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Representations received during the 2018 consultation period 
 

Ref Respondent Representation 

001 Historic England Thank you for consulting Historic England on the Roe Green/Beesley Green Conservation Area 
Appraisal.  We are not a statutory consultee for conservation area appraisals and have no 
comments to make on this occasion. 
 

002 Ken Lowndes I most strongly object to the proposal to take the area of land east of Crossfield Drive from the 
conservation area. 
 
The unique character of Worsley Woods which is one of the only woodlands in England which has 
been bought by public donations and then passed to the local council, Worsley UDC to maintain, 
and from there to Salford Council to maintain for the community.  When the motorway was driven 
through Worsley Woods promises were made to replace the trees destroyed, this was never done.  
It would be more sensible to replace the trees lost by planting this small parcel of land to the east 
of Crossfield Drive. You may not be aware of the fact the Government has an active programme to 
encourage tree planting, where is Salford’s programme? 
 
Allowing this parcel of land to be built on would spoil the enjoyment of walking into the entrance of 
the woods past a babbling brook looking at trees and fields, and not to the back of million pound 
houses built by a builder who lives in the Isle of Man and who has no interest in the community’s 
quality of life.  This parcel of land IS in a historical area. 

009 Brian Gee I am pleased that the revised appraisal now includes the properties in Lyon Grove as I suggested 
in my previous comments. 
 
My over-riding concern with the updated draft conservation area appraisal is that despite the many 
comments and representations made by the community in the Roe Green/Beesley Green area to 
broadly retain and to an extent increase the boundary of the conservation area (including 
representations by the local MP and local Councillors), these representations appear to have been 
turned away and dismissed by the Salford Planning Department.  There appears to have been a 
blinkered or narrowed view towards the intention of the wording in the requirements of “S69 of the 
Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990” towards an interpretation that 
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Ref Respondent Representation 

excludes a wider concern by the local populace who wish to do the right thing and conserve what 
little areas remain from the past and preserve them for future generations.  This should be the duty 
of the present council who should not throw away the efforts made by those from the past who, in 
a similar position, created a conservation area that we have the benefit of today. 
 
If previous development is used as a criteria for dismissing the “historic setting” of the remaining 
land within the area, then ultimately there will be no land left to conserve……Each reduction in 
conservation will lead to development in the area and lead to a further reassessment and then to 
further development, ad infinitum. 
 
Unfortunately, this appears to be the exact position that the council is taking in dealing with the 
representations concerning, “the removal of the land east of Crossfield Drive from the 
conservation area”.  Here we have a situation where the majority of the hundreds of comments 
made by the community do not wish this land to be removed from the conservation area – your 
assessment is of 95% of the hundreds of submitted representations making this point.  However, 
reviewing the appendix of comments made it seems more like 99.99% making this viewpoint with 
only the landowner supporting the removal of the conservation protection.  In the face of such 
overwhelming view by the populace (to which the council is legally bound to take note), then the 
wider view in S69 of preserving and enhancing “historic interest” should take preference in the 
appraisal.  There is absolutely no point in requesting public consultation comments, getting such 
an overwhelming response, and then abrogating civic responsibility by not finding a way to take 
action to support such a view. 
 
I suggest the council look at again at the issue of “historic interest” relating to this “land east of 
Crossfield Drive” in the wider context of the Roe Green/Beesley Green area as a whole, with its 
historic property, common land, woodland and open fields creating a unique area within Salford 
which should be preserved as a whole.  This is “ special historic interest” as set out in S69. 
 
Turning to “historic interest”, I make the following points: 
 
1) Historic England’s definition states “In this relatively small country everywehere bears the 
marks of our predecessors’ efforts to sustain life and satisfy their needs.  That part of our 
surroundings that displays the interaction between people and palces through time is called the 
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historic environment.  Some part of the historic environment are important to society as a whole or 
to a group within it and merit some level of protection or consideration.  These are called our 
heritage assets.  They are the elements of the historic environment that we value for more than 
their money’s worth.  The generations that follow us are most likely to value them too, for the same 
or similar reasons.  It has therefore been long accepted that we have a responsibility to look after 
them.”  It further defines the historic environment as “All aspects of the environment resulting from 
the interaction between people and places through time, including all surviving physical remains of 
past human activity, whether visible, buried or submerged, and landscaped an planted or 
managed flora”. 
2. Government guidance on conservation areas states: “Areas that include important 
examples of social, cultural and aesthetic history must be safeguarded from indiscriminate or ill-
considered change.  These areas often contain listed buildings.  However it is not always enough 
to protect these buildings in isolation.  Their surroundings and general environment are often of 
equal importance and conservation areas are intended to protect that environment.  Your local 
council has a responsibility to make sure that the character of these areas is not diminished. 
 
A conservation area will typically have a concentration of historic buildings but the area’s character 
and interest comes from more than just buildings alone.  The historic layout of property boundaries 
and roads, the spaces between buildings, mix of uses, characteristic materials, boundary 
treatments, shop fronts, views, trees and green spaces, street furniture, colours and textures all 
contribute to the special character of areas.  Conservation areas ptoect the whole area not just 
buildings.” 
 
3) NPPF para 126 states “local planning authorities (LPAs) 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.  In developing this strategy, LPAs should take into account i) the desirability of 
sustaining and enhancing the significance of heritage assets and putting them to viable uses 
consistent with their conservations; ii) the wider social, cultural, economic and environmental 
benefits that conservation of the historic environment can bring; iii) the desirability of new 
development making a positive contribution to local character and distinctiveness; and iv) 
opportunities to draw on the contribution made by the historic environment to the character of a 
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place. 
 
I would submit that the Roe Green/Beesley Green area as a whole (including the land east of 
Crossfield Drive) fulfils the criteria for conservation as set out in the Historic England “Appraisal of 
conservation areas” and the NPPF 2012, together with meeting the S69 “historic interest” 
requirement. 
 
I would draw the council’s attention again to the comments made by the local MP which I contend 
give support to my above view and are set out in the January 2018 consultation statement Annex 
F. 
 
In conclusion, I would request the council to re-consider the draft conservation area appraisal in 
the light of the above comments and ideally take steps not to reduce the conservation area as a 
whole but, in the alternative, definitely take steps not to remove the land east of Crossfield Drive 
from the conservation area. 
 

015 Stephen Rennie I wish to make a strong objection to the removal of 2 tracts of land from the Roe Green/Beesley 
Green conservation area. 
 
The land in question are the areas highlighted in red on the map you provided, the area opposite 
Kempnough Hall and the area at the top of Manthorpe Avenue.  Removal of these 2 pieces of land 
is obviously for the purpose of allowing Peel or another developer to build houses.  The whole 
Worsley area is already gridlocked every single day with traffic, to build within the conservation 
area will only add to its destruction, plus put more pollution into the area right next to a primary 
school. 
 
Since the council made a complete abortion of the East Lancs with the failed guided bus land, 
traffic on Greenleach Lane has increased immensely with cars speeding from Walkden Road end 
to Worsley Road to get down onto the motorway at the Court House.  Adding more houses at the 
top of Manthorpe will grid lock Greenleach as well, causing more pollution and making the road 
totally unsafe for children to cross.  There are 20mph speed limit signs on Greenleach which most 
people ignore, every single day there are numerous drivers speeding up and down the land whilst 
I am trying to cross with my children. 
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Both tracts of land should be left in the conservation area and should not be removed to be built 
on. 
  

016 Susannah Kwok I would like to submit my objection to the plans to remove Manthorpe Avenue from the 
conservation area. 
 
This is one of the nicest, quietest, uncluttered housing plots in Roe Green and should remain 
within the conservation area. 
 
It’s directly opposite the entrance to Worsley Woods – an area of natural beauty – so makes sense 
to keep it protected along with the rest of the proposed conservation area.  The houses in 
Greenleach Lane opposite will remain – so why not Manthorpe? 
 

020 Barry & Elizabeth Moult We were alarmed to find that the field described as east of Crossfield Drive may be removed form 
the conservation area.  We wish to register our opposition to this proposal. 
 
The conservation area includes the whole of Worsley Woods, which the council holds in trust for 
the local community.  The surrounding fields make an important contribution to the character and 
appearance of Worsley Woods, so should obviously be kept within the conservation area. 
 
If the concept of creating a conservation area was valid in the first place, what has changed?  
These vital green lungs are something that should be preserved for future generations.  This 
proposal is giving Peel “carte blanche” from the council to concrete over this field.  Once the green 
spaces have disappeared they have gone for ever. 
 
All the original objections to land development in Worsley regarding traffic congestion, poor air 
quality, pressure on local amenities and loss of wildlife, are still valid as they ever were. 
 

026 Natalie Kennedy Unfortunately, by adding a few areas that are already “built up” to lose green space does not 
justify your actions. 
 
By changing the status of the land behind Crossfield Drive gives Peel Holdings the green light to 
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build on it leading to more traffic and congestion.  Walkden Road is already a bottleneck with 
traffic building up as early as 7am.  Why you are even considering this is just beyond me!!! 
 

030 Lyndsey Furse As a Worsley resident I would like to raise my concern and object to further removal of 
conservation area in Roe Green. 
 
I moved to Worsley so that I could raise my family here, it is one of the only places left with 
wooded areas for them to play and a countryside feel, whilst still being close to Manchester City 
Centre.  My kids get to see on a daily basis woodland animals in our garden or just walking down 
the street, removing the conservation land is going to decrease those experiences for my children 
and other residents in the village. 
 
Why would this land be removed from the conservation area.  The infrastructure is not in place if 
any building work is to take place on it eventually, traffic in the morning is horrendous and the 
schools are already full. 
 

048 Lesley Wiszniewski We would like to object to the land at the back of our house on Crossfield Drive, Worsley being 
removed from the conservation area.  At the moment we enjoy great views from our home, the 
building of any houses on this piece of land would ruin this plus add to the traffic which is already 
really busy and put a strain on all amenities. 
 

079 Alan Woods My wife and I strongly object to this proposed amendment on the grounds that if Peel Holdings get 
their way and turn the land into a building site and build lots of houses, it will make Worsley into a 
bigger car park than it is now. 
 
Have you or any of your staff, or any of the Peel Holdings people ever been in Worsley from 
6.30am until 9.30am or in the evening from 3pm until 7pm??? Obviously NOT because if you and 
your friends had they would have witnessed standing traffic for hours and hours on Walkden Road 
all the way up to Walkden town centre, plus Worsley Road almost to the East Lancs road plus all 
the roads joining these main roads…..its an absolute nightmare and getting worse every month.  
And if there is an accident any where near junction 13 (which there is almost every week) then the 
traffic doubles as the cars and trucks are diverted through Worsley off the motorway and it goes 
on for hours. 
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Every morning and evening we can not get out of Kempnough Hall Road, and when we do we join 
the queue of bumper to bumper traffic and you are considering building more houses making more 
traffic, when will it end??? 
 
If any more hosues are built on the conservation area, we will have gridlock all day… East Lancs 
Road is gridlocked everyday and it now takes over an hour to get to Manchester centre if you are 
lucky. 
 
Apart from the traffic and the health hazards that come with more traffic, it will destroy the wildlife 
in the area, but of course The Directors of Peel Holdings are not concerned about the people and 
residents of Worsley, they just want to make more money and fly back home to their nice quite 
large homes in the Isles of Man…. 
 
This proposal must be cancelled or Worsley will perish … Pell Holdings will destroy Worsley.  It’s a 
car park now and its getting intolerable to live here now….It must not happen!!!! 
 

085 David Ashworth I am extremely disappointed to hear that Salford City Council are considering changing the land 
behind both Crossfield Drive and Kempnough Hall Road from a conservation area.  I see no other 
reason why this land would be taken out of the conservation area unless it was for development 
reasons.  I’m shocked that Salford council believe that this is a step in the right direction for the 
area, and I am astonished that they feel the need to develop on land currently listed as a 
conservation area.  I’m sure the City of Salford has many areas more suitable for development 
other than a current conservation area. 
 

086 Larry Merryweather Thanks for the conservation draft where you mention the additional inclusion of parts of Lumber 
Lane and Hardy Grove. 
 
However you do not highlight the removal of a parcel of alnd behind Crossfield Avenue which has 
been subject to objections previously.  Also the parcel of land west of the M60 morotway both as 
highlighted on the plan. 
 
Please give your new reasons for this to be excluded from the conservation area. 
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0130 Dr JE Marginson I hereby record my objection to the proposal to remove the field described as East of Crossfield 
Drive from the conservation area. The grounds given are that this land is not considered to be of 
special architectural or historic interest. 
 
I agree the field has no architectural value but the historical relevance to Kempnough Hall, 
Beesley Hall and Worsley Woods is ongoing and therefore this land continues to have special 
interest with relevance to these three sites. It is a personal subjective assessment suggesting this 
field makes only a minimum contribution to the settings of Kempnough Hall and Beesley Hall. 
However, this is not the view of the many objectors who responded to the previous proposal to 
remove this field from the conservation area. 
 
The field in question provides an important buffer between the houses on Crossfield Drive and the 
woods at their narrowest point and is an integral part of the Worsley Woods “experience”. The 
pathway entrance to the woods from Beesley Green is a very popular route into the woods and to 
any visitor immediately transmits a sense of entering a peaceful woodland nature area. 
The appraisal recognises that at para 6.56 “The open aspect of the northern field does however 
contribute to the setting of Worsley Woods, maintaining a sense of openness, tranquillity and 
semi- rural character at this narrowest point of the woodland”. 
 
Any change in designation of this field along the lines of the proposal would have a negative 
impact on the Worsley Woods “experience”. For these reasons, I do submit that this field should 
be retained within the conservation area. 

 

0144 Justine Noone I am writing to you to object to the proposed Roe Green/ Beesley Green amendments to the 
conservation borders.  
Points listed below are just some of the reasons why I object 
 
Makes way for additional housing which takes away more green from Worsley.  
I moved to Worsley as it has a country feel even though it is so close to major roads.  
More traffic which is at its maximum already.  
Noise and pollution will affect wildlife Tourism will be affected which is bringing business to local 
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businesses Removes field close to the woods which will disturb wildlife. 
Unnecessary and dangerous traffic close to St Marks School What if the houses are low cost, this 
will devalue the area 
 

0145 
(2) 

Claire Whalley Livesy  Please accept this note as a vote against and rejection of the proposed changes to the Roe Green 
conservation area boundary.  
 
Roe Green and the surrounding area provides much needed green space for families, dog walkers 
and children to play.  Any reduction in this green space would be a significant step backwards in 
your aim to provide green space and recreational areas for communities.  
 
I cannot understand why you would propose a conservation boundary change that reduces green 
space, i.e. removes a field from the conservation area - this seems illogical unless there are other 
factors at play that we are unaware of? 
 
Please accept this as my vote against the proposed boundary changes. 
 

0145 Claire Whalley Livesy I write to put forward my rejection to the proposed conservation area boundary changes.  The Roe 
Green area is one that provides green space for families and dog walkers, these free spaces are 
increasingly reducing in our area and therefore I strongly believe we should not be amending the 
current conservation boundary.  
 
Furthermore why would you pro-actively plan to remove a green field from a conservation area - 
what benefit does this bring to the local council? 
 
Please accept this note as a rejection and vote against your proposed changes. 
 

0146 Kim Waite As a resident of Brereton Drive, Worsley M28 I am notifying you of my strong objections to 
remove the field at the bottom of Kempenough Hall Road which runs behind Crossfield Drive. This 
must remain part of the conservation area. Lots of families walk along this area with small children 
to get access to Worsley schools and parks and so if this area was taken off the conservation it 
would allow it to be open for development of new houses and access points to these new 
developments which would mean more danger for those walking and living in the area as well as 
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lots more congestion. 
 
Worsley is a Green belt area which is why people pay premiums to live in the area we must stop 
further unnecessary developments. 
 

0159 Richard Evans I’m amazed at the work that the council has undertaken which has led to the proposed changes. 
 
The reality is that while you have agreed to add some existing properties into the conservation 
area, the major changes are the removal of the fields at the back of Crossfield Drive and next to 
the M60 at Roe Green. 
 
I ask myself why the council has spent time and effort in doing so . The answer ,I fear ,is to 
remove the fields from the conservation area so that Peel Holdings can then apply for planning 
permission to build houses . If this is not the case then why bother at all ? 
 
I strongly object to the removal of the fields from the conservation area and the fields should be 
left as part of the Worsley landscape . 
 

0175 Paul Hassall I wish to respond to the Roe Green/Beesley Green draft conservation area appraisal. 
As the Chairman of Worsley Woods Action Group I am concerned at the removal of the field at 
Kempnough. I have been assured that the conservation area only applies to buildings and there 
are other protections on the field, but if this is the case why was it in the conservation area in the 
first place? Kempnough is a very historic area and the woodlands are very narrow at this point. 
Any development on the field would severely detract from the woods and the Kempnough area.  
I live on Greenleach Lane opposite the Manthorpe Drive area. I agree with the removal of this area 
from the conservation area.  
I also agree with the additional land (Hardy Grove?) proposed to add to the conservation area. 
I have lived in Roe Green all my life and am passionate about the local area. I am concerned at 
the protection of areas within conservation areas. I recently looked at an old copy of the 
conservation area at Barton. It seems to me, that apart from the canal and canal bridges, nothing 
has been conserved and the area has declined! It is important that conservation areas are 
contantly assessed and the area maintained to a high standard. 
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0195 Gary McMahon I believe when you first proposed this land being removed from the conservation area, some time 
ago, you received a large response from the public and from organisations, in the area, as to 
reasons why this land should stay within the conservation area. It surprises me that you have 
chosen to ignore that public opinion. 
 
In your recent proposed draft on page 73 ref 6.56 you seem to state this land contributes to the 
setting of Worsley Woods maintaining a sense of openness and tranquillity and semi rural 
character of the woodland and then on page 82 you seem to play down the importance regards 
this piece of land. I feel if you take a walk in the woods, whilst there is no foliage on the trees, you 
would appreciate it has the same importance of the land behind the cricket ground ,that also 
borders the woods, that is a part of the Conservation Area. 
 
I can not agree with your reasoning as to why this land should be removed, and it seems the voice 
of a few, against the large public view that this land should stay within the conservation area. 
 
I have attached my original letter and photos regards the above. 
 

0197 Harriet Lucero The Roe Green conservation area is the largest in Manchester/Salford and was designated in 
1970. 
 
I am not sure why this is being changed now and I whole heartedly object. 
 
The area behind the community centre and cricket club is used by many in the community and it is 
the green space which makes Roe Green the place it is. The community spirit in the area has 
recently been demonstrated by the amount raised to fix the play park. 
 
It would be a shame to undermine the character of the area and potentially lose this. 
 
On another note there have been numerous applications to build on the conservation area and I 
presume this is why the area is been changed. 
 
These plans are not to build affordable housing which is desperately needed but rather for a 
company to make a profit by selling 'luxary' homes in an area known for high council tax bills. 
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I do hope you consider the views of the residents before sacrificing our beautiful green spaces. 
Once gone they will never return. 
 

0213 Mr and Mrs G Ogden Considering how much we care about our precious open space in this area and how we have 
supported the designation of the fields from Roe Green C.C all the way to St Mark’s school as 
open green space, we are baffled by the proposal to exclude the field opposite Kempnough Hall 
from the above conservation area. There seems no logical explanation for this and we oppose it 
vehemently. 
 

0226 Judith & Fred Eyre We don’t think the areas proposed in Roe Green should be removed from the conservation area.  
 

0232 Pamela Edge Thank you for the information re the above. Having studied the proposed revised conservation 
area boundary - Plan B. I strongly object to the meadow land behind Crossfield Drive being 
removed from conservation area boundary – Plan B. This is part of our green corridor in Salford 
and needs to be preserved at all costs. 

0233 A G Cheetham I write again to record my objection to the proposal to remove the field described as East of 
Crossfield Drive from the conservation area. The grounds given are that this land is not considered 
to be of special architectural or historic interest. 
 
Clearly, being a field, it cannot have architectural interest but historical interest does not end 
simply because development has been allowed to occur on two of the boundaries to the field and 
the curtilage of Kempnough Hall has altered. The historical relevance to Kempnough Hall, Beesley 
Hall and Worsley Woods is everlasting and therefore this land continues to have special interest 
with relevance to these three sites. This presumably was why the field was included when the 
conservation area was created in 1970 (since when only one new dwelling has been built) and this 
is why the field’s status needs to be maintained. 
 
You assessment suggests this field makes only a minimum contribution to the settings of 
Kempnough Hall and Beesley Hall. That is your assessment but it is not the view of the many 
objectors who responded to the previous proposal to remove this field from the conservation area. 
In addition, the field provides an important buffer between the houses on Crossfield Drive and the 
woods at their narrowest point and is an integral part of the Worsley Woods “experience”. The 
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pathway entrance to the woods from Beesley Green is a very popular route into the woods. As you 
walk down this narrow pathway with this field on one side and the field by Roe Green Cricket Club 
on the other it conveys to the visitor a feeling of entering a nature area undisturbed by time. The 
appraisal recognises this at para 6.56. “The open aspect of the northern field does however 
contribute to the setting of Worsley Woods, maintaining a sense of openness, tranquillity and 
semi-rural character at this narrowest point of the woodland”. 
 
Any change in designation of this field along the lines of the proposal would have a negative 
impact on the Worsley Woods “experience”, Worsley Woods being of course retained within the 
conservation area. 
 
Therefore, for the reasons given above, I submit that this field should be retained within the 
conservation area. 
 

 

0272 Alex Smethurst Firstly, I cannot understand the reason and the motives behind the proposal - to remove the pink 
areas would only invite building applications which we don’t need in this area. There are already a 
large number of houses on the outskirts of this small area which provides some relief and green 
space for the residents of Salford. 
 
We have a motorway running through the area together with the large volume of traffic along 
Walkden Road and Leigh Road which will only increase when the RHS garden is up and running. 
We do not need this or any other reduction in green space. Salford needs all the green space it 
can get. When Salford is promoted in brochures etc. where do they take pictures? Worsley. 
 

0280 Greater Manchester Ecology Unit 
 

We have no objection to the proposed boundary revision to the Roe Green/Beesley Green 
conservation area boundaries. 
 

0283 Salford Community Leisure Further to our previous response to the initial consultation please could I reiterate the information 
provided. Within the boundaries of the area Salford Community Leisure manage Beesley Green 
Community Centre which is a facility that makes a positive contribution to the conservation area. 
This building will soon be supplemented by the addition of public library services delivered from 
the site. 
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The facility, and adjoining open space, makes a positive contribution to the health and well being 
of local people. 
 
In addition the area has important historical significance. The City’s archive and local history 
collection, held at Salford Museum & Art gallery, has many documents and papers relating to this 
area. We believe the historical links and attributes of the area are important elements to highlight 
and protect. 
 

0285 Kathleen Lees I wish to register my objection to the proposed removal of the land area behind Beesley Green and 
Crossfield Drive from the conservation area.  If this is removed, it will allow houses to be built there 
and it is an important green space that must be preserved as such. 
 
I totally agree with the proposal to include Hardy Grove within the conservation area. 
 

0304 Sheila Sidebotham I would like the area that is between Crossfield Drive and Beesley Green to be within the 
conservation area. (The area was marked “A” on a printed copy of the map submitted with the 
response). 
 
That area is lovely to look at as you walk along beside the stream. It would be a real shame were it 
not to be conserved along with the rest of such a precious area. It also is the backdrop to 
Kempnough Hall area. 
 
I hope you will give my sincere hopes full consideration. 
 

0314 Jean Barnes I am writing to oppose your proposal for the removal of properties and fields which, as you state, 
are of neutral contribution to the conservation area. 
 
I propose that all parts of this conservation area are of significant value to its continuation of an 
open green space, therefore should be preserved. 
 
It is part of an open rural aspect of Roe Green, Beesley Green, cricket club, tennis and bowling 
clubs and Worsley Woods. The whole area is enjoyed by many of its residents and many visitors 
for recreation, exercise and educational opportunities. 
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In Salford our green spaces are being eroded by all the houses and estates being built around us. 
So very important for our health and wellbeing this conservation area should be preserved in its 
entirety as a breathing, tranquil space for all and future generations to enjoy. 
 
I agree that the properties off Lumber Lane should be included in the proposed conservation area. 
The building of houses and apartments at Manthorpe Avenue, off Greenleach Lane, already have 
encroached on the conservation area and should still be included, not used as a precedent for 
future building. 
 
Finally, I would like to register my complaints about the validity of this second appraisal. It has 
taken two years to get the report we were promised. This time there was no facility for a public 
meeting of residents and interested parties to attend a time at Beesley community centre to 
register their comments and views. There were only two notices put on our four notice boards with 
no address for a reply. Many people do not access the Salford website. As a member of Friends of 
Roe Green I printed copies of your intentions to put up around the Green and in shops for display 
with the necessary address. 
 
I recollect 380 representations made last time so I hope these will be referred to then will be 
included in this appraisal. 

 

0329 Michelle Drew I write to submit my comments regarding the draft conservation area appraisal. Roe green is the 
city’s largest conservation area and is key to the character of the area and a large part of why the 
area is such a popular and well loved area. As the council hasn’t stated any reason why the areas 
shown in red are going to be removed we can only assume that these areas which include a large 
area of green belt land are being earmarked to be built on.  
 
The councils approach to building and planning again appears to be haphazard there is still no 
plan in place for the city after initial plans were consulted two to three years ago. There doesn’t 
seem to be any transparency and it is essential that for roe green and the wider Worsley area to 
maintain it’s natural beauty iand heritage it should be protected. Before removing areas from 
conservation plans the council should publish its plan for housing in the city and where it plans to 
build new residential developments. 
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Roe green has had a conservation for nearly 50 years and the areas to be removed are quite 
significant in size. The area off crossfield drive in particular is a field that acts as a buffer between 
the residential area on cross field drive and the woods at beesley green. Building in that area will 
not only have a huge effect on the character of historic beesley green but will also remove more 
green space in an area that has a Motorway and the east lancs road bordering it. The area needs 
as much green space as possible to retain its character and balance the huge amounts of traffic 
that pass through it. Developers see the area as prime for development as they feel they can sell 
houses in the area for a premium. However this is is short sighted and a short term gain for the 
developers only as more building and less conservation erodes the reason people choose to live 
in the area in the first place.  
 
The field off cross field drive is also on amain route for school children attending st marks primary 
school to use and removing the field from the conservation area and leaving it open to be built on 
could effect how a large number of children who currently use a very safe and car free route via 
kempnough hall road and cross field drive get to school.  
 
There appears to be no reason to remove the areas from the conservation plan. We welcome the 
additions to the plan as the area needs to be protected as much as possible. There are plenty of 
brownfield sites the council could earmark for housing but again no plan appears to be in place. 
 

0340 Sir Alan Cockshaw We have carefully considered your letter of the 9th February last concerning the Roe 
Green/Beesley Green draft conservation area appraisal. 
 
It is beyond our comprehension that the area to the rear of Crossfield Drive and Kempnough Hall 
Road is to be taken out of the conservation area and accessed as it must inevitably be from the 
end of Kempnough Hall Road if the plans are accurately set out. 
 
The Council has the responsibility for the long term development of the entire district which 
contains substantial areas of ‘brownfield’ land with easy access and yet you choose to allow 
development on prime ‘greenfield’ areas with limited access. This area is a vital part of the open 
space much enjoyed by the people of the area and its many visitors and therefore so essential to 
the social and economic wellbeing of the district as a whole. 
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It must be an inevitable consequence of such a decision that the remaining land to the rear of 
Crossfield Drive will ultimately follow in the same way given that there is no logical reason why it 
will not, 
 
As someone who has given a great deal of his life to the encouragement of ‘brownfield’ 
redevelopment so as to allow as much as possible of our ‘green and pleasant land’ to survive I 
cannot conceive of any reasons at all for your decision save it is cheaper for the Council to permit 
such changes than manage the alternatives. 
 
This is a relatively small area which will have little or no effect on any long term housing strategy. 
Sadly we must also conclude that your decision was already known to the landowner and the 
farmer who has grown this field for some years before any consultation has been properly taken 
into account. Why else would no work have been carried out on it for almost a year? In short you 
appear to have pre-determined the outcome and communicated this to the owner. A wholly 
unacceptable conclusion and I must therefore object in the strongest possible terms to this wanton 
destruction of a beautiful and peaceful area. 
 
Given that I was personally responsible for the construction of the M62/M60 through this area in 
1967/68 and 1969, I am even more acutely aware of all of the environmental impact issues 
including the Council’s failure over these many years to maintain a whole series of undertakings 
which they entered into at the time of its construction. All of this gives me no confidence 
whatsoever in the process upon which you have embarked. 
 
I have every intention of retaining our lawyers to challenge that position you seek to have us 
accept. 
 
I have lived in the Salford District for most of my life and am fed up of decisions giving the easy 
options for developers. It is absolutely ridiculous in an area with so many alternative options. 
As a Past President of the Institution of Civil Engineers you will appreciate that I might equally take 
your decision to task on traffic and educational issues but will be happy to give evidence at the 
appropriate public enquiry which I have been pleased to do on previous occasions elsewhere. The 
traffic issues especially for St Mark’s School are often simply dangerous and you are seeking to 
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make it even worse. 
 
This matter will not be allowed to rest and I suggest that you ask that the Chairman of your 
Planning Committee contact me as soon as possible to consider the issues referred to briefly 
above. 
 
In the absence of an appropriate response I will be happy to raise the matter at Ministerial level 
where my contribution to such matters in successive governments is well understood. 
 

0344 (Friends of Roe Green) Pauline 
Ogden 

The suggestion that the field behind Spinney Cottage, Kempnough Hall Road should be removed 
from the above conservation area has baffled many of our members who cannot understand the 
reasoning behind it. 
 
As far as we are aware, the field in question is currently designated as open green space, 
greenway, open land and possibly green belt. If this information is not correct, we would like to be 
informed. To remove it from this conservation area seems perverse as surely the more protection 
we can acquire for our few remaining fields the better. 
 
On behalf of Friends of Roe Green I oppose its removal and hope that common sense will prevail. 
 

0345 Worsley Civic Trust In drafting our response we have considered our correspondence dating back to 11th March 2016 
which reminded you of the Planning, Listed Building and Conservation Areas Act 1990 and 
specifically sections 69 and 70.  In addition we have taken into consideration the National Planning 
Policy Framework and specifically section 11 Conserving and enhancing the natural environment 
and Section 12 Conserving and enhancing the historic environment as well as the draft text of the 
NPPF and specifically section 15 Conserving and enhancing the natural environment and Section 
16 Conserving and enhancing the historic environment. 
 
Issues which we wish you to reconsider are: 
1) The area of Manthorpe Avenue and the undeveloped land to the north east of that avenue 
be retained wihin the conservation area.  The reason for our decision on this matter is that this is 
the only way of retaining the undeveloped lung of natural land to provide a small but vital guard 
against air pollution in one of the most polluted places in England.  The Smart motorway scheme 
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has been reduced by one directive, to remain at three running lanes going south at this point. 
2) The area to the west of the pond which itself lies south of the Roe Green Cricket Club 
ground be retained. 
3) The area to the east of Crossfield Drive and north of the northern boundary of St Mark’s 
school be retained undeveloped or farming land.  Worsley Civic Trust in its opposition to any 
development on Broadoak would retain these packets of farmland within the Worsley Greenway. 
 
In seeking these to be retained within the conservation area and within the Worsley Greenway 
would make great sense as it would serve to retain the land immediately to thenorth of the 
northern boundary of St Mark’s School. 
 
The access to St Mark’s School is thus retained as a pedestrian-way fropm Roe Green and 
Beesley Green.  Worsley Civic Trust understands that local groups are seeking funding to 
enhanbce the footpaths in this area also. 
 
4) We acknowledge that our proposal to include Hardy Grove properties in the conservation 
area has been accomplished. 
 
5) As proposers of the original Worsley Conservation Areas in the 1960s and 1970s, we are 
pleased to see that you have acknowledged our local heritage plaque scheme within your Annex 
C. We hope that Worsley Civic Trust and Amenity Society and the Friends of Roe Green (which 
was formerly the Worsley Cvic Trust (Roe Green Branch)) will be able to acknowledge other 
notable buildings in the Roe Green and Beesley Green areas. Worsley Civic Trust is always 
considerate in financing such plaques in the past will continue to do so in the future. It would be 
appropriate to mark the launch of the new Conservation Area mapping with an appropriate plaque. 
The Council’s ideas of an appropriate positioning would be considered by Worsley Civic Trust. 
 

0359 Peel Holdings  

0383 Andrew Aherne I have considered the proposed changes to the boundary and am of the opinion that the fields 
close to Old Hall Lane which are proposed to be removed from the current conservation area is 
inappropriate. It is difficult to see the logic behind its removal unless to open the door for future 
development. 
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This field Abuts the brook and public footpath which is extremely popular with local residents. It 
makes a significant contribution to the openness and amenity of this Green Wedge which is a 
strategic recreation area for local residents, but also residents of Salford as a whole. Its removal 
from the conservation area increases the risk that it will be developed for housing. This is 
particularly the case as the land is owned by the Bridgewater Estate who are commercial 
promoters of their land for development. They have been extremely successful on large tracts of 
their land Holdings within Salford and it is therefore of no doubt that they will seek to develop this 
site. This is particularly so as it is understood they have acquired one of the properties which 
would enable access to this site. 
 
I therefore propose that this field be retained within the conservation area to ensure to maintain 
the character and amenity afforded to so many members of the public benefit from one of the few 
remaining open areas within the central part of the borough. 
 

0384 Ben Farrelly I am a Roe Green resident and am proud of our wonderful green space.  I therefore strongly object 
to any plans to change this boundary.  Besides absolutely unnecessary and greedy housing 
development, I cannot fathom out any rationale reason for wanting to compromise our 
conservation space.  If you could enlighten me on this, that would be much appreciated. 
 

0385 David Grant I would like to oppose the changes to the Roe Green Beesley green conservation area. 
 
I live at (address redacted) and our property overlooks the area marked in red. The area marked 
red on the proposed plan are marked for removal and should not be removed as we feel that this 
will lead to development. The areas form a rare space of character of the area that deserves to be 
protected. It is a reason why we live in Roe Green. 
 
The area off Mulgrave road is wooded and should remain in place, to ensure that the character 
and boundary of Roe Green is protected. The area is perhaps the only area remaining of the 
original conservation area that has not been built on. The Roe Green conservation area is the 
largest in the Salford borough and everything should be done to retain it. All areas should remain 
protected not opened to future development. They form a natural barrier to the M60. 
 
Air pollution around the M60 is recorded as being high, Defra note that the m60 has high air 
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pollution and science proves that these trees will help purify fine particles 
https://www.manchestereveningnews.co.uk/news/greater-manchester-news/m60-air-pollution-
defra-cars-13391849 

The M60 has been named as one of the major motorways in the UK which requires urgent 
measures to tackle air pollution. 
The Environment Department (Defra) has listed several roads which need action to tackle air 
pollution to address illegal levels of harmful pollutant nitrogen dioxide. 

Trees in Salford should not be removed and should remain protected, more should be planted not 
removed. 
 
It would be a mistake to allow these remaining areas to be removed, this would open the gateway 
for development especially when there are many areas of brown field, areas that should be re-
developed that should be prioritised over any reduction in the conservation area. 
 
Please do not remove the areas, we look to the council to expand and protect them in the interest 
of our future. 
 

0386 Duncan Mathews As a resident of Worsley I would like to strongly appeal any potential removal of conservation 
areas in the Roe Green and Beesley Green areas. The main one of concern is the highlighted 
area off Crossfield Drive.  
 
Firstly everyone knows the intention of Salford City Council with these proposals which no doubt 
has cost the tax payers of Salford a lot of money bringing to this stage! We can all go into details 
regards the ridiculous traffic congestion everyone has to put up with now that more houses are 
being constructed in the area and the gridlock every morning and evening ! Again we can write a 
book on other issues the area has with lack of school places, nothing in the community for our 
children out of the school hours etc but it will all fall on deaf ears as the only interest you have in 
these plans are to appease certain private companies in allowing further housing to be built! 
Kempnough Hall is one of the most historic locations in Greater Manchester where people travel 
from all over to visit. It has recently been restored magnificently by (details redacted) The worry is 
that you have done all your homework prior to submitting these proposals and you still include 

https://www.manchestereveningnews.co.uk/news/greater-manchester-news/m60-air-pollution-defra-cars-13391849
https://www.manchestereveningnews.co.uk/news/greater-manchester-news/m60-air-pollution-defra-cars-13391849
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such an area to be removed! If any area of Worsley should be within the conservation area this is 
it! With the beauty of Beesley Green and Kempnough Hall we don’t want to see a selection of 
modern boxes installed which will add further to the chaos in the area.  
 
We are all intelligent people and understand you have obligations financially but if you start 
considering planning for new houses within these areas we may as well all give up! Start building 
on the greens, the woods and anywhere else you think can raise you much needed funds and 
keep your relationship with certain private companies on good terms! We all know every piece of 
land around this area is prime construction land where any houses built will provide a premium 
return so land costs are gold! But surely a committee of local councillors can see that there a very 
few historical areas of beauty within Salford and the ones we have should be kept undisturbed !  
 

0387 Patrick Farrelly Please don’t allow future generations to be denied the beauty of the gem that is the Road Green 
Conservation area, by allowing more building programmes on it.  You’re planning department will 
not be viewed as one that is sympathetic or in touch with those who live in the area, or the many 
folk who visit the area to enjoy its small but beautiful green space. 
 

0388 Emma Farrelly I am a Roe Green resident and am proud of our wonderful green space.  I therefore strongly object 
to any plans to change this boundary.  I would appreciate further communication to confirm the 
reasons for such proposals. 
 

0389 Catherine Hopkins I've lived in worsley all my life, and roe green for 17 years. Its community spirit and conservation 
status is what makes it so unique and a special place to live. I'd like to express my disappointment 
at the proposed changes to the conservation status, particularly those to the land on beesley 
green off greenleach lane. The green space in which the houses, community centre and then the 
cricket / tennis club nestle is too precious to amend, reduce or risk to building plans.  
 

0390 Emma Clay As a resident I am against the removal of any conservation areas in Roe Green as it sets a 
precedent for continued removal over the coming years. 
 
I believe many residents are against such action. 
 

0391 Ruth Mills I've recently moved to Roe Green/ Worsley and have found that the community spirit and 
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conservation status is what makes it a unique and special place to live. I am disappointed at the 
proposed changes to the conservation area The green space in which the houses, community 
centre and then the cricket / tennis club nestle are (in my humble opinion) too precious to amend, 
reduce or risk to building plans.  
 

0392 Angela Mayol I'd like to express my disappointment at the proposed reduction to the current conservation area. 
The few green spaces in Salford that remain should be expanded, not reduced. Removing any 
green space will only serve to allow Peeling Holdings to build yet more houses. This will not only 
reduce precious greenery, but also add the the already chaotic traffic situation in Worsley. 
 

0393 Leanne Watts I have just become aware of the proposed changes to the Worsley conservation area. This is a 
huge concern to me and my family as we believe the only possible reason for this amendment to 
shrink the protected areas, is to allow housing to be built! 
 
Guys.... you are ruining our great place we call home. And for what, money?? There is plenty of 
free land as you travel 5 mins up the east lancs. Build tramlines and people happily buy them! 
 
Please don't let this happen when there are other solutions.  
 

0393A Leanne Watts Myself and my husband moved to Worsley 6 years ago and despite being sandwiched in by the 
east lancs and the M60 - the green space we have makes up for it. We now have 3 boys who all 
attend the local school and love spending weekends exploring fields and woodland areas. Roe 
Green and Worsley spirit and conservation status is what makes it so unique and a special place 
to live. I'd like to express my disappointment at the proposed changes to the conservation status, 
particularly those to the land behind crossfield drive. We love that farmers field and he trees in 
there help with all the air pollution, our eldest is asthmatic.   
 
Plus when the RHS opens traffic is going to increase to the area - it's already really bad. 
 
Please don't let them build on what little green space we have left. 
 

0394 Ann Middleton I strongly object to the removal of the green space land to the east of Crossfield Drive being 
removed from the conservation area. 
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Any future potential development on that site would be detrimental to the area, with its close 
proximity to listed buildings and the historic Roe Green Cricket club and by removing the green 
space, spoiling the area. 
 

0395 Gaynor Ward I’m emailing to register my opposition to the proposals.  Salford is already a heavily populated and 
heavily congested Borough, with very little green space for residents to enjoy. The plans propose 
the removal of a significant area of green space, whilst offering very little new protected green 
space. 
 
Protecting the very limited green space left in the Borough is an essential precondition to 
improving the health and wellbeing of Salford residents and thereby helping to reduce the financial 
burden facing our current health and social care services. The Council and partners should be 
encouraging residents to take advantage of areas of natural beauty, not remove them. 
 
Litter seems to be particularly problematic in Salford. The Council should be proactively 
encouraging families and children to use their local green spaces as part of a wider programme to 
increase respect and appreciation of the local environment and thereby help to 'clean up Salford 
streets' 
 
In light of the new RHS Garden in development in Worsley,   the Council should be taking this 
opportunity to work with the RHS to protect our green spaces and local wildlife and encourage 
local residents to appreciate the natural environment.  
 
We need to clean up Salford, whilst protecting and making the most of the Borough's natural 
assets, ensure that residents are proud of their local area, and visitors to the Borough receive a 
favourable impression. 
 

0396 Joanne Egan I would like to registered my objection to the proposed changes to the Roe Green conservation 
area.  I live on Brereton Drive and this change would have a major effect on our area. 
 
This is obviously something that us residents do not want to happen for numerous reasons.  We 
like the fact that there are green fields around us.  At present the volume of traffic on Walkden 
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Road down to the church roundabout is horrendous every morning and the thought of more traffic 
is something that really cannot happen.  Surely the infrastructure in the area is not sufficient for 
any future traffic, house and people. 

0397 Nigel Hopwood and Rita Mitchell 
 

Roe Green / Beesley Green draft conservation area appraisal Please note that we strongly object 
to the 2 areas highlighted in pink on the enclosed map being removed from the conversation area. 
 

0398 Andy and Barbara Attwell 
 

Thank you for your letter of the 9th of February 2018 concerning the Plan B “ proposed revised 
conservation area boundary”.  
 
We strongly object to the removal of the two large areas shown on plan B, as in our opinion they 
are obvious conservation areas as originally shown on you plan A 
 
We are particularly concerned about the area behind Crossfield Drive as you must be aware that 
Peel Holdings have been wanting to build on this land for many years.  
 
Is this why you are wanting to remove it? 
 

0399 Wayne Flanagan 
 

I've lived in worsley all my life, and roe green for 20 years. Its community spirit and conservation 
status is what makes it so unique and a special place to live. I'd like to express my disappointment 
at the proposed changes to the conservation status, particularly those to the land on beesley 
green off greenleach lane. The green space in which the houses, community centre and then the 
cricket / tennis club nestle is too precious to amend, reduce or risk to building plans.  
 

0400 Leighton Horsley I’m writing to object to the planned changes to the Roe Green/Beesley Green conservation area, 
in particular the land that is to be removed from the area at the end of Kempnough Hall Road and 
Crossfield Drive. This space field is a valuable, natural and open area that should be maintained 
for the benefit of Salford and Worsley residents and wildlife. The green and wooded land of 
Worsley is a green haven in the urban sprawl of Salford and Greater Manchester and it provides 
great pleasure for children and adults who live here.  
Please do not take this field out of the conservation area 

0401 Dawn Hoskinson I’m writing to object to the planned changes to the Roe Green/Beesley Green conservation area, 
in particular the land that is to be removed from the area at the end of Kempnough Hall Road and 
Crossfield Drive. This space field is a valuable, natural and open area that should be maintained 
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for the benefit of Salford and Worsley residents and wildlife. The green and wooded land of 
Worsley is a green haven in the urban sprawl of Salford and Greater Manchester and it provides 
great pleasure for children and adults who live here.  
Please do not take this field out of the conservation area. 
 

0402 Scot Davies I’m writing to you to share my concern and strong views against the removal of the conservation 
area around Roe Green in Worsley that I have recently been made aware of.  
 
Roe Green is a small community and has had much disruption over the years with the motorway 
fiasco (something that is currently still ongoing disruption for people around my property (addess 
redacted). Work has already effected green areas, where trees have been cut down or destroyed 
due to ongoing disruption/work, not to mention damage to properties from building and ground 
distuption. The village cannot sustain more development on it.  
 
In addition, additional traffic and volume will only cause more issues should conservation areas be 
built on. Traffic us currently either at a standstill in the morning causing tailbacks, and journeys of 
30mins plus, just to get out of Roe Green onto the A580 or the Motorway roundabout, and of 
course this increases pollution directly effecting the residence and of course our schools that are 
directly on the exit roads. If that isn’t bad enough, when its not rush hour, we are effected by 
speeding cars using the village as more people use it as a through road to properties. This will get 
worse if we lose conservation land to developments. I myself was run over by a speeding car in 
December causing significant problems and disruption to my life.  
 
With conservation area dwindling, in general, my family and neighbors should not have to see 
these areas removed for new property’s or building to take place, the village cannot cope with the 
disruption, and does not want the added pollution or upheaval that will come with it. In addition, the 
proposed removal in your map, directly effects areas connected to my property, possibly brining 
more disruption, and an increase of crime.  
 
https://www.salford.gov.uk/…/conser…/roe-greenbeesley-green/ 
 
I therefore want my views to be documented for this plan to be reconsidered and for the plans to 
be revoked.  

https://www.salford.gov.uk/planning-building-and-regeneration/conservation-and-listed-buildings/salfords-heritage-assets/conservation-areas/roe-greenbeesley-green/
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0403 Juliet Murray I am writing regarding the above and want to SUPPORT the above application to remove as a 
conservation the land off Greenleach Lane comprising of the Manthorpe Avenue Development 
 
I have lived here for 15 years and would like to add a single storey extension to my property but I 
am only allowed to build 3 meters out and must have a pitched roof and this is rather small and not 
worth my while 
 
I understand that there are over 400 signatures in protest of removing the conservation area and 
wondered if these 2 areas are being teated as one as I cannot see how the building of a small 
extension in my garden would affect the people who are petitioning 
 
If the conservation area is not lifted could any provision be made for the residents of Manthorpe 
Avenue to have the variation that it doesn’t apply to their gardens? 
 
Please can these points be addressed in the meeting on 23rd March 2018 and could you advise 
me accordingly 
 

0404 Paul Waite As a resident of (address redacted) Worsley M28 I am notifying you of my strong objections to 
remove the field at the bottom of Kempenough Hall Road which runs behind Crossfield Drive. This 
must remain part of the conservation area. Lots of families walk along this area with small children 
to get access to Worsley schools and parks and so if this area was taken off the conservation it 
would allow it to be open for development of new houses and access points to these new 
developments which would mean more danger for those walking and living in the area as well as 
lots more congestion. 
 
Equally the infrastructure and roads can’t cope with the current traffic flow, never mind any 
additional cars which again would present a greater danger to families and children.  
Worsley is a Green belt area which is why people pay premiums to live in the area. In my view the 
area is already over populated for be infrastructure which supports it.  
 

0405 Jonathan Wright I am writing to you to strongly reject the proposal for amending the conservation areas. I would like 
to reject to the proposal to remove the below highlighted areas in red being removed from the 
conservation area and and any further plans to reduce the conservation areas in Worsely .  
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0406 Fiona & Wayne Flanagan 
 

We strongly object to any conservation areas being altered or removed from the Roe Green area 
of Worsley.  

0407 Mrs P Driscoll It has been brought to my attention that plans for the removal of conservation areas in Roe Green 
have been submitted with amendments. I am letting you know that I object to the removal of these 
such areas.  
 
I have lived in Roe Green for many years now and it having many conservation areas makes it 
what it is and a special place to live. I don’t understand why you would even be considering doing 
this? Why remove areas rather than add? I know there is a tiny pocket of houses you are thinking 
of adding but why remove?  
 
There have been talks of building houses on the 2 main sites or companies being given planning 
permission for this. Can you please confirm if this is part of the plan. If this is the case I’m sure it 
will be highly objected to.  
 
I feel that the removal of conservation areas will be detrimental to Roe Green. Myself and many 
others truly cannot understand why you would even consider this move other than for profit in 
some way. Removal of conservation status will be a sad loss to the area. 

0408 Steve Regan 
 

I object to building on green land near to me. I object as it will cause more traffic misery. As well as 
the environmental consequences 
 

0409 Mark Watts I have only just been alerted that Salford Council plan to make amendments to Roe Green 
Conservation Area, by removing some areas. And today is the final day for residents to send 
comments. 
 
Firstly, as a resident of Worsley/Roe Green I am shocked that I have NOT had any communication 
from the council about the proposed changes. 
 
Secondly, I strongly object to the changes. 
 
Finally I am seriously concerned by desire of Salford Council & Peel to build more houses of the 
beautiful green sites in and around Worsley/Broadoak/Roe Green. Traffic and pollution is awful in 
this area and more houses will only compound this. May I suggest that brownfield sites are used 
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for houses in Salford and there are proposals for a metrolink tram line to run down the Eastlancs 
Road or somewhere similar to improve traffic problems (the guided busway is just not good 
enough). 
 

0410 Mr D Driscoll I'm writing to object to the changes of conservation area in roe green, as of the map of the area 
the only few remaining green and woodland areas left in roe green bar the green itself you are 
planning to remove two of them from the conservation area one at the back of Manthorpe and the 
other a field at the back of the woods. Why would this be other than to better chances for future 
building applications. There is no other logical reason why the land would be removed, people are 
getting a bit tired of being walked over so developer's and the council can line their pockets  
Don't even start on the more affordable housing  
 

0411 Natural England Natural England does not consider that this Roe Green Beesley Green draft conservation area 
appraisal consultation poses any likely risk or opportunity in relation to our statutory purpose, and 
so does not wish to comment on this consultation.  
 

0412 Canal and River Trust The Canal and River Trust have considered the content of the document and have no comments 
to make in this case. This is because the Trust does not have any ownership within or close to the 
Roe Green/Beesley Green draft conservation area. 

   

 


