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A Survey of Acidity and Conductivity on the cutover peat bog at Lindow Moss 

and implications for restoration to a bog habitat, Transition Wilmslow, 2021  

 

Introduction 

1. There are several potential outcomes for a cutover peat bog such as 

Lindow Moss. In the absence of management and with the drainage 

system still in place, the drying surface will be colonised by birch (Betula 

pubescens) and transition towards woodland. If the drainage is 

controlled and the water table restored there are three potential 

outcomes, which are strongly determined by the acidity (pH) of the peat 

substrate and the pH and electrical conductivity1 of the surface water. In 

the UK ‘fen’ is associated with a pH range from 8.0-5.0; ‘poor-fen’ 6.0-

4.0; and ‘bog’ <4.52. Poor-fen is a transitional mire community 

dominated by rushes (typically Juncus effusus) which may have 

Sphagnum present and has the potential, over decades or centuries, to 

progress towards bog if the mineral nutrient status is poor and the 

system is essentially rain nourished (ombrotrophic), rather than being 

fed by ground water (minerotrophic). Danes Moss near Macclesfield is 

an example of a ‘restored’ cutover peat bog with a poor-fen community. 

This would be a very disappointing outcome for Lindow Moss. 

 

2. The restoration objective on the cutover peat bog at Lindow Moss3 is to 

establish an ombrotrophic (rain nourished) bog community dominated 

by Sphagnum mosses and cotton grass (Eriophorum angustifolium) in 

Compartments 3, 4, 5, 6A, 6B, 7, 8 and potentially the central area of 

Compartment 10; but here there is a strong case for retaining 

Compartment 10 as a wet woodland. The restoration model for the 

cutover peat bog is to establish a ‘valley mire’ with water draining to a 

central Compartment 9 where the restoration objective is a fen 

community. This area is currently dominated by reedmace (Typha 

 
1 The conductivity of water, measured as micro siemens per cm (µS/cm) is a measure of its ability to conduct 
electricity and a useful indicator of the concentration of dissolved ions present. Historic data for rain water in 
western Britain gives a range of 25-50 µS/cm; tap water ranges from 200-800µS/cm. 
2 Wheeler, B.D. and S.C. Shaw, Restoration of Damaged Peatlands, with particular reference to lowland raised 
bogs affected by peat extraction, London, HMSO. 
3 Terraqueous (2018) Restoration scheme for Lindow Moss, Version 4. 
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angustifolium) and is the principal habitat for Water Vole (Arvicola 

amphibius). The restoration compartments are shown in Fig. 1 below: 

 

 
Fig.1. The restoration compartments at Lindow Moss cutover peat bog4 

 

3. The restoration outcomes in these compartments will be strongly 

influenced by the acidity of surface peat and the acidity and 

conductivity of the surface waters. Hence, this reconnaissance survey 

of pH and conductivity. 

 

The acidity of surface peat  

 

4. On March 30th 2021, Transition Wilmslow prepared composite samples 

of peat (taken at around 10 cm depth) and measured pH after mixing 

with deionised water and allowing time for equilibration. The pH data is 

provided in Table 1 below: 

 
4 This compartment diagram is taken from planning application 15/0064M by Axis planning consultants to 
Cheshire East Council, 2014; the compartment notation remains the same in later versions of the restoration 
scheme 
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Table 1. Survey of Soil Acidity (pH), Lindow Moss, March 30th, 2021 

Sample No. Compartment pH Notes 
1 6B 4.2 Exposed surface (Eriophorum peat) 
2 6B 4.3 Peat spread and consolidated 

3 6A 4.1 Exposed peat terrace 
4 6A 3.6 Sphagnum peat exposed in cliff 

5 7 4.4 Exposed surface (Eriophorum peat) 

6 3 3.7 Peat terrace with Heather 
7 1 3.8 Wet heath 
8 2 3.9 Podzol on sand island 

9 8 3.9 Wet heath 

10 4 4.0 Exposed peat, live Eriophorum 

11 4 4.6 Peat irrigated by water from Comp.5 

12 6B 4.1 SW corner of 6B 
13 5 4.3 Peat spread and consolidated 

14 10 4.2 Well humified peat below Sphagnum peat 
15 10 4.1 Sphagnum peat in peat baulk 

 

 

5.  The mean pH of exposed peat in compartments where ‘bog’ is the 

restoration objective is 4.2; well inside Wheeler and Shaw’s guidance 

value for UK peat bogs. The pH of partially humified Sphagnum peat is 

lower: 3.6 in Compartment 6A and 4.1 in Compartment 10. The sample 

size is small so, although encouraging, these results are indicative only. 

 

 

The importance of water chemistry and depth of residual peat for 

prospects of restoration to ombrotrophic bog 

 

6. The potential for restoration to a bog community will be determined by 

the character of the surface water following recovery of the water table, 

which in turn will be strongly influenced by the depth of residual peat. 

The relationship between residual peat depth, surface water chemistry 

and prospects for bog restoration has been examined by Lindsay and 
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Clough in a review commissioned by Scottish Natural Heritage5. After 

reviewing evidence from Europe and Canada, they conclude that there is 

a clear relationship between peat depth and surface water chemistry 

(deeper peat implies more acidity, lower conductivity) and that if 

ombrotrophic bog is to be the restoration objective, the combined 

effects of pH and conductivity indicate a requirement for a residual 

peat layer that is at least 1.5 -2.5 m deep, with an absolute minimum 

of 0.5 m of well-humified peat6.  

 

7. The overall conclusion of Lindsay and Clough based on the most recent 

research, and backed up by practical experimentation, is that at least 2m 

must remain if an ombrotrophic bog vegetation is to be restored directly 

and ideally 2.3m.  Residual peat depth is considered to be important 

because the lowest peat layers in a basin mire often consist of mineral 

rich fen peat.  Furthermore, a sufficient depth of well humified peat (i.e., 

peat of low permeability) is required to sustain the water table, maintain 

an appropriate hydrological regime and prevent interaction with the 

mineral rich deposits beneath the peat. 

 

8. Terraqueous have not provided specific data on residual peat depth, but 

some information on peat depth is provided by Lederer, 20197. Lederer 

established the peat depth by coring in Compartment 3, at two locations 

to the east and west respectively of the peat bund in the main E/W 

drain. The mean peat depth at Location 1 was 4.3 m and at Location 2, 

3.9m. Based on the surface topography of the cutover peat bog relative 

to Compartment 3 it seems likely that residual peat depth will exceed 

2m in those compartments where restoration to ombrotrophic bog is 

the target habitat. A recent coring in Compartment 7 (Nov.4th,2021) 

confirmed a peat depth slightly over 2m in the centre of the 

compartment but with peat depth shallowing towards the sand island 

(Compartment 2). Before restoration begins it would be highly 

informative to carry out a comprehensive baseline survey of residual 

peat depth in the restoration compartments. 

 
5 Lindsay, R.A. and Clough, J. (2016) A review of the influence of ombrotrophic peat depth on the successful 
restoration of bog habitat. Scottish National Heritage Commissioned Report No 925. 
6 The term for electrical conductivity is often reduced from µS/cm to simply µS. 
7 Lederer, H. (2019), B.Sc. dissertation, University of Durham, The Potential of Peat: An investigation into the 
influence of a peat dam on carbon stocks at Saltersley Moss, Cheshire. 
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9. Evidence from the ditches suggests that the peat thins rapidly towards 

the east in Compartment 6B and residual peat depth here is more 

uncertain. In the NE corner of Compartment 6B, the peat drains have 

exposed the underlying sand. This has breached the sand aquifer 

beneath the peat and allowed mineral rich water to drain into the 

system8. The ditches with exposed sand were buried by a deep layer of 

consolidated peat in July 2020 when Terraqueous carried out 

preparatory work ahead of the impending restoration; hopefully the 

sand aquifer is now sealed. 

 

10.It is worth noting that peat shrinkage is a feature of milled peat bogs 

during their latter stages of operation and this will continue until the 

water table is restored. Lindsay and Clough (quoting Hobbs, 1986 and 

Graham and Hicks, 1980) report that ‘drainage effects will result in 

subsidence due to secondary compression (and possibly also primary 

consolidation if [as at Lindow] the slit-drains or main drains are 

deepened during these years) as well as oxygen penetration and 

resulting peat decomposition. These together will cause reduction in peat 

volume by collapsing the smaller peat particles (smaller as a result of 

decomposition) more closely together. The more humified the peat, the 

more it will shrink in response to drainage pressures, with peat of H79 

potentially losing 50-60% of its volume by shrinkage.’ The planning 

application for restoration was submitted 7 years ago in 2014 – 

Transition Wilmslow has consistently argued for action to mitigate 

peat shrinkage and oxidation. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
8 Enzygo, (2021), Hydrogeology of Saltersley Moss Peat Extraction Area, A Report to Transition Wilmslow 
9 The degree of humification of peat is defined by the Von Post humification scale from H1 – H10. H7 indicates 
highly decomposed peat with much amorphous material and faintly recognisable plant structure. 
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The survey of water chemistry 

 

11. In the restoration plan the water table is to be raised in a stepwise 

manner by peat dams in the main drain and regulated within the 

restoration compartments by creating peat bunds which will set the 

water level and block any drains which they intercept. As the water level 

rises to, or close to the peat surface, the restoration outcome will be 

strongly influenced by the chemistry of the water irrigating the peat.    

Quinty and Rochefort (2003), quoted in the SNH Review of peat 

restoration, provide thresholds for restoration to bog, as opposed to fen, 

based on the chemistry of surface waters. Drawing on Canadian 

experience of bog restoration they recommend that for restoration to 

bog the pH of surface waters should be pH<5 and conductivity <100µS. 

 

12.  In order to establish the baseline position, in April 2021, Transition 

Wilmslow carried out a survey of pH and conductivity of water at 49 

locations across the cutover peat bog (see Annex 1 for details). The 

scatter graph below plots pH against conductivity at each location: 

 

 

Fig.2, Scatter graph of conductivity in µS/cm (X axis) versus acidity as pH (Y 

axis) for water samples from the cutover peat bog at Lindow Moss, April, 2021 
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13. If the proposed thresholds for restoration to ombrotrophic bog (pH<5 

and conductivity <100µS) are projected onto this graph only 16 out of 49 

data points (33%) are captured. However, the guidelines from Canadian 

experience relate to a continental climate and ombrotrophic bogs in the 

UK may well experience higher conductivity levels, given the maritime 

climate in Britain with a higher ‘salt’ content in both rainfall and aerosol 

particles captured from the atmosphere. Another factor here may be 

enrichment by humic acids leached from the exposed peat. Three of the 

samples were taken from ditches beneath peat cliffs on the periphery of 

the site: 

• Sample 14, pH 3.7, Conductivity 215µS (Compartment 6A) 

• Sample 21, pH 3.5, Conductivity 200µS (Compartment 7) 

• Sample 33, pH 3.7, Conductivity 190µS (Compartment 4) 

In all cases, Sphagnum is growing abundantly in the ditches concerned, 

and similarly at Sample point 29 with a pH of 3.6 and a conductivity of 

135 µS, as shown in Fig.3 below: 

 

 
     

Fig.3 Ditch below peat cliff on southern boundary of Compartment 8 with 

abundant Sphagnum cuspidatum growing in the water 
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14.The pH and conductivity of water in bog pools on the peat surface 

which are not connected to drains is uniformly low: 

• Sample 2, pH 3.8, Conductivity 115µS (Compartment 6B) 

• Sample 12, pH 4.3, Conductivity 75µS (Compartment 6B) 

• Sample 20, pH 3.8, Conductivity 85µS (Compartment 7) 

• Sample 22, pH 3.6, Conductivity 105µS (Compartment 3) 

• Sample 32, pH 4.4, Conductivity 85µS (Compartment 4) 

This matches well the nature of the surface peat in those 

compartments where the restoration target is ombrotrophic bog, 

which have a mean pH of 4.2 (See Table 1 and para 5 above).  

 

Localised areas with high pH and high conductivity 

15.  The key issue then is the pH and conductivity of water in the ditches 

within the restoration compartments which will influence surface 

conditions following the raising of water levels in the system.  Three 

sample sites are characterised by both high pH (>6.0) and high 

conductivity (>350µS): 

• Sample 10, pH 6.2, Conductivity 385µS (drain in NW corner of 

Compartment 6B) 

• Sample 16, pH 6.2, Conductivity 405µS (E/W drain on northern 

boundary of Compartment 9 

• Sample 41, pH 6.4, Conductivity 380µS (Large bog pool 

connected to N/S ditch on western boundary of Compartment 9) 

All three sites are close together and clearly there is enrichment of the 

‘surface’ water by mineral nutrients in this part of the site, with the 

highest conductivity reading of the survey (Sample 16) in water from 

the E/W drain on the northern edge of Compartment 9, as shown in 

Fig.4 below. The mineral enrichment could have been caused by 

drainage from the breached sand aquifer in the NW corner of 

Compartment 6B; the pH and conductivity readings from ditches in the 

NW sector of 6B & 6A rather bear that out (Samples 9, 10, 14 & 15). 

Alternatively, there could be contamination through the peat from 

dwellings to the north of the site; a former surface drain beneath the 

peripheral peat cliff immediately to the north of Compartment 9 

(Sample 17) has a pH of 6.2 in marked contrast to comparable situations 
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elsewhere on the site where the pH ranges from 3.5-3.7 (see para.9 

above). 

 

 

 

Fig.4 The E/W drain with mineral rich water on the northern edge of the 

site. The drain turns south here to carry that water into Compartment 9. 
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16.  The water samples from Compartment 9 tend to have a pH above 6 and 

a relatively high conductivity: 

• Sample 16, pH 6.2, Conductivity 405µS  

• Sample 19, pH 5.9, Conductivity 180µS 

• Sample 40, pH 6.4, Conductivity 210µS 

• Sample 41, pH6.4, Conductivity 380µS 

• Sample 42, pH 6.4, Conductivity 200µS 

Fortunately, Compartment 9 which features a luxurious stand of 

reedmace (Typha angustifolium) is earmarked for fen and is also prime 

habitat for Water Voles. The only other water sample in the survey with 

a comparable acidity and conductivity is Sample 48 (pH 6.5 and 

Conductivity 250µS). This is water from the drain on the south side of 

Battery Lane which is contiguous with farmland to the north of the 

White House; this water is physically isolated from the Moss. 

 

 
 

Fig.5, Compartment 9 with Common Cotton Grass and Soft Rush in 

foreground and Reedmace behind. 
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Compartments where ombrotrophic bog is the target habitat 

 

17.  The mineral rich water from Compartment 9 discharges to the main 

E/W drain on the north side of the central access track, which in turn 

shows signs of enrichment (Sample 37, upstream of peat bund – pH 6.3 

and Conductivity 200µS). It is imperative that this mineral rich water is 

not allowed to back up and spill over into Compartment 3. The peat 

baulk beneath the N/S track which separates Compartments 9 and 3 is a 

very effective buffer, as shown by 3 water samples from the N/S ditch 

beside the track on the eastern edge of Compartment 3: 

• Sample 18, pH 4.5, Conductivity 85µS 

• Sample 40, pH 5.8, Conductivity 105µS 

• Sample 43, pH 4.6, Conductivity 75µS 

This ditch supports a vigorous growth of Sphagnum, and prospects for 

establishing an ombrotrophic mire on the milled peat surface of 

Compartment 3 and in Compartment 7 must be favourable once water 

levels are restored.  

 

Fig. 6, Compartment 7 with acidic, nutrient poor peat, well suited to 

restoration to ombrotrophic bog when water levels are restored. Surface 

water is pH 3.8 and Conductivity 85µS. 
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18.   Until recently water from the NE corner of Compartment 5 passed 

beneath the main central track, to join the main E/W drain. This 

connection is now blocked and a new connection has been established 

(as proposed in the approved restoration scheme) between 

Compartments 5 and 4.  The standing water in Compartment 5 (pH 4.3) 

reflects the acidity of the surface peat which is pH 4.4. The water 

draining from Compartment 5 to 4 is also pH 4.4 but the conductivity is 

somewhat elevated at 145µS. Nevertheless, prospects for establishing 

ombrotrophic mire in this entire section (Compartments 5, 4 and 8) 

must be considered favourable, as shown by the colonisation of 

Compartment 4 by Common Cotton Grass (Fig. 7) and presence of a 

variety of Sphagnum species.10 

 

 

 
 

  Fig. 7, Compartment 4, showing colonisation by Common Cotton Grass 

(Eriophorum angustifolium) as opposed to Soft Rush (Juncus effusus), 

present in the foreground. Surface water is pH 4.4 and Conductivity 

85µS, ideal for establishing ombrotrophic bog. 

 
10  On July 17th 2021 Prof Simon Caporn and colleagues recorded 8 species of Sphagnum during a site survey. 
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19. In Compartment 6B the surface pH of the well-humified Eriophorum 

peat is quite acidic (pH 4.2) and the same applies to peat which has 

recently been spread and consolidated (pH 4.3). The water in the ditches 

(excluding Samples 9&10 discussed in para. 10 above) appears to be 

favourable for establishing ombrotrophic mire: 

• Sample 3, pH 4.3 & Conductivity 85µS 

• Sample 5, pH 4.3 & Conductivity 95µS 

• Sample 6, pH 4.1 & Conductivity 95µS 

• Sample 7, pH 3.9 & Conductivity 85µS 

• Sample 8, pH 4.1 & Conductivity 90µS 

 

20. With a mean pH of water in the ditches of 4.1 and a mean conductivity 

of 90µS, Compartment 6B is within the proposed thresholds for 

restoration to ombrotrophic mire. However, some parts of 6B show 

mineral enrichment (Samples 9 and 10) and we know that the peat 

depth is much reduced towards the eastern boundary of this 

compartment (approaching Rotherwood Rd.), so the prospects for 

restoration to ombrotrophic mire are less secure here. Soft Rush (Juncus 

effusus) the principal component of ‘poor fen’ is also more in evidence.  

21. It will be imperative to ensure that Compartment 6B is functionally 

isolated from Compartment 9, so that mineral rich water from 

Compartment 9 cannot spill back into 6B. It is to be hoped that recent 

blocking of the drains with peat in the NE corner of 6B has prevented 

any further discharge of mineral rich water from the sand aquifer. Any 

residual high conductivity water in the drains needs to be identified and 

isolated. 
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Fig.8 Looking west from the east end of Compartment 6A, with 6B to the 

left. Water in the drain below the shallow peat cliff (RHS of image) 

begins at pH 4.8 (Conductivity 145µS), increases to pH 5.8 (Conductivity 

205µS) and finally pH 6.2 (Conductivity 405µS) as we move from east to 

west. Note, sand mixed with peat in foreground.  

 

Areas proposed for intermediate heath/bog 

 

22.The target habitat in Compartment 1 at the west end of the site is 

‘intermediate heath/bog’. The surface pH is 3.8 and the water in the 

large bog pool, established as a scrape, is pH 3.5, with a conductivity of 

55µS. The ditch along the eastern boundary of Compartment 1 is pH 3.5 

with a conductivity of 95µS. Given its topography, nature and 

vegetation this area is well suited to wet heath with patches of bog 

and bog pools as envisaged in the approved restoration scheme, but if 

the water table can be sustained there is potential for more extensive 

ombrotrophic bog in this compartment. 
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Fig.9, The scrape in Compartment 1 surrounded by wet heath with 

Heather (Calluna vulgaris) and frequent Cross-Leaved Heath (Erica 

tetralix). 

 

 

23. The western section of Compartment 3 still retains its ‘hill-and-dale’ 

topography from the traditional method of peat extraction. The dry 

heath on the peat baulks is excellent habitat for Common Lizard 

(Zootoca vivipara). The troughs between the peat baulks have 

favourable conditions for bog development and are being colonised by 

Sphagnum and Eriophorum angustifolium. 

 

Compartment 10 – wet woodland 

24.  Compartment 10 is located at the eastern end of the site, east of 

Rotherwood Road. Peat cutting ceased here in the early 1970s and this 

area still retains the original peat baulks. It is now a secondary woodland 

and provides a useful illustration of the end point for the cutover peat 

bog in the absence of restoration. The restoration scheme proposes that 

this should either remain as a wet woodland, or have the majority of the 

trees cleared in an attempt to establish ombrotrophic mire. We have 
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argued the case for the woodland option elsewhere11.  The peat baulks 

show a marked contrast between the strongly humified basal peat and 

the lightly humified Sphagnum peat above it. This is a classic example of 

the sharp transition associated with the recurrence of Sphagnum growth 

following the onset of wetter conditions, known as a ‘Grenzhorizont’. 

The lower peat is pH 4.2 and Sphagnum peat is 4.1. The water sampled 

in this compartment, pH 5 and conductivity110µS, is close to the 

proposed threshold for restoration to ombrotrophic mire – pH< 5.0 and 

conductivity< 100µS. 

Conclusion 

25. This survey of surface pH and water chemistry provides a useful 

picture of the state of the cutover peat bog at Lindow Moss prior to 

restoration. In most compartments the surface pH and water chemistry 

appear to be favourable to the proposed restoration outcome: 

• Fen: Compartment 9 

• Transitional Heath /Bog: Compartments 1 and 3 

• Ombrotrophic Bog: Compartments 4, 5, 7 and 8 

The prospects for restoration to ombrotrophic bog in Compartment 6B 

will depend on residual peat depth, prevention of further leakage of 

mineral rich ground water from the underlying sand aquifer in the NE 

corner of the compartment and backflow of water with high pH and high 

conductivity from Compartment 9. Nevertheless, peat acidity and water 

chemistry appear favourable for ombrotrophic bog, but with succession 

to a ‘poor fen’ community dominated by rushes (Juncus effusus) a 

possibility. 
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11 Transition Wilmslow, (2020) commentary on Terraqueous Restoration Scheme for Lindow Moss, Version 4. 
The vegetation survey in July, 2021 recorded Royal Fern (Osmunda regalis) and Sphagnum squarrosum in this 
compartment. 
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Annex 1, Survey of water chemistry on the cutover peat bog at Lindow Moss, 

April 13th, 2021 

Sample 
No. 

Grid Ref. (all 
SJ) 

Acidity 
(pH) 

Conductivity 
(μS/cm)  

Notes and 
Compartment No.  

1 82467 80696 5.7 115 Main E/W drain, 
6B 

2 No Grid Ref 3.8 115 Bog pool, 6B 

3 82451 80719 4.3 85 Ditch, 6B 

4 82380 80694 5.7 100 Main E/W drain, 
6B 

5 82374 80709 4.3 95 Ditch, 6B 

6 82458 80757 4.1 95 Ditch, 6B 

7 82439 80829 3.9 85 Ditch, 6B 
8 82342 80828 4.1 90 Ditch, 6B 

9 82328 80845 5.9 215 Ditch, 6B 
10 82295 80828 6.2 385 Ditch, 6B 

11 82340 80865 4.9 95 Ditch, 6B 

12 82352 80870 4.3 75 Bog Pool, 6B 
13 82326 80894 4.8  145 E/W Ditch on 

northern 
boundary of 6B 

14 82357 80907 3.7 215 Ditch below peat 
cliff, 6A 

15 82257 80885 5.8 205 Drain on northern 
boundary of 6B 

16 82237 80878 6.2 405 E/W Drain on 
northern 
boundary of 9 

17 82227 80887 6.2 165 Ditch below peat 
cliff, 9 

18 82178 80865 4.5 85 N/S Ditch on 
eastern boundary 
of 3, luxurious 
Sphagnum! 

19 82204 80851 5.9 180 N/S Ditch on 
western boundary 
of 9, reedswamp 

20 82119 80911 3.8 85 Bog pool, 7 
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21 82092 80940 3.5 200 Ditch with 
Sphagnum on N 
boundary of 7 

22 82095 80747 3.6 105 Bog pool with 
Sphagnum, 3 

23 82110 80699 4.4 75 N/S Ditch, 3 
24 82102 80668 5.6 175 Main Drain, N side 

of central E/W 
track, 3 

25 82107 80662 5.4 155 Drain on S side of 
central E/W track, 
4 

26 81894 80678 5.9 160 Main Drain, on N 
side of 1 

27 81871 80636 3.8 55 Bog scrape, 1 

28 81924 80555 3.5 95 Drain on E side, 1 

29 81976 80560 3.6 135 Drain on S side of 
8, below peat cliff 

30 81942 80433 5.1 135 Ditch by entrance 
gate 

31 82108 80582 4.4 80 N/S Ditch, 4 

32 82129 80594 4.4 85 Bog pool, 4 
33 82101 80558 3.7 190 Drain with 

Sphagnum on S 
side of 4, below 
peat cliff 

34 82284 80636 4.4  145 Pipe drainage 
from 5 into 4 

35 82250 80638 4.3 155 Bog pool, 4 
36 82181 80669 6.2 205 Pipe drainage 

from peat bund in 
main drain 

37 82183 80673 6.3 200 Main drain, 
upstream of bund 

38 82178 80682 5.8 75 Pool connected to 
main drain, 3 

39 82194 80714 5.8 105 N/S Ditch by track 
on eastern edge of 
3 



Copyright Professor John Handley, Transition Wilmslow 

 

19 
 

40 82197 80718 6.4 210 N/S Ditch by track 
with Typha on 
western edge of 9 

41 82253 80811 6.4 380 Large bog pool, 
connected to N/S 
ditch, 9 

42 82203 80802 6.4 200 N/S ditch by track 
on western edge 
of 9 

43 82189 80817 4.6 75 N/S ditch by track 
on eastern edge of 
3 

44 82203 80669 6.2 190 Main drain, beside 
N/S track, 9 

45 82300 80680 5.1 100 Main drain, SW 
corner of 6B 

46 82496 80671 4.4 135 Bog pool, 5 
47 82557 80626 5.0 110 Ditch east of 

Rotherwood Road, 
in SW corner of 10 

48 82566 80622 6.5 250 Ditch S of Battery 
Lane on field 
boundary of 10 

49 82540 80627 5.4 120 Surface drain W of 
Rotherwood Rd in 
SE corner of 5; 
joins drain beside 
Rotherwood Rd. 
for discharge to 
south of Moss 
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