
1 
 

 

 

Lindow Moss Restoration Scheme – a contribution from Transition 

Wilmslow 

 

Executive Summary 

This assessment of the Lindow Moss Restoration Scheme has been prepared by 

Transition Wilmslow’s ‘Lindow Moss Restoration Group’ as a positive 

contribution to the restoration process. We consider that Lindow Moss has 

the potential to become a national exemplar for restoration of a lowland 

mossland in a way which combines ecological expertise with community 

engagement and heritage conservation. To achieve this: 

1. There is a need to balance ecological priorities with community 

aspirations for access to a ‘green and tranquil landscape’ and to 

interpret the cultural and historic importance of the area.  

2. The Liaison Committee must be established before the planning 

consent is implemented to achieve ‘full engagement’. 

3. Alternative proposals for restoration in Compartments 2, 7, 8 and 10 

should be considered to meet community needs and to do justice to the 

landscape.  

 

Planning permission for the Lindow Moss Restoration Scheme was approved 

by Cheshire East Council in December, 2018; a decision notice setting out the 

associated planning conditions was issued in February 2019. The application 

states: 
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‘It is proposed to cease peat extraction within the application site and restore 

Lindow Moss to a mosaic of wetland and heath habitat with low key public 

access as a resource for the local community. Early restoration is subject to the 

grant of planning permission for the residential development of the peat 

processing area, and will be tied to the implementation of that permission by a 

legal agreement.’ 

In July 2020 the owners of Lindow Moss confirmed agreement with Bowdon 

Homes on the sale of the peat farm site, so that both planning consents can be 

implemented in tandem, with a target date of January, 2021. 

The approved restoration scheme is Version 4 (August, 2018) but the 

restoration concept was agreed at the pre-application stage, in 2013. Since 

then circumstances have changed significantly. In particular  

(i) the Covid19 emergency has greatly increased the importance of 

Lindow Moss as a community asset,  

(ii) a much stronger recognition of the Climate Emergency and the 

imperative to restore lowland peat bogs.  

(iii) New evidence on the extent of the drawdown of the water table.  

(iv)  the designation of Lindow Moss as a Historic and Cultural Landscape 

in the Wilmslow Neighbourhood Plan.  

It follows that during restoration there is a need to balance ecological 

priorities with community aspirations for a ‘green and tranquil landscape’ 

and to recognise and interpret the cultural and historic importance of the 

area.  

The principles of the restoration scheme have already been approved but a 

survey of local opinion has revealed a strong wish for the community to be 

informed and actively engaged in the restoration process. A planning condition 

requires the establishment of a Lindow Moss Liaison Committee, ‘to ensure 

that the local community are fully engaged and informed of activities 

associated with the planning permission.’ Brian Donohue, chair of the 

Wilmslow Neighbourhood Plan Implementation Group has submitted 

proposals for the Liaison Committee to the mineral operator, Croghan Peat, 

and to Cheshire East Council, the Minerals Planning Authority, who will 

oversee the restoration. This request highlights that the Liaison Committee 

should be established before the planning consent is implemented otherwise  

key decisions may be taken about the restoration process without community 
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engagement. Transition Wilmslow has established a Lindow Moss Community 

Forum to help communications with the wider public, with proposed 

representation of the Forum on the Liaison Committee. 

The restoration scheme divides the cutover peat bog at Lindow Moss into 10 

restoration compartments. In response to consultation during the planning 

process, Transition Wilmslow stated that: 

‘We support the restoration proposals in Compartments 1,4,5,6A and 6B. We 

have alternative proposals/suggestions for Compartments 7 and 8. We 

strongly favour retaining (and interpreting) the existing woodland in 

Compartment 10 and we object to woodland clearance in Compartment 2.’ 

Prior to restoration work on site the mineral operator is required to submit, for 

approval by the MPA, a detailed scheme for each compartment. This 

assessment by Transition Wilmslow includes detailed observations on each 

compartment together with recommendations to the operator and the MPA 

on the following: 

• Conserving and interpreting the ancient sub-fossil pine trees, especially 

in Compartment 7 

• Hydrology and water management, especially the need to incorporate 

the potential for ‘active intervention’ into the drainage scheme and to 

ensure that measures are put in place to prevent further water table 

drawdown,and adverse impacts on properties beyond the site.  

• The need to retain existing woodland so as to maintain the ‘sense of 

enclosure and mystery’ and to complement the habitat mosaic 

• Welcoming the plans for public access and the proposals to conserve 

and enrich biodiversity 

• The construction of board walks leading to interpretation points for the 

Lindow Man find spot in Compartment 8, and the historic artefacts and 

evidence for ecological succession in Compartment 10 

• The opportunity to establish a ‘virtual learning environment’ to enrich 

the visitor experience and help realise the educational potential of the 

site, in partnership with local Universities and the Manchester Museum.  
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Lindow Moss Restoration Scheme – an assessment by Transition Wilmslow’s 

Lindow Moss Restoration Group 

 

Introduction 

In December, 2018, Cheshire East Council approved a planning application for 

variation of planning conditions on the cutover peat bog at Lindow Moss1. 

When enacted, this would bring an end to commercial peat extraction 

(consented to 2042) and remove the requirement on that part of the site in 

Wilmslow to backfill with inert waste and restore to agriculture. The key 

reference document is Version 4 of the Restoration Scheme, prepared by 

Terraqueous Ltd for Messrs Bond and Rowland and posted on the CEC 

planning website under Application 15/0064M, dated August, 2018. Three of 

the diagrams which accompany the Restoration Scheme have been added to 

this report for ease of reference. They are: Fig.2 Restoration Concept, Fig.3 

Restoration Compartments & Fig. 5 Indicative restored drainage plan 

This review of the Restoration Scheme is based on desk study and two 

walkover surveys where TW members were joined by Dr Jonathan Lageard and 

Professor Simon Caporn (both of Manchester Metropolitan University) and 

Professor Ernest Rutter of the University of Manchester. This report covers: 

• Restoration objective p.2 

• Can the community influence the restoration process? p.3 

• The Compartment Restoration Details Scheme p.4 

• Engaging with the Compartment Restoration Details Scheme p.5 

• Current activities on site p.5                                                                             

• Sub-fossil pine trees p.6                                                                                      

• The Restoration Strategy p.6                                                                              

• Hydrology and Water Management p.7                                                           

• Balancing ecological objectives with cultural and community values p.9 

• Mitigation & Avoidance Measures – reducing landscape impact p.11 

• Access, Amenity and Interpretation p.12 

• Commentary on Individual compartment plans p.13                                         

• Management and aftercare p.18                                                                        

 
1 Visit ‘view planning applications’ on the Cheshire East Council planning website and insert planning reference 
15/0064M. The  restoration scheme (Version 4, August 2018) and the associated plans can be accessed here. 
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Restoration objective 

‘It is proposed to cease peat extraction within the application site and restore 

Lindow Moss to a mosaic of wetland and heath habitat with low-key public 

access, as a resource for the local community. Early restoration is subject to the 

grant of planning permission for the residential development2 of the peat 

processing area, and will be tied to the implementation of that planning 

permission by a legal agreement.’ 

The decision notice by Cheshire East Council which sets out the planning 

conditions which govern this consent and the Section 106 legal agreement 

which makes restoration conditional on residential development were issued 

by Cheshire East Council on February 26th, 20193. 

The restoration scheme which accompanies Application No.15/0064M was first 

submitted in December 2014. During the 5-year period since first submission 

the planning context has changed significantly, with: 

1. A much stronger recognition of the climate emergency and the 

imperative to restore lowland peat bogs;4 

2. New evidence on the extent of dewatering of the peat aquifer at Lindow 

Moss;5  

3. The heavy recreational use of the Moss during the recent Covid 19 

emergency and a much greater recognition of the Moss as a green 

infrastructure asset by the local community;6 and  

4. Designation of Lindow Moss as a Landscape of Historic and Cultural 

Importance in the Wilmslow Neighbourhood Plan7. 

All this raises the profile of Lindow Moss and highlights the need to balance 

ecological considerations with community concerns and heritage status. 

 

 
2 The planning reference for the application for residential development is 15/0016M. 
3 The Decision Notice and the Section 106 Agreement can be accessed by inputting reference 15/0064M to 
‘view planning applications’ on the Cheshire East Council planning website. 
4 Committee on Climate Change (2020) Land use: Policies for a Net Zero UK 
5 Enzygo Environmental Consultants (2019) Newgate Kennels, Lindow Moss Peat Extraction Area & Adjacent 
Property: Hydrogeological Assessment 
6 Transition Wilmslow (2020) Summary and Analysis of ‘Save Lindow Moss’ Survey 
7 Wilmslow Neighbourhood Plan (2019) Policy TH2: Lindow Moss Historic and Cultural Landscape 
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Can the community influence the restoration process? 

Transition Wilmslow and other local organisations and local residents were 

able to comment on the restoration proposals during consultation on the 

planning applications. However, until recently there has been little meaningful 

engagement with the local community. ‘To ensure that the local community 

are fully engaged and informed of activities associated with the planning 

permission’, Condition 33 requires that: 

‘Within 3 months of the implementation of this permission a scheme to 

facilitate a liaison committee shall be submitted to the Minerals Planning 

Authority for approval. The scheme shall include a list of potential members 

and chair, functions of the committee, suggested venue for the meeting, 

frequency, and a mechanism for review. The scheme shall be implemented in 

full and the liaison committee shall meet as long as is requested by members of 

the liaison committee.’ 

The planning condition does not specify ‘who’ should come forward with the 

scheme for a liaison committee and so, to move this process along, on August 

24th, 2020, Brian Donohue the chairman of the Wilmslow Neighbourhood Plan 

Implementation Group sent a proposal with draft terms of reference and 

proposed membership to Ben Malin of Terraqueous Ltd who is acting on behalf 

of the owners, and to Emma Williams of Cheshire East Council , the Minerals 

Planning Authority, with copies to elected members. A covering letter states: 

‘Because key decisions about the restoration scheme may be taken in the 

coming weeks, it seems appropriate to set up a Liaison Committee in advance 

of the enactment of the two planning consents which is currently proposed for 

January, 2021. In June 2020, the precipitant arrival of contractors on site, with 

no prior notification, caused great consternation in the local community 

demonstrating the local interest and concern over the future and conservation 

of this site. To prevent a recurrence and instil confidence in the community we 

strongly believe that it is vital that the Liaison Committee is in place before key 

decisions are made and that a channel of communication is established about 

the restorations scheme (e.g. the choice between Option 1 and 2 in 

Compartment 10) before contractors with heavy machinery return to the site.’ 

The proposed membership of the Liaison Committee has strong representation 

from the local community, including Transition Wilmslow and the Lindow Moss 

Community Forum (see below). 
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The Compartment Restoration Details Scheme  

The Liaison Committee should ensure community engagement with the 

restoration process but the key decision making will be the approval by the 

Minerals Planning Authority (Cheshire East Council) on a compartment by 

compartment basis of each Compartment Restoration Details Scheme. 

The information to be submitted for each compartment under this scheme is 

very comprehensive.8 It includes, amongst other requirements: 

• Details of the target habitat type or types to be created 

• The existing landform at the cessation of extraction including peat depth 

• The post-restoration landform, following recontouring, along with 

location and spacing of bunds and location and spacing of ditches to be 

blocked or filled 

• Details of bund construction and ditch blocking techniques 

• Details of hydrological management, target water levels and water 

control structures 

•  Details (where applicable) of enhancements to access, amenity and 

interpretation 

• Programme of implementation 

• A detailed management and aftercare plan 

Planning Condition ‘4’ states that ‘each Compartment Restoration Details 

Scheme shall be submitted no later than the date specified in para 201 of the 

approved Restoration Scheme, Version 4’: 

• Compartment 1: within 3 months 

• Compartment 2: within 5 months 

• Compartment 3: within 7 months 

• Compartments 6a & 6b within 9 months 

• Compartments 4 & 5: within 12 months 

• Compartments 7 & 8: within 18 months 

• Compartments 9 & 10: within 24 months 

The probable timescale for the completion of restoration within each 

compartment is in this same order, extending over a 3 to 5 year period, 

 
8 The schedule of information required is specified in para 203, p.37 of the approved restoration scheme 
(Version 4, August, 2018) 
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depending on the rate of progress on site.9 Nevertheless, it is possible that the 

sequence in which compartments are treated might change, and also the 

timing of the work – Martin Cooper has indicated that, weather permitting, it 

should be possible to complete the work over two seasons (March to October). 

  

Engaging with the Compartment Restoration Details Scheme 

Ideally, the MPA will consult the Liaison Committee during the approval 

process for detailed restoration plans for each compartment, but this is 

uncertain. However, the Liaison Committee should certainly form a view and 

be involved in some of the key decisions, for example the decision about 

whether to retain and interpret the woodland in compartment 10, or to clear it 

with a view to establishing a raised bog habitat. Fortunately, Compartment 10 

is currently scheduled towards the end of the restoration programme. 

We are very fortunate to have established a direct line of communication with 

the site manager, currently Martin Cooper, and the overall project manager, 

Ben Malin of Terraqueous. We can put specific suggestions to them. We should 

also seek to maintain a good working relationship with Emma Williams, the 

Cheshire East principal planning officer who will lead for the MPA. 

Current activity on site 

We are assured that current activity on site, which began on June 29th, 2020, is 

a necessary prelude to full implementation of the restoration scheme. Para 71 

of the restoration scheme states: 

‘In the event of planning permission for residential development of the 

processing area is granted and implemented, commercial peat extraction 

across the application site will cease with immediate effect. Any 

rotovated/milled peat in the process of drying on the surface, dried and in 

windrows or in stockpiles at the time of cessation must be removed from the 

application site. Such dried peat will be of little or no value for restoration 

purposes and will otherwise hinder the restoration process.’ 

As we know contractors have been removing ‘peat spoil’ for the past two 

months and now, by late August, it seems to be complete. This material is 

being taken to Somerset where it is likely to be used as an additive with green 

 
9 Restoration phasing with indicative timescale is specified in para 75 of the Approved Restoration Scheme 
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waste. TW raised a number of questions about this with Ben Malin which were 

answered clearly and promptly. 

The removal of peat spoil and levelling of Compartments 5, 6A and 6B is 

needed to permit detailed mapping of surface terrain using total station, 

electronic distance measurement methods. This will provide the fine 

topographical detail needed for surface water management. 

 

Sub-fossil pine trees 

As the peat working reached lower levels it uncovered many stumps of sub-

fossil pine. These are the remains of pine woodlands which occupied the Moss 

between 4,000 and 6,000 years ago10. The pines have been studied by 

Jonathon Lageard of Manchester Metropolitan University who currently has a 

site in the NW corner of the area (beside Compartment 6A) where he has been 

excavating pines in situ for tree ring analysis. During the latter stages of work 

the excavation revealed the presence of well-preserved oak trunks (‘bog oak’) 

beneath the pine. Sections have been taken for dendrochronological dating. 

Below this was a birch woodland with signs of burning. TW has made a 15 

minute video of Jonathan Lageard describing his excavation site. The 

excavation is now complete; it has been recorded and made safe. 

At para 110, the restoration scheme states that ‘care shall be taken to retain 

the surface scatter of sub-fossil wood across the application site following 

restoration. This retains the archaeological context, but also assists in the 

provision of micro-climate conducive to Sphagnum growth.’ 

Using GPS a colleague at Sheffield University has recorded the positions of 

the partially buried pine stumps in Compartment 7 with a view to 

reconstructing a ‘virtual forest’ and we will request that the pine stumps are 

left in situ, if at all possible. 

  The Restoration Strategy 

The restoration concept for the application site is illustrated in Fig.2. The 

majority of the application site will be restored ‘as areas with the potential to 

develop raised bog habitat in the long term’, subject to a final decision about 

Compartment 10.  The modus operandi was changed as a result of 

 
10 Lageard, J.A. (1998) Dendrochronological analysis and dating of subfossil Pinus sylvestris at Lindow Moss, 
Cheshire, Bulletin of British Ecological Society, 29 2, p 31-32 
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representations from Manchester Airport, who were concerned about 

potential bird strike hazard, and new scientific evidence.11 In the low-lying 

areas (Compartments 4, 5, 6A, 6B,7 and 8) the plan is to level the surface and 

to manage the water table to between surface level and 0.10 m below surface 

for 80% of the year. Given sufficient depth of residual peat this will restrict 

vertical drainage and ensure that the system is predominantly rain nourished; 

the key feature of a ‘raised bog’ is that it is rainfall dependant (ombrotrophic) 

and substantially independent of ground water influence, which may be 

mineral rich. This will require fine tuning of levels and the construction of 

bunds for water management. The ideal trajectory would be for colonisation 

by cotton grass with associated Sphagnum moss (a raised bog community), but 

very often in restoration schemes on milled peat the plant community is 

dominated by soft rush (Juncus effusus), a ‘poor fen’ community, which may or 

may not transition over time to a raised bog. The key to this will be residual 

peat depth and that will be reported as part of each Compartment 

Restoration Details Scheme. 

The areas where raised bog is the target habitat type will be complemented 

by areas of fen, heath and woodland. We have observed that given the 

uncertainties associated with climate change a mosaic of habitats offers a 

more resilient solution than over-reliance on re-establishment of raised bog. 

It would be good to carry out a base-line survey of acidity (pH) in surface 

peat, standing water and the ditches across the site, as this may influence the 

trajectory of vegetation development. 

 

Hydrology and water management 

The target water levels will depend on final surface levels with the indicative 

drainage pattern shown in Fig.6. Once the physical restoration works are 

completed it is anticipated that the majority of excess water will run down the 

system of terraces and channels formed through the restoration process and 

eventually exit the application site through the existing outfall to the Sugar 

Brook. A limited volume of excess water from Compartment 10 will continue to 

discharge to the south-east. We have made detailed observations on water 

management on a compartment by compartment basis (see below). 

 
11 Lindsay, R.A. & Clough, J. (2016) A review of the influence of ombrotrophic peat depth on the successful 
restoration of bog habitat. Scottish Natural Heritage Commissioned Report No. 925 



11 
 

The water level in the main east-west drain will be managed by a series of 

reinforced peat dams which progressively lower the water level from east to 

west. A peat dam was re-installed in the main drain in July 2020 to raise the 

water level in the adjacent Water Vole habitat, but this is still set at a relatively 

low level and water continues to discharge rapidly from the system. 

The proposal for peat dams in the main drain is essentially a passive system 

and, in addition, we would like to see a properly engineered sluice close to 

the outfall to the Sugar Brook to provide the possibility of active intervention 

to control land drainage. This was a requirement of the 2003 planning 

consent, but it was never implemented.12 We would also like to see 

moveable covers on the pipes beneath the peat bunds within the 

compartments to enable finer control of surface water management, 

especially the capture of summer rainfall. 

From May onwards each summer the water table in the peat is drawn down by 

evapotranspiration. Natural recharge occurs in winter, creating a sinusoidal 

pattern over the seasons. However, for the past 20 years, winter recharge  has 

been compromised by uncontrolled discharge of water from the peat workings 

to the Sugar Brook, where the outfall is set at the lowest possible level. As the 

peat dries out it shrinks and oxidises, releasing CO2 to the atmosphere and 

increasing the risk of wildfire. In June, 2018 an extensive peat fire raged for 

three days, requiring 50 fire fighters from 8 fire stations to bring it under 

control. 

The potential effect of water table drawdown on the surroundings of Lindow 

Moss is a matter of great concern to local residents because it may contribute 

to building instability. In the NE corner of Compartment 6B the peat thins out 

and here the drainage ditches have penetrated the underlying sand deposit, 

and so breached the aquifer within the sand itself. The potential impact on 

Newgate Kennels has been studied by Dr Paul Hardwick of Enzygo13. He 

questions the effectiveness of the current ground water monitoring scheme (a 

requirement of the 2003 planning consent) and points out that in the one 

borehole that gives realistic data for the peat aquifer (PO8.7), the average 

water level has fallen by over 1 metre over the period 2007-2018 due to 

cumulative dewatering. 

 
12 For a full discussion see: Transition Wilmslow (2020) Planning History of Lindow Moss, 1950-2020. 
13 Enzygo Environmental Consultants (2019) Newgate kennels, Lindow Moss Peat Extraction Area & Adjacent 
Property: Hydrogeological Assessment 
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In May, 2020, TW commissioned Dr Paul Hardwick of Enzygo to prepare a 

report on the hydrogeology of Lindow Moss, to include an assessment of: 

• The magnitude and extent of lowering of the water table in the peat 

• The consequences of desiccation of the peat on shrinkage and oxidation, 

including CO2 lost to the atmosphere 

• The effect of continuing inaction on the long-term prospects for 

ecological restoration 

• The potential benefits and practicality of mitigation measures to control 

the discharge of water and the likely time frame for the recovery of the 

peat aquifer once the discharge is controlled 

Planning condition 8 of the Decision Notice (February, 2019) requires a 

continuation of the existing water monitoring scheme supplemented, as 

required, by monthly monitoring of those compartments subject to restoration 

works. It should be noted that as the peat is rewetted it can be expected to 

swell considerably and this may well impact on surface levels within the 

compartments. 

 

 Balancing ecological objectives with cultural and community values 

The essence of the restoration scheme was agreed between Terraqueous 

(consultants to Croghan Peat), the ecologist for Cheshire East Council, Natural 

England (the government’s nature conservation adviser) and the Cheshire 

Wildlife Trust at the pre-application stage in 2013. Consequently, although the 

restoration scheme has many merits, it is narrowly focused on specific 

ecological outcomes with limited emphasis on wider considerations such as 

visual amenity, landscape history, recreational and educational opportunity, 

and visitor potential (Access, Amenity and Interpretation get just 1 page in the 

50-page restoration scheme). 

During the recent medical emergency Lindow Moss became a popular 

destination for local people seeking their daily exercise. No less than 431 

people responded to a recent survey of public opinion about the restoration of 

Lindow Moss14. 99% of respondents wanted more clarity from Cheshire East 

Council about the restoration plans, and 98% wanted assurances that the 

restoration would be carried out to a high standard, together with some 

 
14 Transition Wilmslow (August, 2020) Survey and Analysis of Visitor Opinions on Lindow Moss 
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involvement in the plans. When asked what they valued most about the Moss, 

35% said personal wellbeing; 26% biodiversity; 26% combatting climate 

change; and 15% local history and archaeology. 

The personal testimonies from respondents (running to more than 8,800 

words in total) were particularly telling. For example: 

“At a time of rising pressure on our indigenous wildlife from, for example , 

pollution, expanding urban development and global warming, the restoration 

of the Moss could provide many positive benefits such as : becoming a sink for 

CO2, thereby helping the UK reach its emission reduction targets; establishing a 

rich wildlife habitat for many endangered species; providing a green sanctuary 

for local people, schools and the general public to enjoy – many people come to 

this area to walk and enjoy quiet recreation. Along with many others, I have 

found being able to walk on the Moss a godsend during the recent Coronovirus 

lockdown – at a time when travel was severely curtailed, the importance of 

local green spaces to local communities has been made abundantly clear.” P.C. 

“Aside from the pressing sustainability requirements that we can help meet via 

use of Lindow Moss as a carbon sink, for many people the exercise and 

tranquillity offered by places like Lindow Moss is vitally important for our 

mental health all the time, not just in Lockdown. It would be a tragedy not to 

maintain and improve such a valuable resource.” N.M. 

“I feel it is important to have such a valuable, wild environment conserved in its 

entirety close to Wilmslow. It is valuable because of its biodiversity of all forms 

– plants, insects, birds, wildlife, soil structure and archaeology. It is also  

valuable for the mental health of residents of surrounding areas, a place to 

escape from stress and worry and to enjoy family time. Finally, it is an 

important educational resource for our schoolchildren. Lindow Moss should be 

returned to nature and ‘rewilded’.” H.G. 

Of the people surveyed, 82% asked to be kept informed about further 

information on restoration. This core group forms the basis of the Lindow 

Moss Community Forum which provides a valuable resource for two-way 

communication during the restoration programme and, it is proposed, will 

have representation on the Lindow Moss Liaison Committee. 

 In the restoration programme there is a need to balance the doctrine of 

‘priority habitat’ espoused by Natural England with other qualities, such as  
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landscape character15, visual amenity, and cultural heritage16 which are so 

important for ‘sense of place’. 

 

 

Mitigation and Reasonable Avoidance Measures – reducing landscape impact 

The restoration scheme has much to say about how to minimise the impact on 

flora and fauna and that is to be welcomed. However, the visual and landscape 

impact of restoration is also an important consideration. Rick Turner OBE, the 

archaeologist who discovered Lindow Man describes Lindow Moss as ‘an 

important cultural landscape extending back thousands of years … which still 

retains its sense of enclosure and mystery.’ The Environmental Statement 

which accompanied the planning application captures the ‘sense of place’ and 

‘visual sensitivity’ of the landscape very effectively: 

‘With regard to landscape character, the site is again considered to be of high 

sensitivity. Lindow Moss is valued as a resource by the local community …. 

despite its location close to Wilmslow, the Moss has a remote and rural feel, 

due in large part to the enclosed nature of the site, which is surrounded by tree 

belts and small woodlands with little inter-visibility through the tree screen. As 

such, the site has a character all of its own, with very little influence from 

outside. Clearly, any change within the site has great potential to influence this 

character.’  

The retention of peripheral woodlands in the restoration scheme is 

welcomed but we feel this protection should be extended to the woodland 

on the sand hill (Compartment 2) and the secondary woodland on former 

peat workings east of Rotherwood Road (Compartment 10). 

The residential development on the peat farm site also has the potential to 

intrude on the character of the Lindow Moss landscape. The retention and 

strengthening of the residual woodland at the north end of the site is 

critically important for screening off the new development. This is a 

condition of the planning consent for Application 15/0016M. 

 

 
15 Lindow Moss Landscape Character Assessment, in ‘Wilmslow’s Countryside: A Landscape Character 
Assessment’, Wilmslow Neighbourhood Plan, 2019 
16 Hyde, M. and Pemberton, C. (2002), Lindow and the Bog Warriors, Rex Publishing, Wilmslow 
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Access, Amenity and Interpretation 

We welcome the proposal to retain the two permissive paths (the main 

east/west access track across the site, and the east/west footpath from 

Rotherwood Road along the northern boundary) and the proposal to 

consider their formal adoption as public footpaths. 

The approach to landscape interpretation is described in paras. 187 – 193 and 

is best described as minimalist, being restricted to the provision of four 

interpretation boards. It suggests that there ‘is a delicate balance to be struck 

between the utilisation of the restored Lindow Moss site as a community asset,  

and the risk of significant disturbance to the conservation interest that will 

develop as a result of restoration. Publicity could also have an adverse impact 

on the amenity of local residents as the site will be inaccessible to the public 

only on foot and there will be no car parking or pubic access through the 

residential development area.’ 

Prof Nick Higham in the applicants’ Environmental Statement (Section 8.8) 

states that Lindow Moss is ‘archaeologically and historically one of the most 

important lowland wetlands in Britain’ and that this ‘exceptional 

archaeological and historic archive provides the opportunity to tell the story of 

Lindow in detail’. In recognition of these qualities, Lindow Moss has been 

designated as a Historic and Cultural Landscape in the Wilmslow 

Neighbourhood Plan and there is considerable potential for enhancing the 

visitor experience through environmental interpretation. The self-guided 

trail, with interpretation at points of interest which Transition Wilmslow 

organised for World Bog Day, July 26th, 2020 provided an indication of what 

might be possible.  

 

It is clear from the TW Visitor Survey that what people value most about the 

moss is indeed an escape to a green and tranquil landscape which can be 

readily accessed from different parts of Wilmslow. We are not suggesting 

that Lindow Moss is promoted as a tourist attraction but many people 

commented on the educational potential of Lindow Moss and we consider 

the limited approach set out in the Restoration Strategy represents a missed 

opportunity. We strongly support the proposal by Manchester Metropolitan 

University to enhance interpretation with modern technology and to create a 

‘virtual learning environment’.  
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Commentary on individual compartment plans 

In our response to consultation during the planning process, Transition 

Wilmslow stated that: 

‘We support the restoration proposals in Compartments 1,4,5,6A and 6B. We 

have alternative proposals/suggestions for Compartments 7 and 8. We 

strongly favour retaining (and interpreting) the existing woodland in 

compartment 10 and we object to woodland clearance in Compartment 2.’  

We set out below a more detailed commentary on the restoration 

compartments: 

Compartment 1: Broadly supportive of restoration to intermediate heath/bog 

(much of the area is already ‘wet heath’), provided this does not involve 

significant re-engineering.  

The outfall from this compartment is intended, as at present, to match the 

current level of the Sugar Brook. We would like to see the outfall set at a 

higher level than that proposed to retain moisture in this compartment and 

the system as a whole, with a properly engineered sluice to provide effective 

control.  

Compartment 2: the sand island, is shown on Fig. 2 (restoration strategy) as 

heathland rather than woodland as at present. In earlier versions of the 

restoration scheme it was stated that the woodland would be cleared in an 

attempt to establish heathland. This would have a very detrimental visual 

impact, especially on the sense of enclosure. The intended heathland outcome 

is at best uncertain and, if achieved, would require intensive ongoing 

management to sustain it. Moreover, clearance on the scale originally 

proposed would produce a heavy pulse of mineral nutrients into the adjoining 

restoration compartments. Large-scale woodland clearance would produce a 

very adverse public reaction, especially given the proximity of Saltersley Hall 

to the north, where removal of trees and land forming has already sensitised 

the public.  

Paragraph 124 of the approved Restoration Scheme, Version 4 states that ‘this 

area shall be left largely undisturbed’ but then goes on to advocate ‘control of 

trees, scrub and bracken in order to enhance the heath habitat’. 

What is needed here is some control of birch scrub at the margins in favour 

of heather on the ecotone, and perhaps selective thinning to encourage 
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succession towards a lightly canopied woodland with Birch, Oak and Scots 

Pine, but no wholesale woodland clearance. 

 

Compartment 3: we support the general approach (para 128: ‘this area shall 

be left largely undisturbed and restored as intermediate heath/bog habitat, but  

the scrub vegetation shall be cleared’) but we would like to see the existing 

topography retained because of its ecological and historic interest. This area 

demonstrates the traditional method of peat working that was in use at the 

time of Lindow Man’s discovery and helps to demonstrate how that came 

about. We do not support engineering work to ‘remove high areas of peat’. 

Compartment 4: We agree that ‘this compartment is suitable for bog 

restoration, with heath habitat at the sloping eastern margin.’ Already there is 

extensive colonisation of the bare peat by Eriophorum (Cotton Grass). The 

southern ditch, alongside the CWT Reserve, contains quantities of the free- 

floating Sphagnum cuspidatum.  

‘This compartment will be primarily rain fed, with additional ombrotrophic 

water from Compartment 5 by a connecting pipe.’ We agree with this 

approach but we need to make sure that a connecting pipe really is installed 

between Compartments 5 and 4. The deep drain along the northern 

boundary of this compartment requires at least one peat plug to help 

maintain water levels within the compartment. 

Compartment 5: We agree that this compartment is well suited to bog 

restoration. It will be entirely rain fed with excess water flowing to 

Compartment 5 by a connecting pipe. The bund which is proposed across this 

compartment needs to be extended right across so that it blocks the ditches 

in the two drains which run along the northern and southern boundary of 

this compartment, respectively. It also important to close off completely the 

drain beneath the main track which currently discharges water from 

Compartment 5 to the main drain on the north side of the track. 

Compartment 6A: Bunds will be constructed to raise the water table and 

redirect any excess water into Compartment 6B. Special care needed with 

bund construction at the western end of this compartment. 
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Compartment 6B: This is the largest compartment and we support the raised 

bog objective here. The essential feature of a raised bog is that it is rain 

nourished. We are concerned that there may not be enough residual peat 

depth to provide suitable surface wetness and isolation from the mineral rich 

ground water below (the SNH Report recommends a minimum of 2m for 

establishing raised bog after milled peat working). That means that succession 

to ‘poor fen’ rather than ‘raised bog’ is a distinct possibility. Information on 

residual peat depth will be provided as part of the Compartment Restoration 

Details Scheme. 

The other related issue is the balance between rainfall input and losses due to 

evapotranspiration in summer. The water table will fall away in dry summer 

weather and must not fall below 40 cm to sustain a raised bog community. This 

may be difficult because the limitations imposed by Manchester Airport mean 

that excess rainfall from winter cannot be stored on site in any quantity to 

buffer water table drawdown in summer. The monthly water table monitoring 

data will be especially informative in this compartment. 

We are comfortable with leaving the surface drains open as this will produce a 

valuable wetland habitat. The drains will be blocked where they are crossed by 

bunds and control pipes installed beneath the bunds. We suggest that these 

pipes should be fitted with regulators so as to capture summer rainfall. 

The exception is at the eastern end of this compartment where the peat thins 

out and the ditches have breached the sand deposit below. Paul Hardwick 

considers that this is leading to dewatering of the sand aquifer, with adverse  

consequences for the stability of nearby properties, especially Newgate 

Kennels. It is important that these drains are properly blocked with 

impervious material at their eastern end. (This may also apply to 

Compartment 5) 

 

Compartment 7:  We suggest that it may be more appropriate to target wet 

heath/bog, rather than raised bog in this compartment. 

It is vital to retain the partly buried stumps of pine trees in situ because this 

shows the configuration of the ancient pine woodland and allows the visitor 

to visualise the former landscape. 
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Another benefit of retaining the peat surface at or close to its current level 

would be succession towards a heathland habitat similar to compartment 3. 

This would then avoid the need to construct an unsightly bund alongside the 

sand island. Drainage could be via Compartment 9. In effect Compartments 3 

and 7 would act as environmental buffers between the sand island and the 

areas of potential raised bog habitat. 

Compartment 8: this compartment includes the findspot of Lindow Man17. Rick 

Turner, who discovered Lindow Man, has suggested that this site should be 

commemorated and that, to his knowledge ‘of all (European) bog bodies, only 

the burial place of Tollund Man (in Denmark) has a marker’18. 

Given the international significance of the discovery of Lindow Man and its 

seminal importance to the understanding of the landscape at Lindow Moss 

we propose that this compartment should remain substantially unmodified             

(except for clearing the birch trees and raising the water table) so as to 

display the method of working at the time of Lindow Man’s discovery. A 

board walk should be constructed from the public footpath to Lindow Man’s 

findspot and this should be appropriately interpreted. 

Peat dams are recommended in the ditches around this compartment, 

especially at the point where the southern drain turns north. 

Compartment 9: We support the continuation of fen vegetation with water 

levels devised to optimise habitat conditions for Water Voles. This also 

provides excellent habitat for birds such as the Reed Bunting, and the only 

summer record of Woodlark in Cheshire for over a century19. This 

compartment also contains the scarce Royal Fern (Osmunda regalis) which is 

almost extinct in its native fenland habitat in Cheshire20. We have pointed 

out the location to Martin Cooper the site manager for Croghan Peat. 

Compartment 10:  The restoration scheme offers two options – either (Option 

1) clear most of the woodland in an attempt to establish ‘raised bog’ the 

‘priority habitat’ or (2) retain the woodland intact.  

We consider that clearance of the woodland would produce a very hostile 

public reaction which could prejudice the entire restoration scheme. 

 
17 Jody Joy (2009) Lindow Man, British Museum Press, London 
18 Turner, R. (2014) ‘Lindow Man – thirty years on’, Contribution to Lindow Moss Day School at Wilmslow Guild 
19 Norman, D. (2008) ‘Birds in Cheshire and Wirral – a breeding wintering atlas’, Liverpool University Press 
20 Newton, M.A. (1971) ‘Flora of Cheshire’, Cheshire Community Council, Chester  
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Furthermore, the intense seed rain from the residual 20 m of woodland 

surrounding the cleared area (as envisaged in Option 1) would make 

colonisation by tree seedlings extremely difficult to control.  

We strongly favour Option 2 because the woodland: 

• contributes greatly to the landscape character, tranquillity and ‘sense of 

enclosure’ of the Lindow Moss landscape 

• provides an attractive setting for two heavily used public rights of way 

(Restricted Byways 34 and 35) 

• enriches the wider habitat mosaic and is a valuable habitat in its own 

right, with a luxuriant bryophyte flora and potential breeding habitat for 

the scarce Willow Tit and Lesser Spotted Woodpecker, and a winter 

roost for owl species which hunt over the Moss 

• is already functioning as an effective carbon sink 

• illustrates natural succession to woodland on an abandoned peat 

working; the contrast between this and the restored raised bog to the 

west of Rotherwood Road will be highly instructive 

• recent excavation work by Dr Jonathan Lageard, suggests that birch/oak 

woodland similar to this was the ancient precursor to the sub-fossil pine 

woodland on Lindow Moss 

• a short board walk into the wood from Battery Lane would show the 

topography of abandoned peat workings, railway lines etc 

• at the base of the peat baulk is a very clear transition from dark humified 

peat to light brown Sphagnum peat -this ‘recurrence surface’ marks the 

beginning of rapid bog growth around 2,500 years ago which created the 

conditions for the internment of Lindow Man 

• includes the line of the ‘thousand-yard’ rifle range which was in use at 

the time of the Crimean War21 – this line could be marked and 

interpreted 

One of our group commented that “this is the Compartment with the richest 

cultural heritage in the whole of Lindow Moss.” 

Prof Simon Caporn has offered to arrange a survey visit by the Local Group of 

the British Bryological Society. 

 
21 Hyde, M. and C. Pemberton,2002, Lindow and the Bog warriors, Rex Publishing, Wilmslow 
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At present this area is being colonised by the invasive plant Himalayan 

Balsam – we could offer to clear it before it sets seed. 

 

 

Management and aftercare 

We respect the current intention of Croghan Peat to retain ownership of the 

site and to carry through the programme of ecological restoration and 

establishment of the restored landscape. 

The Lindow Moss Liaison Committee will have an important role in 

overseeing the restoration process and the transition to after-care. An 

effectively restored Lindow Moss could be a national exemplar for Croghan 

Peat, the Local Authorities and the community. 

 In the longer term we would like to see the site transfer to some form of 

public or charitable ownership so as to attract the resources needed to 

realise the area’s full potential as a community  asset (for conservation, 

recreation, landscape interpretation and education)  and we will actively 

seek to help bring that about. 

 

Transition Wilmslow, August 31st, 2020 

 

Three maps submitted by Terraqueous Ltd as part of the restoration Scheme, 

Version 4, are appended to this report: 

Fig. 2. Restoration concept 

Fig. 3 Restoration compartments 

Fig. 5 Indicative restored drainage plan 
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