supported by a piper and pipe band playing ‘Diu Regnare’ in tribute to 
Her Majesty the Queen. 
 
Councillors were happy to receive the report and said that they looked forward to attending 
the event next June. 
 
11. Seaton Sluice Outdoor Fitness Equipment 
The Engagement and Development Officers Report provided a summary of the recent 
consultation exercise carried out with residents living close to the proposed locations of an 
outdoor fitness park in Seaton Sluice. The consultation exercise asked for residents view on 
three potential locations.  Of the circa. 80 or so questionnaires delivered, 21 were returned 
and additional comments were received via email. Residents replies didn’t favour one 
particular location but the views submitted against locating the outdoor fitness equipment 
close to the existing Dunes Play Area were quite vociferous.  
 
Cllrs Dungworth and Ferguson spoke in favour of locating the equipment on the grassed 
area near to Fountain Bank Car Park just south of the horse access route to the beach 
because it was more easily accessible and because it would be hidden (in a slight dip) from 
overlooking properties and other members thought that the possible location opposite 
Seaton Sluice Middle School playing field was a little remote.  
 
Consequently at the end of the debate COUNCIL RESOLVED TO authorise officers to 
submit a planning application to install Outdoor Fitness Equipment on a grass area 
near to Fountain Head Bank car park, just south of the existing horse access route to 
the beach. 
 
 
12. Proposed Council Meeting Dates 2022 
The Engagement and Development Officers report outlined a proposed schedule of meeting 
dates for the coming year. Members were asked to raise any concerns they may have about 
any of the proposed dates within 7 days as the dates are due to be posted on the Council’s 
website on Friday 3rd December. 
 
13. Bank Reconciliation as at 16 November 2020 
Council agreed to receive the report, and noted that the Council’s bank accounts had been 
successfully reconciled to its financial records. 
 
 
14. Budgetary Control Update 
The Clerk presented his report which provided detailed and summary information on the 
Council’s income and expenditure compared to budget as at 15 November 2021. In 
summary, the Clerk said that the Council’s income and expenditure is more or less in line 
with budgets when previously reported expected variations are taken into account. The 
report highlighted one or two of these variances and provided explanations where required. 
 
In conclusion the Clerk said that his latest projections suggest that the Council’s budget is 
likely to be underspent by circa. £25,000 in 2021/22. 
 
15. Budget Process and Update 2020/21 
The Clerk’s report laid out a schedule of meetings that is being used to draw up the 
Council’s 2022/23 Annual Budget. The schedule is reproduced below for information: 
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2022/23 Budget Process – Work Schedule/Timetable 

Date Group Purpose 

Wed 27 Oct  2021  – 6.00pm Following 
Finance and GP Committee meeting 

Budget Review Working 
Group 

Review Initial Projections 

Mon 15 Nov 2021 – 6.00pm Budget Review Working 
Group 

Review Base Budget 

Wed 24 Nov 2021  – 7.00pm Full Council Review Latest Information 

Wed 08 Dec 2021 – 6.00pm Budget Review Working 
Group 

Review Latest Information 

Wed 5 Jan 2022  –  6.00pm Budget Review Working 
Group 

Finalise Proposals 

Wed 19 Jan 2022  – 7.00pm Full Council Agree 2022/23 Budget 

 

The Clerk said that a similar process to previous year’s is being followed i.e. the Finance 
and General Purposes Committee is taking on the role of Budget Review Working Group 
which considers summary information on the build-up of the Council’s base budget at 
various stages of the process, the latest projections of the current year’s income and 
expenditure as compared to budgets, the latest estimated of unallocated reserves and 
recommends potential areas for saving. 
 
The Clerk went on to say that in essence his projection of the estimated base budget 
(Appendix 10A of his report) showed the starting point for political group(s) to begin 
preparing any budget proposals they may have for the 2022/23 financial year. 
 
After applying inflationary increases and taking into account all known changes at that time, 
the Clerk’s projections showed that the repriced base budget showed a current surplus of 
£3,000. This means that any new initiatives can be supported from this surplus in the first 
instance and/or from reserves or from savings elsewhere in the budget, should additional 
funding be required. 
 
The Clerk pointed out that his 2022/23 budget projections included an allowance for a 3% 
increase in Council Tax and said that adjustments would need to be made for any proposed 
increases above or below this level. 
 
In concluding his report the Clerk said that he expects the amount of the Council’s 
unallocated reserves to be in the region of £70,000 at the end of the current financial year. 
 
 
At the conclusion of the debate Council RESOLVED TO note the report and in particular 
further note that political groups/individual members should submit any 2022/23 
budget proposals they may have to the Clerk by Friday 07 January. 
 
16. Proposals on the relocation and change to the Designation for Atkinson House 
School 

Members discussed the proposals contained in the consultation document and noted that 
both governors and teachers were in favour of relocating Atkinson House School to a larger 
site in Ponteland and re-designating the school from single sex (male) to co-educational 
(mixed gender). The main driver for the proposed relocation is increased demand for places 
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at the school, which the school is finding increasingly difficult to meet from the current site. 

Members were happy to support the staff and governors views but were concerned about 
what would happen to the existing building once the move takes place. Members suggested 
that the County Council should ask the residents of Seghill for their views on an alternative 
use for the building if it isn’t needed for other educational use. 

17. Proposals to amalgamate Seaton Sluice and Whytrig Middle Schools. 

Cllr Dungworth left the meeting at this point due to her Personal Interest in the matter about 
to be discussed. 

Cllr Eastwood took the Chair in the absence of Cllr Dungworth. 

As an introduction to the debate Cllr Eastwood reminded everyone present that Seaton 
Valley Council was merely a consultee in this process and that Northumberland County 
Council would be responsible for making any final decisions on the matter. 

He said that he would soon invite two speakers to address the meeting and that he would 
read out a prepared statement from a third. The first speaker had been invited to represent 
the views of the Save Seaton Sluice Middle School Residents Group, the second speaker 
would speak on behalf of the Federation of Seaton Valley School Governors and the 
prepared statement would be read out on behalf of the Head Teacher at Seaton Sluice 
Middle School.  

The Chair explained that each speaker had been allotted a 2.5 minute slot to address the 
meeting and that no questions would be allowed from the floor. Following the three 
addresses Councillors would debate the matter before, hopefully, agreeing a response to 
which they could all sign up to. 

The Chair said that whilst he recognised that views were likely to be quite mixed on the 
matter he hoped that the discussions could be held in a positive, professional and respectful 
manner. 

The Chair then asked Vicki Bester to speak on behalf of the Save Seaton Sluice Middle 
School Residents Group – her address is attached at Appendix 1 to the minutes. 

Darren Mullen, a governor for the Seaton Valley Federation of Schools was then asked to 
address the meeting – his address is attached at Appendix 2 to the minutes. 

The Chair then read out a prepared statement from Karen McSparron, the Head Teacher at 
Seaton Sluice Middle School – her statement is attached at Appendix 3 to the minutes. 
Before reading Mrs McSparron’ s statement the Chair said that Mrs McSparron had initially 
intended to attend the meeting in person but had decided not to after receiving some 
personal and nasty comments over the last few days via social media.  

The Chair thanked all three contributors in turn for their addresses and then asked 
Councillors individually for their views on the proposal to amalgamate Seaton Sluice and 
Whytrig Middle Schools. 

Cllr Eve Chicken said that she was very concerned that the location of the proposed new 
school had not been decided yet and that this fact alone made it difficult for Councillors to 
come to an informed view. She went on to say that creating a large school would exacerbate 
the traffic issues that already exist and that she feared highway safety would be 
compromised. She concluded her comments by saying that each community should retain 



 
 

 

Seaton Valley Council 
Minutes 24 November 2021 

Page 30 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

its own Middle School as she feared that the educational of children would suffer in a larger 
school environment. 

Cllr Ann Stanners said that like everyone her preferred option would be for the Middle 
Schools at both Seaton Sluice and Whytrig to continue, however, she felt that for this to be a 
realistic option the Education Authority would need to commit to real, substantial and early 
investment to both bring Seaton Sluice Middle School’s buildings up to an acceptable 
standard and to improve sports, IT and other facilities at the school. She went onto say that 
she thought this unlikely given that the Education Authority had failed to commit to any such 
funding over the last 5 years, despite repeated requests from the Governors and staffs. In 
conclusion she said that if such investment was not forthcoming she felt the best option for 
the education of children throughout Seaton Valley would be for the two middle schools to 
amalgamate so that Seaton Sluice children could be given access to the same state of the 
art facilities that would be available to Whytrig Middle School students.   

Cllr Jill Henderson supported the views of Cllr Chicken and said that as she wanted to 
represent the views of her residents, she did not support the proposed amalgamation of the 
two Middle Schools as most of the comments she had received from residents were against 
the amalgamation. 

Cllr Eva Coulson said that she had great difficulty coming to a firm view on the proposal 
mainly because the location of the new school had not yet been agreed. She had significant 
concerns about highways safety and traffic management issues and whilst recognising that 
these would be addressed at any forthcoming planning stage the issues were likely to be 
significant in her view. She also said that her preferred option would be for significant 
investment to be made in Seaton Sluice Middle School so that it could be brought up to a 
similar standard to any new school. 

Cllr Ferguson also said that he couldn’t support the amalgamation of the two Middle Schools 
for the same reasons that had already been expressed and additionally because of the loss 
of the school playing fields in Seaton Sluice which are used by village football teams. He 
also drew attention to the difficulties that students from the south of the village would 
encounter in getting to a new school in Seaton Delaval i.e. no direct public transport links. 
Cllr Ferguson then referred to the gradual move towards Seaton Delaval becoming the 
centre of Seaton Valley with all facilities being concentrated in one village. He concluded by 
calling for significant and early investment in Seaton Sluice Middle School to bring it up to a 
high standard in terms of both buildings and facilities. 

Cllr Sue Bowman’s views mirrored those of Cllr Stanners in that she would prefer significant 
investment in Seaton Sluice Middle School so that both Middle Schools could continue to 
serve the students of Seaton Valley, however, she expressed some doubt about the 
willingness of the County Council to do so given its unwillingness to commit to any 
investment over the last five years. 

Cllr Les Bowman expressed similar views to both Cllr Stanners and Cllr S Bowman and 
made some additional points about the possibility of Seaton Sluice student missing out on 
state of the art facilities if either significant investment isn’t made in Seaton Sluice Middle 
School or the opportunity of creating one large school is missed. He said that although 
acknowledged the current highways safety issues at the existing Astley High/Whytrig Middle 
School sites, he was confident that the planning process would ensure that such issues 
would be robustly addressed for any new school site, whatever the size. 

Before beginning to sum up Cllr Eastwood thanked Councillors, speakers and members of 
the public for their good conduct and patience during the debate. 
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Cllr Eastwood began by saying that he was sure that everyone present only wanted the best 
education possible for all children in Seaton Valley but recognised that there are different 
views on how this should be delivered, however, he went on to say that there appeared to 
be a consensus  on what the preferred option for Seaton Sluice Middle School is; i.e. to keep 
it open as long as the County Council is able to fund significant investment in the school with 
a view to bringing the fabric of the building and the facilities within it up to standard 
comparable with any new school that is built in Seaton Delaval. 

He then addressed the issue of there not being an identified location for a new 
Astley/Whytrig/Seaton Sluice School and agreed that it would have been much easier for all 
involved to comment on the proposed amalgamation of Seaton Sluice Middle and Whytrig 
Middle Schools had a location for the new school been identified as part of the consultation 
process.  

He then referred to the per pupil funding allocations that finance schools throughout the 
country and said that he was very worried that if a new school is built for Astley High and 
Whytrig Middle only, that some parents from Seghill, New Hartley and Seaton Sluice would 
choose to send their children to a new school (with state of the art facilities and buildings) 
rather than keep them at and older school, even if investment was to be made in Seaton 
Sluice Middle School. If parents do decide to send their children to the new school, then Cllr 
Eastwood said that he would be worried about the future viability of Seaton Sluice Middle 
School due to the income it would lose if pupil numbers reduced. 

At this point Cllr Ferguson suggested that the Council should oppose the amalgamation of 
the two middle schools whilst an the same time asking all stakeholders to put pressure on 
the County Council to make significant investment in Seaton Sluice Middle School. 

However, before this suggestion was put to the vote Cllr Eastwood said that he would prefer 
to add a little bit more into the Councils response and suggested the following: 

The Council’s preferred option is for middle schools to remain in place in both 
Seaton Sluice and Seaton Delaval, however, the Council realises that for this to be 
possible, significant investment will need to be made in SSMS within the same 
timescale that any new build takes place to replace AHS and WMS. For the avoidance 
of doubt, the Council fully supports a new build in Seaton Delaval to accommodate 
AHS and WMS. 
 
Investment in SSMS needs to be made in a timely manner as the Council is 
concerned that if the new AHS/WMS new build is completed before any significant 
improvements are made to SSMS, some parents, particularly those living in Seghill 
and New Hartley may opt to move their children to the new school site in preference 
to them remaining at SSMS. The Council believes that such decisions by parents 
could damage the ongoing viability of SSMS in the short, medium and long term. 
 
The Council feels that it is unable to fully consider the proposal to amalgamate 
SSMS with WMS on a new High School and Middle School site in Seaton Delaval 
without knowing where that site will actually be located and further feels that if 
Northumberland County Council can be persuaded to make significant investment in 
SSMS, then expressing a view on the proposed amalgamation would not be relevant 
to the discussion.   

 

Cllr Ferguson said that he was happy to support Cllr Eastwood’s suggested response and all 
Councillors attending the meeting indicated their support for the suggested response too. 
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Consequently, COUNCIL RESOLVED TO respond to the County Council’s consultation 
on ‘Proposals to amalgamate Seaton Sluice and Whytrig Middle Schools’ in the 
manner set out in bold italics above. 

18. Dates of Future Meetings 

2021 Committee/Council Time Venue 
Wednesday 08 
December  Finance and General Purposes 6pm Seaton Valley Council 

Offices, Seaton Delaval 
 

2022 Committee/Council Time Venue 
Wednesday 19 
January Full Council 7pm Seaton Valley Council 

Offices, Seaton Delaval 
Wednesday 23 
March Full Council  7pm Seaton Valley Council 

Offices, Seaton Delaval 
Wednesday 27 
April Full Council                                     7pm Seaton Valley Council 

Offices, Seaton Delaval 
 

 

 

 
There being no other business on the Agenda, the meeting closed at 8.45pm 
 
 
 

  
Signed by the Chair:  ……………………………………………….. 

 

 

 

Dated:    ……………………………………………….. 
  

  
  
 



Thank you for giving us this opportunity. I am here to represent the community of 
concerned parents, carers, pupils, and residents of Seaton Valley. 

It’s been said that there is little opposition to this proposal, but there is a huge 
groundswell of support in the community opposing this move. There are more than 
500 members of the 'Save SSMS' Facebook group who oppose the proposal, 
hundreds have signed a petition, and we believe the responses to the consultation 
will reinforce the opposition to the proposal. I've spoken to hundreds of parents and 
residents and not one has said that they support this proposal. AND with good 
reason. 

1. Moving from a small, nurturing village school to a super school where 9 year olds
mix with 18 year olds, on the same site or using public transport, gives rise to real 
safeguarding concerns. 

2. SSMS is currently OFSTED rated 'good'. Whytrig is currently rated 'needs
improvement' and yet it is SSMS that is at risk. 
Shiny new classrooms and facilities will not necessarily improve teaching standards 
or lead to an improved learning environment and a better OFSTED rating.  
One of the FAQ responses states that the proposed amalgamation will enable 
improved teaching and learning outcomes because it is easier to do that on one site. 
But it is our view that good learning outcomes should not be dependent on a single 
site and should already be in place. This is an unacceptable excuse for poor 
leadership and a poor OFSTED rating. 

3. Road congestion around the Astley/Whytrig site is already problematic (we know
that some parents feel they need to arrive very early in order to park).  Adding 
another 300+ pupils from SSMS will significantly worsen this situation and public 
transport is not going to solve that problem (many parents, myself included, will not 
be willing to put their 9 year old on a bus unsupervised, with much older 
pupils).  Wherever the new amalgamated school is located, there will be traffic 
problems causing pollution and disruption. 

4. The proposal refers to the Council's Corporate Plan, which says “We want you to

feel safe, healthy, and cared for”. 

We do not believe that the business plan upholds value 4 "Enjoying", which states 
“maintaining the vibrancy of our town centres, and striving to keep essential local 
facilities and attractions open” or Value 5 "Connecting", which states "we are 

committed to ensuring that everyone can easily get to work, to learning, and to the 
various facilities and services you want to use". 

Q. Given these points, does the Parish council really believe that this proposal is in
the best interests of the children and community? 

APPENDIX 1



Darren Mullen – Governor Seaton Valley Federation 

Statement for Seaton Valley Council Meeting – Wed 24 Nov 2021 

The governing body wants all the children of Seaton Valley, from all our villages to have the same 

access to the best education and facilities that we can provide.  

Both sites buildings are not really fit for purpose, are old and leaking etc This investment is long 

overdue.  

All the decisions that have been made by the governors are to make sure all our children across all 

the villages have access to those amazing new facilities but I want to be very clear, these decisions 

are made within the constraints that NCC have put upon the federation.  

So what were the options we were given by NCC. 

1, Rebuild Whytrig Middle and Astley High on one site (as they are now) , and leave Seaton Sluice as 

it is. It was made quite clear there was no money for any rebuild or major renovations at Seaton 

Sluice and NCC would only consider a single site construction. That direction comes from NCC not 

the federation!!!!!!  

We thought that was totally unacceptable as it would have created a massive divide in the Valley 

with half the children having access to a new school with all its amazing facilities and teaching and 

half left behind in an old run down school with no prospect of investment. 

Once again I MUST again reiterate that the decision to now allow any expenditure on Seaton Sluice 

was taken by NCC not the federation and we have spent years asking.  

Nobody!!!!!!! would or should accept that as an outcome, My own kids are from Seghill and I would 

not accept it. 

 My Children would  pass the brand new school on the bus each day to go to Sluice. 

All our children deserve not just the fantastic standard of teaching we already have across both 

middle schools but also the same fantastic facilities that children from Holywell and Seaton Delaval 

would have if we had not brought this proposal forward to merge the schools. 

We also knew what would happen anyway , parents would actually not want to send their kids to 

Sluice and would send them instead to Whytrig, it would create a huge issue. 

Less than a third of Sluice pupils come from Sluice. 

2, NCC did say they open to the idea that when rebuilding Astley we could possibly create an 

expanded Middle school to take all the children from the whole Valley and therefore give all our 

children that new state of the art facilities they all deserve. This was the only way to achieve a new 

school and facilities for all of the children of Seaton Valley.  

IT WAS MADE QUITE CLEAR by NCC that rebuilding both middle schools was NOT AN OPTION!!!! 

APPENDIX 2



 

 

What I would say about the proposal as they stands is that  all the great Aspects of both schools will 

be capitalised on in the new school,  like the Primary school focus in Y5 & Y6 that will be fully 

integrated in the new school. 

A new school would benefit from state of the art art facilities, sports facilities as well as a modern 

school that is right for the teaching needs of 2020’s and beyond.  

This will particularly help Y7 and Y8 having those extra facilities and resources to help their transition 

to high school and their GCSE’s 

The NEW middle and high school will continue to be ran as two separate schools but with some 

shared facilities. Separate heads of schools, separate uniforms and children will not mingle as they 

do not now. 

The governing body do acknowledge questions and concerns about transport and road safety etc but 

that will be addresses in the detailed planning stage later.  

 We also have to acknowledge that children from different villages will be impacted differently by 

travel with many children already having a long bus ride from one side of Seaton Valley to the other. 

 

This plan will achieve a brand new middle school with all those amazing facilities and they will be 

available to all our children! Faced with the constraints on the process placed upon the Federation 

by NCC,  I cannot see how any other decisions or conclusion could have been arrived at by the 

governors. All our children deserve the best facilities, not just the ones that live in Holywell or 

Seaton Delaval . 

 

 

 



Statement to the Council November 24th, 2021

The proposal to merge Seaton Sluice Middle School with Whytrig Middle School has been
made by the Governing Body of Seaton Valley Federation of schools and in this consultation
process, it is right that all stakeholders are able to air their views.

I would like to take this opportunity to put forward my views and those of our staff.

Seaton Sluice Middle is a lovely school, in that we are on a fantastic site with wonderful
children and a passionate, caring and committed staff. The school has been part of the
community for 50 years or so and many people in the local area will have attended and feel
a huge amount of loyalty to it.

The reality in 2021, however, is that there has been a huge lack of investment in all the
schools in Seaton Valley over the years, and they are all in a state of serious disrepair.

Seaton Sluice Middle is in desperate need of a new roof. The lifespan of a flat pitch roof is
about 20 years. Ours is now 50+ and every year, when there is any heavy rain or wind, we
are subject to leaks and on 3 occasions recently, ceiling tiles have become saturated and
fallen in, in classrooms, just missing pupils and staff. Buckets are placed strategically and
ceiling tiles are in constant need of replacement.There is no money to replace the roof,and
every year more patches are added to try to stop the leaks.

In addition, the building itself is no longer fit for education in the 21st century. We have one
hall, which is used for lunch, assemblies, all indoor PE lessons, school productions etc. We
have no separate sports hall or gym. At times, it is very difficult for classes to access the hall
for lessons, as it is already in use. This means pupils miss out on key opportunities to
participate in activities such as drama or role play.
The hall floor is the original one and should have been replaced many years ago and is
cracked and has holes, which is a safety issue. Again, there is no money to replace the hall
floor.

The layout of the school makes it difficult for children to move around the building easily.
There are few corridors and some classrooms can only be accessed by walking through
others or going outside; not ideal, especially in winter.

We have 3 small sets of toilets for the whole school (including only 2 cubicles for all boys),
which is not enough for over 300 children. The toilets are in need of updating and pupils
complain that they are unpleasant to use. Again, there is no money to improve the toilet
facilities.

Having taught at several middle schools in my 30 year career, and visited many others, I can
see how disadvantaged our children are by the lack of modern facilities that all other schools
in the area seem to have. This proposal will give pupils access to the same teaching staff but
with the facilities they deserve. This is about raising the aspirations of all of our young people
and thinking about education in Seaton Valley, not just for the next few years, but the next
fifty.

APPENDIX 3



As with any change, there is always uncertainty and worry. At Seaton Sluice, the staff do
worry about whether their jobs will be secure and whether the school will be too big and
whether we will lose what makes us so special. However, they all recognise the woeful state
the school is in and are frustrated at the lack of facilities that would enhance the children’s
educational experiences so much.

If this proposal is turned down, then there will be a new high school and a new middle school
built in Seaton Valley anyway but the County Council have stated clearly that there is no
money for Seaton Sluice Middle School.

At present, only 27% of our pupils come from Seaton Sluice village. Our concern is that if we
don’t merge with Whytrig, we will lose all of our pupils from New Hartley and Seghill, whose
parents will want their children to attend the new school. We could then, potentially, end up
with a falling roll, job losses and ultimately the school becoming economically unviable.

Karen McSparron




