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1.0
Introduction
1.1

Salford City Council has adopted the Bridgewater Canal Masterplan. 



This document describes the approach taken towards public 



involvement in the preparation of the masterplan, details the 



consultation responses received and states how they have influenced 



the final document. 

1.2
The canal in Salford was originally built to transport coal from the 

mines in Worsley to the industrial heartlands of Manchester, linking the villages of Monton, Patricroft and Barton along the route. The masterplan builds on the concept of ‘canalside villages’ with the addition of Boothstown to the above to reflect the 5 ‘canalside villages’ that the masterplan is based around. In total the canal in Salford extends for 4.9 miles from the boundary with Wigan in the west, to the boundary with Trafford in the south.
1.3
The masterplan establishes a broad vision for the regeneration of the 

canal corridor which will help to establish it as a key part of the tourism 

offer of the city. It also sets out clear guidelines and principles to guide 

future development along the canal and influence the thinking of key landowners, private developers, local businesses, residents, statutory agencies and public sector organisations.
2.0
Approach to consultation
2.1
The Bridgewater Canal Masterplan does not form part of Salford’s 

Local Development Framework. Whilst there are therefore no statutory 

requirements for public involvement, the approach used closely 

paralleled the process for producing a Supplemntary Planning 

Document (SPD). The approach to consultation has therefore been 
developed with regard to Town and Country Planning (Local Development) (England) Regulations 2004 (Part 5), which establishes the arrangements for public participation in the production of an SPD, and Planning Policy Statement 12: Local Development Frameworks. 

2.2
The purpose for taking a comprehensive approach to consultation is to 

engage a wide range of stakeholders in planning for the future of the Bridgewater Canal, and to support the weight that can be accorded to the masterplan as a material consideration in the determination of planning applications.
2.3
The approach to consultation described in this Consultation Statement 
was developed in accordance with Salford’s Statement of Community Involvement (adopted in March 2008). 
3.0
Consultation methodology
3.1
Summary
3.1.1
Consultation on the masterplan took part in three stages. Stage one 
was undertaken in the development phase of the masterplan and took 
place over a 12 week period between July and September 2009. These were aimed at key landowners, statutory partners and local residents and involved approximately 60 consultees through a combination of one-to-one meetings, community walkabouts and a stakeholder roundtable workshop. The purpose of these consultations was to highlight the key issues and areas of opportunity along the canal corridor to help inform the draft masterplan. 

3.1.2
Stage two took place over a 13 week period (not including Christmas) 
between 24 November 2009 and 9 March 2010. This targeted local residents, statutory partners, local businesses, community and voluntary sector groups and the aim was to get feedback on the draft masterplan proposals. The consultation was widely publicised to ensure that residents and stakeholders had every opportunity to contribute. Publicity included: 

· 2 page article in the Salford Advertiser on 24 December

· Advert in December ‘Life in Salford’ magazine

· Articles in Community Committee newsletters

· Advert in ‘essentially yours’ December issue

· Details of exhibitions on the council’s webpages

· Details of the exhibitions on URBED’s webpages

· Postcard detailing the exhibition dates sent to over 6000 households along the canal corridor w/c 30 November and w/c 4 January

3.1.3
To assist with the stage two consultation a 16 page summary booklet 
was produced setting out the draft masterplan alongside a questionnaire which sought people’s views on the draft masterplan. These were distributed to libraries and community centres in Boothstown, Eccles, Winton and Worsley. The documents were also available on the council’s web pages and URBED’s web pages.

3.1.4
In addition the summary booklet and questionnaire was sent out to 114 
stakeholders and interested parties. A list of organisations this was distributed to is contained in Annex B. 14 exhibition and drop in sessions were held across the area and presentations were undertaken at the Community Committees for Eccles and Worsley and Boothstown. Specific consultations were also undertaken with St. George’s Roman Catholic School and Salford Disability Forum.

3.1.5
During stage two a total of 364 people attended consultation events, 
with 154 questionnaires received.  In addition to this 30 letters were received from statutory, voluntary and national organisations.  
3.1.6
Stage 3 consultations took place between 15 July 2010 and 28 October 
2010. This targeted specific forums including the Salford West Partnership Board, Eccles Community Committee and Worsley & Boothstown Community Committee. The aim of these consultations was to present the revised masterplan for comment and endorsement, incorporating amendments from the stage one and two public consultations. A total of 77 people attended stage 3 consultations.
3.2
Stage one consultation
Community walkabouts

3.2.1
Community walkabouts were undertaken during stage one of the 
consultation. The walkabouts were targeted at local councillors and 
members of the community who had expressed an interest in getting involved in the Bridgewater Canal Corridor project. 

3.2.2
The walkabouts were facilitated by URBED and the aim of the 
walkabouts was to understand local Councillors and residents concerns and aspirations to inform the development of the draft masterplan.  Participants were asked to lead the discussions through pointing out features of interest, areas of concern and sites of potential development. 

3.2.3
The walkabouts were held in Boothstown, Worsley, Monton, Patricroft 
and Barton on the following dates:

· Wednesday 5 August 2009, Worsley & Boothstown

· Wednesday 12 August 2009, Eccles (Monton and Patricroft)

· Thursday 1 October 2009, Barton

3.2.4
30 people attended the walkabouts in total, 12 in Worsley and 
Boothstown, 10 in Monton and Patricroft and 8 in Barton. 

Stakeholder workshop

3.2.5
A stakeholder workshop was held on 23 September 2009 at Eccles 
Gateway Centre. The workshop was targeted at key stakeholders including representatives from Salford City Council Planning and Environment, Wigan Council, Trafford Council, Peel Holdings and Sustrans. Approximately 30 people were in attendance.  

3.2.6
The workshop was facilitated by URBED and Landscape Projects and 
the aim of the workshop was to identify the key issues and aspirations of stakeholders and to discuss ideas for developing the canal corridor. A baseline analysis and initial thoughts on development of the canal corridor was presented by the consultants. 

3.2.7
Attendees were then split into 4 groups with conversations focused 
around a number of key themes:

· Environmental improvements

· Tourism development

· Placemaking opportunities

· Opportunities for development

Stakeholder one-to-one meetings

3.2.8
A series of one-to-one meetings were also held with key landowners 
and stakeholders. The aim of these consultations was to introduce the masterplan and to identify the key issues, aspirations and development opportunities along the canal corridor. Meetings were held with the following organisations: 

· Bridgewater Canal User Group

· City West Housing Trust

· Destination Worsley

· Peel Holdings

· Salford City Council Environment

· Salford City Council Planning

· Salford Primary Care Trust

· Trafford Council

· Visit Manchester

· Wigan Council

3.3
Stage two consultation
Stakeholder mailout

3.3.1
A mailout to 114 stakeholders was sent out on 17 November 2009. 
This included a copy of the masterplan summary consultation booklet and questionnaire. The purpose of the mailout was to inform key stakeholders about the draft masterplan and to ask their opinion on the draft proposals. 

3.3.2
Recipients invited to comment on the draft masterplan proposals 
included statutory partners such as English Heritage, the Environment Agency, Visit Manchester, local businesses and other statutory, special interest and community groups. A full list of organisations notified of the consultation can be found at Annex B. 

3.3.3
In total 30 responses were received to the mailout, including 13 from statutory partners and landowners, 6 from local businesses and 11 from local interest groups. 

Community Committee consultations

3.3.4
There are eight Community Committees in Salford, one for each 
neighbourhood area. Community Committees are open meetings that have been set up to ensure local residents can influence decisions about their neighbourhoods. Priorities for each area is agreed and enshrined in an annual community action plan.

3.3.5
Council officers and URBED attended Eccles Community Committee 
on 26 January 2010 at the Monton House Hotel. A special meeting of the Worsley & Boothstown Community Committee was held on 16 February 2010 at Worsley Court House. 

3.3.6
A 20 minute presentation was given by David Rudlin of URBED outlining the draft masterplan. This was then followed by a question and answer session, with attendees invited to comment on the draft masterplan proposals. Approximately 50 people attended the two meetings. 
Drop in sessions

3.3.7
Fourteen exhibitions were held for residents along the canal corridor 
between December 2009 and February 2010. The purpose of the drop in sessions was to obtain feedback on the draft masterplan proposals from local residents. To maximise attendance exhibitions were held in visible locations in buildings with high local footfall. Each session was staffed and included information boards giving a summary of the baseline study, a map of the overall area and a summary of the proposals for the 5 villages. They were held on: 
· Saturday 5 December 2009, at Worsley Court House

· Friday 18 December 2009, at Eccles Precinct Community Shop

· Saturday 19 December 2009, at Eccles Precinct Community Shop

· Monday 11 January 2010, at Worsley Library

· Tuesday 12 January, at Worsley Library

· Thursday 14 January 2010, at the Rainbow Rooms, Liverpool Road

· Friday 15 January 2010, at Monton Unitarian Church Hall

· Saturday 16 January 2010, at the Waterside Pub, Monton

· Saturday 16 January 2010, at the Standfield Centre, Boothstown

· Friday 22 January 2010, at Worsley Library

· Saturday 30 January 2010, at the Standfield Centre, Boothstown

· Saturday 30 January 2010, at the Rainbow Rooms, Liverpool Road
· Tuesday 16 February 2010, at Eccles Gateway Centre

· Friday 19 February 2010, at Walkden Gateway Centre

3.3.8
The drop in sessions attracted a significant amount of interest from 
local residents and interested enthusiasts with 268 people attending across the 14 drop in sessions.

Schools consultation

3.3.9
A separate youth consultation session was held at St George’s Roman 
Catholic High School on Monday 1 February 2010 involving 32 pupils.  The aim of the session was to inform pupils living near to the canal about the proposals and get their feedback on the draft plans. The consultation took place as part of a GCSE geography lesson with a presentation outlining the proposals for each area, followed by a discussion and question and answer session.  Pupils were then split into groups and asked to do a ‘destiny board’ exercise. This involved designing a mural using pictures from magazines which they felt represented their aspirations for the area.

Salford Disability Forum

3.3.10
In addition to this a special consultation session was held with Salford 
Disability Forum on Tuesday 9 March, with 14 people in attendance. Salford Disability Forum coordinates local disability groups and aims to raise awareness and understanding of the barriers to inclusion and integration to professional and statutory organisations. The aim of this consultation was to outline the draft masterplan and obtain feedback from an accessibility perspective. A presentation outlined the proposals for each village and this was followed by a facilitated group discussion. 

3.4
Stage three consultation
Salford West Partnership Board

3.4.1
The revised masterplan, incorporating the changes from the stage 2 

public consultations, was presented to the Salford West Partnership 

Board on 15 July 2010. A 20 minute presentation was given by David 

Evans outlining the revised masterplan and the main changes to it. This was then followed by a question and answer session, with attendees invited to comment on the revised masterplan proposals. 13 people attended the meeting. 
Community Committee consultations

3.4.2
Council officers attended Eccles Community Committee on 28 

September 2010 at Eccles Gateway Centre and Worsley & Boothstown 

Community Committee on 7 September 2010 at Worsley Road United 

Reform Church. 

3.3.6
A 20 minute presentation was given by Toria Buzza in Eccles and Paul Gill in Worsley & Boothstown outlining the revised masterplan and the main changes to it. This was then followed by a question and answer session, with attendees invited to comment on the revised masterplan proposals. 64 people attended the two meetings. 
Summary of consultations

	Method
	Date
	Audience
	Attendance

	Stage one
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	Community walkabouts
	5 August 2009, Worsley & Boothstown

12 August 2009, Monton, Patricroft, Barton

1 October 2009, Barton
	Local residents

Elected Members
	12

10

8

	Stakeholder workshop
	23 September 2009
	Salford City Council officers
Neighbouring local authority officers

Landowners

Statutory stakeholders
	30

	Stakeholder one-to-ones
	July – September 2009
	Elected Members

Local residents

Statutory stakeholders
Landowners
Local tourism forums
	10 organisations / groups

	Stage two
	
	
	

	Stakeholder mailout
	17 November 2009 – 9 March 2010
	Statutory stakeholders
Local businesses

Landowners

Community / voluntary sector groups
	114 packs sent

	Community Committees
	Eccles – 26 January 2010
Worsley & Boothstown – 16 February 2010
	Local residents
Elected Members
	25
25

	Drop in sessions
	5 December 2009 – Worsley Court House
16 December 2009 – Eccles Precinct

19 December 2009 – Eccles Precinct

11 January 2010 – Worsley Library

12 January 2010 – Worsley Library

14 January 2010 – Rainbow Rooms, Liverpool Road

15 January 2010 – Monton Unitarian Church Hall

16 January 2010 – Waterside Pub, Monton

16 January 2010 – Standfield Centre, Boothstown

22 January 2010 – Worsley Library

30 January 2010 – Standfield Centre, Boothstown

30 January 2010 – Rainbow Rooms, Liverpool Road

16 February 2010 – Eccles Gateway Centre

19 Fabruary 2010 – Walkden Gateway Centre
	Local residents
	268

	St. George’s Roman Catholic High School
	1 February 2010
	Pupils
	32

	Salford Disability Forum
	9 March 2010 – Holy Cross Church Hall
	Local disability action groups
	14

	
	
	
	

	Stage three
	
	
	

	Salford West Partnership Board
	15 July 2010
	Elected Members

Local businesses

Stakeholders 


	13

	Community Committees
	Worsley & Boothstown – 7 September 2010

Eccles – 28 September 2010
	Elected Members

Local residents
	64

	
	
	
	

	Total
	
	
	625


4.0
Stage One Consultation Results
This section discusses the consultation results from stage one of the 
process. It highlights the key issues and aspirations that were raised during the consultations. The results are set out according to the 5 villages contained within the masterplan and by theme.
4.1
Community walkabouts
Community walkabout sessions were held on 5 August, 12 August and 1 October 2009. The responses to these are set out below. 
4.1.1
Boothstown

The key issues/aspirations raised were:

· Poor state of the public realm around Boothstown Marina,

· Poor surveillance of the marina due to surrounding properties being 

set back,

· Poor quality of the towpath and links to surrounding greenspace,

· Concerns that development on the marina would block 

neighbouring properties views and enclose the public space.

4.1.2
Worsley

The key issues/aspirations raised were:

· Dredging, environmental improvements and interpretation of the 

Delph is the priority,

· The toilet block should be converted to a café, visitor reception 

point and community space,

· The canal side green is currently neglected and in need of 

landscaping, play facilities, seating and picnic areas,

· Environment and interpretation of Lime Kiln needs to be improved.
4.1.3
Monton

Key issues/aspirations raised were:

· Signage and wayfinding needed to direct people to the canal and 

them about other interesting features such as Monton Village and 

the Roe Green loopline,

· Maintenance along the canal towpath needs to be improved,

· Access points and paths to the canal are often narrow, poorly 

maintained, unwelcoming and close to speeding traffic, 

· Pedestrian crossings needed near to the canal bridge to help 

walkers / cyclists cross,

· Monton village has some high quality and welcoming shops and 

cafes and would increase the visitor offer of the Bridgewater Canal, 

· Issue of quad bikes on old pitch and putt course (Duke’s Drive) – 

the area needs to be improved.
4.1.4
Patricroft

The key issues/aspirations raised were:

· Maintenance along the canal towpath needs to be improved,

· More needs to made of the setting of the Nasmyth Steam Hammer 

with environmental improvements and interpretation needed,

· Nothing in place to tell the story where the world’s first passenger 

railway crosses the world’s first commercial canal – needs 

interpreting,

· Links are poor to Patricroft station, which itself has limited access, 

no parking and a poor environment, 

· Towpath needs maintaining and widening to accommodate cyclists, 

walkers, joggers and anglers. 
4.1.5
Barton

The key issues/aspirations raised were:

· Need to clear, light and interpret the original aqueduct structure to 

become a feature of the area,

· Access to the upper level of the aqueduct should be reinstated to 

open up views of swing aqueduct from Salford side,

· Need to reinstate towpath along full length of canal,

· Barton Aqueduct pocket park is currently a dead-end and lack of 

maintenance has led to problems of anti-social behaviour, 

· Interpretation to tell the story of the canal and aqueduct,

· Need to improve links to the Trafford Centre - thousands of visitors 

per day unaware of proximity to the canal. 
4.2
Stakeholder workshop and one-to-ones
This section describes the key themes and issues arising from the 
stakeholder one-to-ones and the stakeholder workshop in September 2009. Consultees / participants were asked to discuss the visitor, environmental, placemaking and development opportunities alongside highlighting their aspirations for each area.  
4.2.1
Environmental improvements

· Access to surrounding greenspace and keeping the land in public 

use is important,

· Ongoing maintenance is a key issue which needs to in place if 

improvements are to be sustained,

· ‘Reinventing the existing environment’ – small interventions using 

the existing environment may make a huge impact.

4.2.2
Tourism development

· Story telling and capturing the visitors imagination is very important,

· The creation of marinas, basins, arms and moorings could help to 

animate the waterside through leisure boating and residential 

moorings,

· Create opportunities for people to get on the canal- boat trips, 

gondolas, pedalos etc,

· Sporting activities along the canal.
4.2.3
Place making opportunities

· Currently the canal is under performing but canal can contribute to 

community life through its multifunctional role (cultural, educational, 

health and transport),

· New waterside development schemes are often the primary 

generators of growth. The canal could therefore be a catalyst for 

regeneration.
4.2.4
Development opportunities

· Existing employment land may not be suitable for employment uses 

in future. This could open up development opportunities,

· Re-use and re-interpret the space of derelict buildings e.g Liverpool 

Biennial using an empty school in Bootle as a focal point for an arts 

based canal festival,

· A new marina couldn’t be justified in greenbelt areas (Boothstown). 

Spaces closer to urban areas would have a stronger economic 

multiplier effect.
Area discussion

4.2.5
Boothstown

· Opportunity to link the canal to the Wigan Greenheart proposals 

and the Astley Green Colliery Museum,

· Threatening / unwelcoming environment around the marina due to 

lack of natural surveillance,
· Working with the established boat community is important,

· Quality of the public realm is an important issue.
4.2.6
 Worsley

· Careful attention will need to be paid to managing the tension of 

visitor numbers and existing character and population,

· Worsley will work well as a hub linked by boats, on foot and bicycle, 
· Current linkages to the Delph are weak and undermined by roads,

· There is an acute lack of visitor infrastructure,

· Label as a ‘water based’ destination.

4.2.7
Monton

· Potential for realising more radical aspirations,

· The openspace of council land at Duke’s Drive is a priority for 

attention,

· Monton has the infrastructure and facilities to support a new 

marina,

· Good connections to other recreational routes in the area.
4.2.8
Patricroft

· A large number of properties have their backs to the canal,

· Linking into the heritage assets of AV Roe house and Bridgewater 

Mill is important,

· Connections for walkers and cyclists with the station are poor,

· Changes from Patricroft to Barton should focus on improving the 

towpath, re-inventing the use of buildings and sustainable 

landscape and public realm treatments,

· There are some derelict and empty properties that blight the canal,

· Shared surfacing on Liverpool road and Worsley/ Barton Road to 

force traffic to slow down.

4.2.9
Barton

· Spaces next to the canal are of poor environmental quality,

· The bridges currently have very little presence in the area,

· Re-cladding of the tower blocks at Cawdor Street would improve 

their appearance,

· The area is able to take large amounts of visitors through the 

extensive road infrastructure serving the Trafford Centre and retail 

parks,

· The area is home to one of the heritage stars of the canal, but is 

also one of the most deprived areas and needs concentrated 

investment.

5.0
Stage Two Consultation Results
Quantitative results

5.0.1
This section sets out the results of the questionnaire that was produced 
to support the draft masterplan consultation. In total 154 questionnaires 
were returned and 30 stakeholders and residents chose to write letters rather than specifically respond to the questionnaire. For a breakdown of respondents please refer to Annex C. A more detailed response to queries and comments is attached at Annex A. For ease of reference the numbers in brackets refers to the more detailed response to queries contained within Annex A.
5.1
Vision

5.1.1 The first question asked respondents to state whether they agreed or 
disagreed with the draft vision and suggest amendments. 94% of people agreed with the draft vision whilst only 0.6% disagreed. Suggestions included referencing access, educational opportunities, interpretation and the natural heritage of the area.  

	Vision
	Agree
	Disagree 
	No opinion

	No.
	139
	5
	10

	%
	90.3%
	3.2%
	6.5%


5.2
Draft masterplan

5.2.1 Respondents were then asked to state whether they agreed or disagreed with some key overall principles and development opportunities. 

· 92% of respondents either strongly approved or approved that 

access to the canal and the surface of the towpath should be 

improved,

· Four-fifths of respondents agreed that the canal would benefit from 

a new marina, with 9.7% either disapproving or strongly 

disapproving and 9.7% expressing no opinion,

· 84.4% of people approved or strongly approved that multi-media 

interpretation should be used along the canal, with 3.9% 

disapproving.

	
	Strongly Approve
	Approve
	Disapprove
	Strongly Disapprove
	No opinion

	Increase access to the canal
	111 (72.1%)
	31 

(20.1%)
	0

(0.0%)
	2

(1.3%)
	10

(6.5%)

	Improve surface of towpath
	113

(73.4%)
	29

(18.8%)
	2

(1.3%)
	0

(0.0%)
	10

(6.5%)

	Have a new marina along canal
	64

(41.6%)
	60

(39.0%)
	9

(5.8%)
	6

(3.9%)
	15

(9.7%)

	Tell the story of the canal through multi-media interpretation
	80

(51.9%)
	50

(32.5%)
	6

(3.9%)
	0

(0.0%)
	18

(11.7%)


5.2.2
Comments and suggestions included:

· All proposals need a confirmed and regular maintenance regime 


(A, 128),

· Concerns about the potential increase in traffic congestion across 

the canal corridor (A, 141),

· Support for the incremental approach to project delivery (A, 122 – 


125),

· Developments should support local businesses (A, 135),

· Enquiries about how much will the masterplan cost to implement 

and how will it be funded (A, 120 - 121),

· The need for some short-term ‘quick win’ projects (A, 122),

· Improvements to wayfinding are essential (A,150). 
5.3
Boothstown ‘Recreational hub’ 

· 64.9% strongly agree with the focus on wildlife and the landscape 

in Boothstown, with only 2% either strongly disagreeing or 

disagreeing, 

· 53.9% strongly agreed that the area should be enhanced as a 

recreational hub, 31.8% agreed whilst 3.3% either disagreed or 

strongly disagreed, 

· 81.2% either strongly agreed or agreed with proposals to increase 

use of the marina. 3.9% of respondents disagreed and 0.7% 

strongly disagreed, 

· 87% of respondents strongly approved or approved of proposals to 

enhance the quality of the public areas in Boothstown, with only 

1.3% of people disapproving,

· 81.8% of people agreed with proposals to enhance traffic calming, 

with 5.9% either disapproving or strongly disapproving, 

· 77.3% of respondents supported the expansion of the existing 

chandlery and boat facilities at Boothstown Marina, with only 4.5% 

disapproving. 

	
	Strongly Approve
	Approve
	Disapprove
	Strongly Disapprove
	No opinion

	Focus on wildlife and landscape
	100

(64.9%)
	32

(20.8%)
	2

(1.3%)
	1

(0.7%)
	19

(12.3%)

	Enhance as recreational hub
	83

(53.9%)
	49

(31.8%)
	3

(2.0%)
	2

(1.3%)
	17

(11.0%)

	Increase use of the marina and surrounding area
	75

(48.7%)
	50

(32.5%)
	6

(3.9%)
	1

(0.7%)
	22

(14.3%)

	Enhance the quality of the public areas
	91

(59.1%)
	43

(27.9%)
	2

(1.3%)
	0

(0.0%)
	18

(11.7%)

	Enhance traffic calming where needed
	69

(44.8%)
	57

(37.0%)
	6

(3.9%)
	3

(2.0%)
	19

(12.3%)

	Expand chandlers and boat facilities
	61

(39.6%)
	58

(37.7%)
	5

(3.2%)
	2

(1.3%)
	28

(18.2%)


5.3.1 Objections were raised to the following:

· Residential development at Boothstown Marina where it was felt 

this would detract from the existing views over the marina and 

enclose the public space (A, 31), 

· The installation of bird hides in this area as it was felt they would 

become a magnet for anti-social behaviour (A, 37 – 38).  

5.4
Worsley ‘heritage star’

· 90.2% of respondents approved of showcasing the international 

heritage of Worsley Delph and 84.5% support the opening up of the 

 tunnels if feasible. It was felt that opening up the tunnels at Worsley 


 Delph would create a major regional and national tourist attraction 


 which would be the lynchpin of the whole strategy.   3.2% 


 disapproved of opening up the tunnels, mainly due to concerns 

 over health and safety, 
· 78.6% of people approved of having a visitor reception point on 

Barton Road, with 9.1% disagreeing, 

· 90.2% agreed with proposals to improve the pedestrian 

environment and access in Worsley, with only 1.3% disapproving,

· 82.4% of respondents approved or strongly approved with 

proposals to extend and maintain the open water at Old Warke 

Dam. 5.9% of respondents disapproved.

	
	Strongly Approve
	Approve
	Disapprove
	Strongly Disapprove
	No opinion

	Showcase the international heritage of Worsley Delph
	104

(67.5%)
	35

(22.7%)
	0

(0.0%)
	2

(1.3%)
	13

(8.5%)

	Open up the tunnels at Worsley Delph if possible
	95

(61.8%)
	35

(22.7%)
	5

(3.2%)
	0

(0.0%)
	19

(12.3%)

	Visitor reception point on Barton Road
	81

(52.6%)
	40

(26.0%)
	13

(8.4%)
	1

(0.7%)
	19

(12.3%)

	Improve predestrian environment and access
	99

(64.3%)
	40

(25.9%)
	2

(1.3%)
	0

(0.0%)
	13

(8.5%)

	Extend and maintain open water at Old Warke Dam
	95 

(61.6%)
	32

(20.8%)
	8

(5.2%)
	1

(0.7%)
	18

(11.7%)


5.4.1
Concerns were raised as to the following:

· The capacity of Worsley to accommodate additional visitors and in 

particular the lack of car parking (A, 49 – 50 & 139 – 141).

5.5
Monton ‘country in the city’

· 88.2% approved of proposals to create a vibrant outdoor park and 

89.8% supported the creation of new walking and cycling routes 

through the park. Only 1.3% of respondents disapproved of 

creating a vibrant outdoor park,

· 42.2% of respondents strongly approved and 35.1% approved of a 

new marina at Dukes Drive. It was suggested that the marina would 


benefit from being in closer proximity to the amenities of Monton 


Village.   5.2% strongly disapproved of this development,  

· 74.7% strongly agreed or agreed with proposals for a new visitor 

centre, facilities and parking at the new marina. 13.6% of 

respondents either disapproved or strongly disapproved, 

· 79.2% approved of a new pedestrian bridge to improve accessibility 

to the new marina and country park. 7.1% of respondents 

disapproved.
	
	Strongly Approve
	Approve
	Disapprove
	Strongly Disapprove
	No opinion

	Create vibrant outdoor park for all
	96

(62.3%)
	40

(25.9%)
	0

(0.0%)
	2

(1.3%)
	16

(10.4%)

	New walking and cycling routes through park
	94

(61.0%)
	46

(29.8%)
	0

(0.0%)
	1

(0.7%)
	13

(8.5%)

	New marina at Dukes Drive
	65

(42.2%)
	54

(35.1)
	0

(0.0%)
	8

(5.2%)
	27

(17.5%)

	Visitor centre, parking and facilities at marina
	76

(49.4%)
	39

(25.3%)
	14

(9.1%)
	7

(4.5%)
	18

(11.7%)

	New bridge to improve accessibility
	88

(57.1%)
	34

(22.1%)
	5

(3.2%)
	6

(3.9%)
	21

(13.7%)


5.5.1
Concerns were raised regarding the following:

· The size of the proposed marina (A, 54, 56, 59),
· Potential loss of greenspace (A, 59),

· Potential for further development on Worsley Greenway (A, 60),

· Whilst the majority of respondents supported improving access 


here some concerns were raised regarding the potential for anti-

social behaviour associated with the proposed new bridge (A, 65 – 


68). 
5.6
Patricroft ‘waterside regeneration’

· 83.7% of respondents support the creation of new waterside 

development incorporating residential, employment and leisure 

uses in Patricroft. Only 2.7% disapproved or strongly disapproved 

of this scenario,

· 87% support proposals to increase the use of  Patricroft station, 

with only 2% disagreeing,

· 84.4% of respondents agreed with proposals to enhance the 

Bridgewater Mill as a centre for creative industries and 82.4% 

support the creation of a new visitor reception point at the front of 

Bridgewater Mill. 4.6% of respondents disagreed with both of these 

proposals.  

	
	Strongly Approve
	Approve
	Disapprove
	Strongly Disapprove
	No opinion

	Create new waterside development incorporating residential, employment and leisure uses
	89

(57.8%)
	40

(25.9%)
	3

(2.0%)
	1

(0.7%)
	21

(13.6%)

	Increase use of Patricroft railway station
	100

(64.9%)
	34

(22.1%)
	3

(2.0%)
	0

(0.0%)
	17

(11.0%)

	Enhance Bridgewater Mill as a centre for creative industries
	89

(57.8%)
	41

(26.6%)
	4

(2.6%)
	3

(2.0%)
	17

(11.0%)

	Create new waterside public spaces
	99

(64.2%)
	32

(20.8%)
	2

(1.3%)
	0

(0.0%)
	21

(13.7%)

	Create new visitor reception point
	87

(56.5%)
	40

(25.9%)
	4

(2.6%)
	3

(2.0%)
	20

(13.0%)


5.6.1 Concerns were raised regarding the following:

· The impact on the masterplan of a potential new waste 

management facility in the area (A, 90 – 91).
5.7
Barton ‘international gateway

· 83.1% of respondents either approved or strongly approved of a 

new visitor centre and parking on the Trafford side of the Ship 

Canal. Only 2% of people disagreed with this proposal,

· 81.2% of people support the remodelling of the pocket park and 

viewing platform whilst 85% of respondents support exposing and 

interpreting Brindley’s old stone aqueduct. 3.2% disapproved of the 

remodelling of the pocket park and viewing platform,

· 82.5% support investigating boat trips from Barton, with only 1.3% 

disapproving. 
	
	Strongly Approve
	Approve
	Disapprove
	Strongly Disapprove
	No opinion

	New visitor centre and parking on Trafford side of Ship Canal
	91

(59.1%)
	37

(24.0%)
	3

(2.0%)
	0

(0.0%)
	23

(14.9%)

	Expose Brindley’s old stone aqueduct
	98

(63.6%)
	33

(21.4%)
	1

(0.7%)
	0

(0.0%)
	22

(14.3%)

	Remodel pocket park and viewing platform
	87

(56.5%)
	38

(24.7%)
	5

(3.2%)
	0

(0.0%)
	24

(15.6%)

	Investigate boat trips from Barton
	85

(55.2%)
	39

(25.3%)
	2

(1.3%)
	0

(0.0%)
	28

(18.2%)


5.7.1 Concerns were raised regarding the following:

· Accessibility in general, including the towpath in this area and 

suggestions to look at a new pedestrian crossing over the 

Manchester Ship Canal (A, 99 – 101),

· The potential for anti-social behaviour if the upper level of 

Brindley’s aqueduct is re-opened (A, 102).

Qualitative results
Drop in sessions and specialist consultations

This section outlines the key issues raised at the 14 exhibitions and 2 specialist consultations held along the Bridgewater Canal Corridor. These sessions recorded an excellent attendance and overall the masterplan proposals received very positive feedback. 
5.8
Draft masterplan

5.8.1
Overall the response to the draft masterplan was very positive. Queries 
/ comments raised during the sessions included: 

· What are the timescales for delivery of the proposals (A, 122 – 


125),

· Questions regarding how the project will be funded (A, 120 – 121), 

· Highlighted that Peel Holdings are a key partner and need to 

support the project (A, 5), 

· There is a need to demonstrate short-term ‘quick wins’. 

Celebrations for the 250th anniversary could be an important ‘quick 

win’ (A, 122), 

· Important that local businesses are involved and benefit from the 

Proposals (A, 135 – 136),

· Any improvements must include a confirmed and regular 

maintenance regime (A, 128). 
5.9
Boothstown ‘recreational hub’

5.9.1 Residents approved of the overall proposals for Boothstown as a 
‘recreational hub’ and made the following comments: 
· Support the ‘wildlife’ and ‘nature’ focus in Boothstown (A, 35),

· Support improvements to access along the canal (A, 12 -13, 30 & 


144),

· Improvements to the towpath in Boothstown are essential (A, 144), 

· Boat owners at the marina may want to be involved in the 250th 

anniversary celebrations (A, 134),

· A sense that Boothstown is being ‘left behind’ in the masterplan 

with little proposed compared to other areas (A, 39). 
· Objections were raised to residential development at Boothstown 

Marina where this would block the neighbouring views and enclose 

the public space. Objections were also raised as to the scale of 

proposed development at Boothstown Marina (A, 31),
5.10
Worsley ‘heritage star’

5.10.1There was strong endorsement of Worsley as the ‘heritage star’ of the 
canal with the following comments / concerns: 

· Overwhelming support for proposed improvements to Worsley 

Delph, particularly the long term aim to open the underground 

tunnels,

· Major concerns regarding the impact of the masterplan on traffic 

congestion in the area (A, 49 – 50 & 139 – 141),

· Currently very few parking spaces in Worsley and development 

constraints in the area mean there is little space to create new 

parking (A, 49 – 50 & 139 – 141),

· Visitor infrastructure in Worsley needs to be improved through 

additional car parking, a visitor centre/ reception point, toilet 

facilities and improving the hospitality offer (A, 50).
5.11
Monton ‘country in the city’

5.11.1
On the whole residents supported the plans for Monton as the ‘country 
in the city’ with the following comments: 
· Marina would provide a much needed focus for the area and a 

valuable resource for boaters (A, 54 & 61), 

· Marina may exacerbate traffic congestion in the area (A, 62 – 63),

· Supportive of idea to make Monton a ‘green lung’ as it supports 

work that local community groups have been doing in the area for 

years (A, 69),

· Concern that improvements to accessibility of the canal may lead to 

increase in anti-social behaviour (A, 65 – 68, 126 & 148),

· Lighting and fencing should be installed to combat any potential 

anti-social behaviour (A, 146 & 148).
5.12
Patricroft ‘waterside regeneration’

5.12.1 Overall residents supported plans for ‘waterside regeneration’ in the 

Patricroft area but raised the following issues:
· Proposed waste management facility would undo improvements 

contained within the masterplan (A, 90 – 91),

· New development needs to incorporate affordable housing (A, 85),

· The masterplan highlights several visitor reception points, residents 

were unsure if another one was needed in Patricroft due to its 

proximity to Barton and Monton (A, 106 – 107),

· Improvements to Patricroft Station are much needed (A, 81 – 83).

5.13
Barton ‘international gateway’

5.13.1
On the whole participants supported the plans for Barton as the 
international gateway with the following comments: 
· Support for the remodelling of Barton Pocket Park and 

improvements to the viewing platform at Barton Aqueduct,
· Towpath from Patricroft to Barton very narrow and in poor 

condition (A, 99 – 100 & 144),

· Support for the area to be redeveloped on the Trafford side of the 

canal, but concerns were raised regarding pedestrian safety of 

encouraging visitors over to the Salford side (A, 101),

· Concerns about the potential increase in traffic and congestion in 

an already busy area (A, 104),

· Queries about how the plans fit in with the plans for ‘Port Salford’ 

and the new City Reds Stadium (A, 105). 
5.14
Community Committee consultation

This section discusses the key issues to arise from the forums held at 
Eccles Community Committee on 26 January 2010 and Worsley & Boothstown Community Committee on 16 February 2010. A presentation of the draft masterplan was undertaken and this was followed by a question and answer session.
5.14.1
Eccles Community Committee
Key issues/aspirations raised were:

· Support the findings and recommendations of the masterplan,

· Need a coherent implementation plan to provide assurances 

regarding implementation (A, 7 & 122 – 125),

· Safety and security, particularly at Barton Aqueduct (A, 102 & 126 

– 127),

· Reinstate and resurface the towpath in Barton (A, 99 – 100), 

· Need to demonstrate some ‘quick wins (A, 122).

5.14.2
Worsley & Boothstown Community Committee

Key issues/aspirations raised were:

· Overall support expressed for recommendations contained within 

the masterplan, 

· Concerns regarding demands for housing development (A, 31 & 


60),

· Worsley does not currently have the capacity to accommodate an 

increase in visitor numbers (A, 49 – 50 & 139 – 141),
· Concerns over additional traffic generated by the masterplan (A, 49 


– 50 & 139 – 141),
· Proposed new marina should be nearer to Monton to improve links 

to existing cafes / restaurants (A, 46),

· Introduction of bird hides will attract anti-social behaviour (A, 37 – 


38),

· Need to introduce measures to prevent horse riding and off-road 

vehicles (A, 148),

· Need to maintain public rights of way (A, 36),

· Signage and paths within Worsley Woods needs to be improved (A, 


150),

· Need to look at shared surfaces to deal with problem of traffic 

speed (A, 142).
5.15
St Georges Roman Catholic High School consultation

The GCSE pupils were very supportive and excited about the proposals for the canal corridor. The key issues/aspirations raised during the consultation were:

· To create wildlife reserves along the canal in Boothstown and 

Monton to protect the important species such as bird hides and 

butterfly sanctuaries (A, 35, 70 & 76),

· Put on events and tours for people to learn about the nature and 

Heritage (A, 114, 130 & 133),

· The canal is in need of more tourist facilities such as cafes, 

restaurants and toilets (A, 136),

· It can be brought to life by increasing activities on and around the 

canal, such as boating, biking, sporting events and guided tours (A, 


61 & 130 – 134),
· Create viewing platforms along the canal (A, 132), 
· New housing built along the canal should be of good quality houses 

and face the canal (A, 31),
· Put in place alternative transport types to access the new 

developments and tourist attractions such as boat and bikes (A, 


140 – 141),

· A good improvement would be the improvements of existing 

bridges across the canal and the installation of more places to 

cross the canal (A, 66 & 151).
5.16
Salford Disability Forum consultation

Again, the attendees were largely supportive of the proposals for development along the canal, but raised a few queries mostly around access requirements. 
5.16.1
General 

· Parking adjacent to the canal is essential (A, 138 – 139),

· Public transport links to all the main attractions is essential (A, 


140),

· Interpretation should be accessible and include tactile maps and 

objects to feel for the deaf/blind (A, 112),

· Important that Peel Holdings are engaged in the project (A, 5). 
5.16.2
Boothstown ‘recreational hub’

· Important that embarkation points along the canal and at key 

venues have disabled access. Boats need to be wheelchair 

accessible too (A, 138),

· Ensure seating along the canal is accessible (A, 149).

5.16.3
Worsley ‘heritage star’ 

· Supportive of plans for Worsley,

· Attention should be paid to ensuring interpretation is accessible 

and there are accessible parking spaces available (A, 112 & 138). 
5.16.4
Monton ‘country in the city’ 

· Queries about feasibility of proposed marina (A, 56),

· Ensure play areas at Dukes Drive Country Park are accessible to 

wheelchair users and those with mobility impairments (A, 75),
· Monton suffers from traffic congestion. This needs to be taken into 

consideration when developing plans for the new marina and the 

country park (A, 62). 
5.16.5
Patricroft ‘waterside regeneration’ 

· Supportive of the plans to work with Network Rail to improve 

accessibility of Patricroft Station, 

· Support for opening up the Bridgewater Mill to the canal side and it 

becoming an embarkation point for boat trips. 

5.16.6
Barton ‘international gateway’ 

· Important to make the most of the fantastic history of this area and 

undertake environmental improvements,

· Salford side of the canal very constrained and concerns raised 

regarding addressing accessible parking (A, 138 – 139), 

· Concerns that proposals will add to congestion in the area (A, 104). 
6.0
Stage Three Consultation Results
This section discusses the consultation results from stage three of the 

process. These consultations took place following the revisions to the masterplan arising out of the stage two consultations. Stage 3 consultations took place with the Salford West Partnership Board and the Community Committees in Eccles and Worsley & Boothstown. 

6.1
Salford West Partnership Board
6.1.1
The following comments / queries were made by the Partnership Board 

with regards to the revised masterplan:
· The Salford West Partnership Board approve the Bridgewater 

Canal Masterplan to proceed for formal council approval (A, 2),
· Need to speak with commercial operators regarding running 


facilities along the canal (A, 106 – 107 & 135 – 137),
· Need to look at how council’s stock of buildings can be utilised 

better to support the masterplan strategy rather than opening new 


facilities (A, 106 – 107),

· Cawdor Street development needs to be incorporated into the 

masterplan (A, 103),
· Should aim to open up access on non-towpath side of the canal (A, 


147),

· Visitor facilities need to be looked at including public toilets (A, 106 


– 107).

6.2
Worsley & Boothstown Community Committee

6.2.1 The following comments / queries were made with regards to the revised masterplan:
· Worsley and Boothstown Community Committee support the 

progress of the Bridgewater Canal Masterplan and wholeheartedly 


support the application for the Heritage Lottery Bid (A, 3),
· Concerns were raised about whether there would be disabled 


access across the canal. The view was put forward that where 


possible development should ensure access for all (A, 138),
· Query whether the proposed visitor information point could be 

accommodated in Worsley Library (A, 106 – 107),
· How long would it be before improvements are made on the ground 


(A, 122 – 125),
· Queries about how realistic the funding strategy is for the project 


(A, 120 – 121),
· Strong objections were raised to a mixed-use development at 


Boothstown Marina where this would block the view of and 


negatively impact on the amenity of local residents (A, 31).
6.3
Eccles Community Committee
6.3.1 The following comments / queries were made with regards to the 

revised masterplan:

· Eccles Community Committee support the progress of the 

Bridgewater Canal Masterplan (A, 1),
· It was queried whether there were any proposals to extend the 

principles of the Masterplan to other areas given the canal runs 


through seven other local authority areas (A, 152).
Annex A - Table of formal comments and council response

Introduction
The following table should be read in conjunction with the main consultation report. It sets out a more detailed log of all the key issues, comments, statements of support and the council’s response to the queries and comments raised.

Where a specific agency or organisation has commented / raised an issue this is indicated in the organisation column. Where an individual has commented / raised an issue, either at a drop in / specialist consultation session or via questionnaire, they are indicated as a resident.
	Stakeholder responses


	
	Organisation (if applicable)
	Council’s interpretation of representation
	Council’s response / proposed change
	Amendments to masterplan

	1. Vision

	1
	Eccles Community Committee
	Support: Eccles Community Committee support the progress of the Bridgewater Canal Masterplan.
	Support noted.

The important role of Eccles Community Committee is recognised and we look forward to working closely with the Community Committee in developing detailed designs for the area and in submitting funding applications.
	None.

	2
	Salford West Partnership Board
	Support: The Salford West Partnership Board approve the Bridgewater Canal Masterplan to proceed for formal council approval.
	Support noted.
	None.

	3
	Worsley & Boothstown Community Committee
	Support: Worsley and Boothstown Community Committee support the 

progress of the Bridgewater Canal Masterplan and wholeheartedly support the application for the Heritage Lottery Bid.


	Support noted.

The important role of Worsley & Boothstown Community Committee is recognised and we look forward to working closely with the Community Committee in developing detailed designs for the area and in submitting funding applications.
	None.

	4
	Greater Manchester Archaeological Unit (GMAU)
	Support: GMAU welcomes this initiative and the vision which will celebrate and build on the unique industrial heritage of the canal corridor. 
	Support noted.

The important role of the GMAU is recognised and we look forward to working closely with GMAU as specific projects are developed and implemented.
	None.

	5
	Peel Holdings
	Support: Peel welcomes the publication of the draft masterplan and we agree generally with the proposed vision and key objectives of the document.
	Support noted.

The city council welcomes Peel’s endorsement of the draft masterplan and recognises its key role as owner of the canal and of significant land and commercial interests adjacent to the canal. We look forward to working with Peel to ensure the vision and aspirations for the canal are realised. 
	None.

	6
	Resident
	Observation: …connecting communities with natural and industrial heritage…
	Accept.

Wording of vision to be revised.
	Masterplan vision amended to…’To create a living canal connecting communities with a unique industrial and natural heritage enjoyed and celebrated by all’.

	2. Draft masterplan

	7
	North West Development Agency
	Observation: The proposals are ambitious and possibly financially unachievable. The plan needs to be flexible and less ambitious / more focussed proposals adopted if needs be. Affordability is the key.
	Comment noted.

The proposals are ambitious, reflecting the importance of the Bridgewater Canal as a potential world heritage site. A viability and economic impact assessment underpins the masterplan and the implementation plan sets out proposed funding sources and timescales for delivery. It is anticipated that a significant proportion of the masterplan will be delivered by the private sector.
	None.

	8
	Salford Primary Care Trust (PCT)
	Support: We support the principles and recommendations of the Bridgewater Canal Masterplan.
	Support noted.
	None.

	9
	Destination Worsley
	Support: We strongly support the principles of the masterplan and any associated funding bids to implement the masterplan.
	Support noted.
	None.

	10
	Eccles Community Committee
	Support: We support the findings and recommendations of the masterplan.
	Support noted.
	None.

	11
	Worsley & Boothstown Community Committee
	Support: We support the principles of the masterplan and hope that any concerns are addressed as the masterplan progresses.
	Support noted.

The concerns of Community Committee have been digested in the context of the overall consultation results and the masterplan amended to address these concerns.
	Specific concerns of Community Committee are detailed later in this document.

	12
	SCC Environment Directorate
	Support: The proposals will encourage people to access the surrounding greenspace. The improvements will also make the canal towpath more accessible for all and encourage use by a wider audience.
	Support noted.
	None.

	13
	Urban Vision
	Support: Support the emphasis on improving access to the canal. They often act as boundaries and undesirable places to go, which should not be the case. Where better surveillance and access is provided crime is lower and more people visit the canal.
	Support noted.

National best practice has been taken on board in developing the masterplan. This includes providing natural surveillance and activity on the canal to create a safer, more welcoming environment.
	None.

	14
	Greater Manchester Police (GMP)
	Support: The proposals are very positive but from a police point of view I would impress the necessity for “design out crime” activity and early consultation with crime reduction advisers.
	Support noted.

The important role of Greater Manchester Police in “designing out crime” is acknowledged. As specific projects come forward Greater Manchester Police will be actively involved as an important stakeholder in the detailed design of proposals.
	None.

	15
	Greater Manchester Archaeological Unit (GMAU)
	Observation: Concerned that there is too little focus on the heritage. Some of the non-designated sites such as the Lime Kiln and Brindley’s old stone aqueduct should be the focus of schemes for consolidation, presentation and interpretation.
	Comment noted.

The masterplan is a high-level strategy and does not incorporate every historic building / structure in the area. However, a Conservation Management Plan has been produced which details all the historic buildings / structures in the area. This will be used to inform the development of the Interpretation Strategy and interpretive materials to celebrate and promote the heritage of the canal.
	None.

	16
	Greater Manchester Archaeological Unit (GMAU)
	Observation: In accordance with best practice all heritage assets within the masterplan zone should be the subject of formal archaeological research (desk based assessment) to inform understanding of their relative significance, appropriate mitigation strategies, promotion and conservation.
	Comment noted.

Formal archaeological research, where appropriate, will be undertaken as detailed designs and planning applications are developed. Where appropriate, detailed archaeological watching briefs may take place during construction works. 
	None.

	17
	Greater Manchester Archaeological Unit (GMAU)
	Observation: The masterplan should emphasise the opportunities for the local community to engage in understanding and presenting their unique industrial heritage. This would foster community cohesion, pride of place, stimulate formal and informal learning, and would lead to local people cherishing and protection their heritage. A schools programme and volunteer opportunities should be encouraged. 
	Comment noted.

We agree that community, schools and volunteer involvement in the project will be critical to its success. These are being looked at currently with a view to developing a programme of community, volunteer and schools involvement.
	None.

	18
	Worsley Cruising Club
	Observation: Worsley Cruising Club does not appear to be clearly recognised or overtly represented within the plans. We would welcome involvement in future phases or the opportunity to discuss plans in more detail.
	Comment noted.

The masterplan is a high-level document and does not include or notate every interest along the canal. As more detailed plans are developed we welcome the opportunity for more detailed involvement and consultation with local residents, stakeholders and interest groups.
	None.

	19
	Trafford Council
	Support: We welcome the proposal to make improvements to the Grade 2 listed Barton Swing Aqueduct. However, the masterplan must include a carefully thought out and realistic delivery strategy setting out who will deliver each proposal, when it will be delivered and how it will be delivered, including a realistic idea of costs and funding sources. 
	Support noted.

A viability and economic impact assessment underpins the masterplan along with an implementation plan. This details proposed funding sources and timescales for delivery.
	None.

	20
	The Coal Authority
	Support: The Coal Authority would like to state its support for the aims and principles of the masterplan and would like to become more closely involved in the next phases of the masterplan.
	Support noted.

The important role of the Coal Authority as a landowner is recognised and we value the important role that the Coal Authority is currently performing in developing detailed designs for Worsley Delph. We welcome the opportunity to work more closely with them in other areas as more detailed proposals are developed.
	None.

	21
	Plan 8 Town Planning Ltd
	Support: We welcome the proposed Bridgewater Canal Masterplan. The masterplan provides a sensible approach to developing the existing underused resource that is the Bridgewater Canal.
	Support noted. 
	None.

	22
	Resident
	Support: The proposals will make the surrounding area more attractive and a better place to live.
	Support noted.
	None.

	23
	Resident
	Support: If these proposals are implemented the Bridgewater Canal will become a destination and something to be proud of.
	Support noted.
	None.

	24
	Resident
	Support: The proposals have been created by asking local groups and residents what they felt was wanted then working these into a feasible masterplan.
	Support noted.
	None.

	25
	Resident
	Support: This is exactly what this area needs to bring more visitors into Salford and improve perceptions of what it is like to live in Salford.
	Support noted.
	None.

	26
	Resident
	Support: A unique opportunity to bring to life a long neglected asset for the people of Salford and the general boating community.
	Support noted.
	None.

	27
	Resident
	Support: It is hoped all that is proposed can be achieved. It would really put the whole area firmly on the tourist map, improve facilities for local residents and give a much needed lift to local businesses.
	Support noted.
	None.

	28
	Resident
	Support: It is a strong regenerative tool which seems to offer both improvements and safeguards to the general local environment.
	Support noted.
	None.

	29
	Resident
	Support: I like the fact that Salford City Council is taking a positive step in development of the canal structure instead of waiting for private developers to act without considering the local communities.
	Support noted.
	None.

	3. Boothstown ‘recreational hub’

	
	Towpath
	
	
	

	30
	Resident
	Support: Support the resurfacing and widening of the towpath, particularly between Boothstown and Astley.
	Support noted.


	None.

	
	Boothstown Marina
	
	
	

	31
	Resident
	Observation: Object to residential development at Boothstown Marina as it would not enhance the existing surroundings / spoil everyone’s enjoyment of the peace and tranquillity of the area. 
	Comment noted.

The marina currently suffers from poor natural surveillance and a poor environment which does little to enhance its security. The city council supports the principle of development at Boothstown Marina provided it is in keeping with the principles outlined on page 29 and 31 of the masterplan, namely:

· All development should face onto the canal to increase surveillance

· Development should be sympathetic to the character and heritage of the canal

· Development should improve access from surrounding residential areas to the canal
· The massing should be to the eats of the basin to preserve the views of residents
The specific details of any development will be subject to a developer bringing a scheme forward via a planning application, at which point there will be further opportunity to submit formal representations. 
	None.

	32
	Resident
	Support: Support the modest extension for boat services / the chandlery.
	Support noted.
	None.

	33
	Peel Holdings 
	Support: Peel are supportive of the city council’s proposals to improve the role of the marina as a gateway / reception point along the canal corridor and Peel believes that these proposals offer a chance to restore and enhance the historical marina whilst also providing an asset for the wider canal corridor.
	Support noted.
	None.

	
	Traffic
	
	
	

	34
	Resident
	Observation: Increasing traffic in Boothstown would cause major problems and increase danger.
	Comment noted.

The masterplan aims to balance and manage traffic flows across the canal corridor to minimise the impact on any one area. Whilst the aspiration is to provide a modest increase in car parking provision, due to capacity constraints in Boothstown we do not envisage a significant increase in traffic. Longer-term we envisage the visitor centre at Trafford to be the main reception point.
	None.

	
	Wildlife and nature
	
	
	

	35
	Resident
	Support: We support the wildlife and nature focus in Boothstown.
	Support noted.
	None.

	
	Chat Moss
	
	
	

	36
	Resident
	Observation: There are huge swathes of greenspace that are currently not accessible to the general public. Will these be opened up as part of the regeneration?
	Comment noted.

The Bridgewater Canal Masterplan does not specifically include Chat Moss. There are existing definitive rights of way over Chat Moss which are publicly accessible. Chat Moss is privately owned and is designated as agricultural land. Any agreement to open up access further on Chat Moss is subject to the landowners consent.

Where public funding is being used the council will insist on an undertaking that the land is open and accessible to the general public.
	None.

	37
	Worsley & Boothstown Community Committee
	Observation: If bird hides are built they will attract anti-social behaviour and fall into disrepair.
	Comment noted.

The city council acknowledge that without sufficient surveillance bird hides do have the potential to attract anti-social behaviour. It is therefore proposed to remove bird hides from the masterplan but retain the principle of bird information panels to interpret the wildlife of the area. The exact location and design of these will be determined during the detailed design process.
	Bird hides removed from masterplan. Bird information panels retained to interpret the wildlife of the area. 

	38
	Peel Holdings
	Comment: Peel is concerned about the introduction of bird hides and request their removal from the masterplan. The land to the south of the Bridgewater Canal is in private ownership and is let for agricultural purposes and as such Peel object to the inclusion of any proposals which increase public access outside the defined public footpath network.
	Comment noted.

The city council acknowledge that without sufficient surveillance bird hides do have the potential to attract anti-social behaviour. It is proposed therefore to change the bird hides to bird information panels, which have less potential to attract anti-social behaviour. The precise location of these will be determined through the detailed design process and in consultation with landowners.
	Bird hides removed from masterplan. Bird information panels retained to interpret the wildlife of the area.

	
	Area proposals
	
	
	

	39
	Resident
	Observation: It seems that Boothstown is being ‘left behind’ in the masterplan with little proposed compared to other areas. 
	Comment noted.

The proposals for Boothstown take on board the aspirations of the local community, the character of the area and the greenbelt designation of much of the land in the area. The masterplan aims to build on these in a sensitive way rather than proposing radical changes to the character of the area.
	None.

	4. Worsley ‘heritage star’

	
	Worsley Delph
	
	
	

	40
	Resident
	Observation: Are there potential health and safety risks associated with opening up the Delph tunnels due to the risk of methane poisoning?
	Yes.

Opening up the tunnels to the general public is a long-term aspiration and will be subject to more detailed feasibility testing including assessing the health and safety risks.
	None.

	41
	Resident
	Support: Opening up the tunnels would create a major regional and national tourist attraction. This would be the lynchpin of the whole strategy.


	Agreed.

Worsley Delph and Barton Swing Aqueduct are the two ‘heritage stars’ of the Bridgewater Canal, of international significance. Opening the tunnels would create a destination similar or greater in profile to the Anderton Boatlift in Cheshire.
	None.

	42
	Resident
	Support: Support the idea of a new footpath underneath Worsley Road bridge to gain access to the Delph.
	Support noted.

The precise access arrangements will be developed during the detailed design process and will be subject to public consultation.
	None.

	43
	The Coal Authority
	Observation: With regard to the possible re-opening of the mine workings at Worsley Delph the Coal Authority can provide guidance on how this may be achieved and licensing. 
	Support noted.

The immediate aim for Worsley Delph is to remediate the Delph basin to enable boat and pedestrian access into the basin. Once the visitor market has grown incrementally we would like to explore the feasibility of opening up the tunnels. At such a point we welcome the Coal Authority’s guidance and expertise in exploring how this might be achieved. 
	None.

	44
	Peel Holdings
	Support: Peel is supportive of the city council’s proposals to prioritise the Delph as the premier attraction along the canal corridor as well as the other objectives proposed within this section of the masterplan.
	Support noted.
	None.

	
	Worsley Village
	
	
	

	45
	Peel Holdings
	Comment: Peel has reservations concerning the long-term sustainability of these proposals and more specifically the lack of ambition and emphasis being placed on the potential improvements to the village centre. Peel suggests that the masterplan be amended to promote increased development within the village to reflect the aspirations associated with opening up the Delph, as well as capturing and benefitting from the increased tourism that will be associated with this new attraction and the overall enhancement of the canal corridor. Peel would welcome the completion of a detailed targeted area based study of Worsley Village resulting in a detailed masterplan and opportunities audit.
	Comment noted.

The city council believe the amount of development proposed within Worsley Village is adequate and consistent with realising the aspirations of the masterplan.
Should Peel wish to discuss further development opportunities within Worsley Village they should contact the Local Planning Authority for pre-application advice.


	None.

	
	Proposed new marina
	
	
	

	46
	Worsley Village Community Association

Worsley & Boothstown Community Committee
	Observation: Approve of the marina at Monton as it has the facilities to cater for tourists. However, on the map the marina is located in Worsley rather than Monton.
	Accepted.

Worsley Village does not have the infrastructure to cater to a developed tourism market. Monton has a number of cafes, restaurants, bars and shops that will support the day visitor market and improve the visitor experience.

Discussions with Salford City Council’s Highway Engineers have indicated that access would be difficult off Worsley Road and that the preferred route of access should be Parrin Lane in Monton.

Further public consultation at Worsley & Boothstown Community Committee on 7 September 2010 and Eccles Community Committee on 28 September 2010 has subsequently affirmed support for relocation of the marina.
	Marina moved south towards Monton to enhance its proximity to amenities and following further public consultation and discussions with highways engineers regarding feasibility of access from Worsley Road.

	
	Treatment system
	
	
	

	47
	The Coal Authority
	Observation: The masterplan indicates changes to the wetland system with modifications to the layout. These should take into account the following:

· The primary function of the wetlands is the treatment of iron rich minewater,

· Any modifications should not increase operational expenditure of the wetlands,

· It is understood that maintenance of the wetlands requires the periodic harvesting of reeds.
	Agreed.

Opening up access to the wetland system (reedbeds) has the potential to result in increased anti-social behaviour and damage to the wetland system, impairing its primary operational function. It is therefore proposed to remove the new public access routes and bird hides.


	Bird hides removed from masterplan.

Public access to the wetland system removed to prevent damage to system.



	
	Conservation area
	
	
	

	48
	Resident
	Observation: Developments should be in accordance with conservation area status.
	Agreed.
	None.

	
	Visitor Facilities
	
	
	

	49
	Resident
	Observation: What extra car parking is proposed for Worsley to accommodate visitors? Appears to be pub car parks. More car parking is needed.
	Comment noted.

The masterplan recognises the lack of parking across the canal corridor and the particular constraints within Worsley. A more detailed assessment of parking options is in the process of being undertaken as part of the Visitor Management Strategy and detailed design work for Worsley Delph. Whilst we recognise that the primary means of access to the canal will be by private car the aim is to make Worsley a ‘water gateway’, with visitors accessing Worsley via boat from other points along the canal.
	Potential for additional parking to be identified through the visitor management strategy and detailed design work.

	50
	Resident
	Observation: Visitor infrastructure in Worsley needs to be improved through additional car parking, a visitor centre/ reception point, toilet 

facilities and improving the hospitality offer
	Comment noted.

A Visitor Management Strategy is in the process of being developed. This will address gateways, transport, parking, orientation, wayfinding and visitor information / facilities across the canal corridor.
	None.

	
	Old Warke Dam
	
	
	

	51
	The Environment Agency
	Observation: Although we have no objection in principle to maintaining open water at this site, we wish to highlight that Old Warke Dam is a designated Site of Biological Importance (SBI) for the extensive area of wet woodland. We wish to see this rare habitat conserved and enhanced as part of the masterplan.
	Comment noted.

Any proposals for Old Warke Dam would seek to ensure the quality of wet woodland is maintained and enhance.
	None.

	52
	The Old Warke Dam Society
	Support: Old Warke Dam is at the centre of Worsley Woods and we support the dredging of the dam to maintain the open water.
	Support noted.

The aim of the masterplan is to extend the open water at Old Warke Dam whilst ensuring the quality of wet woodland is improved.
	None.

	53
	Resident
	Observation: More detail required on funding sources for Old Warke Dam.
	An implementation plan is being developed to underpin the masterplan. This will detail proposed funding sources and timescales for delivery.
	None.

	5. Monton ‘country in the city’

	
	Marina
	
	
	

	54
	Resident
	Observation: Can see a need across the canal for increased moorings.
	Agreed.

British Waterways research indicates that demand for moorings is rising at 2.4% per year and leisure spend associated with waterways by 6 – 8%. This demand is not being matched by the development of new moorings.

The operators of the Bridgewater Canal have confirmed the pressure for additional moorings on the canal and the proposal to build a new marina would help address these pressures and have a positive impact on the local economy.
	None.

	55
	Resident
	Observation: What is the planning status of the site that the proposed marina is to be built on?
	Current planning policy is set out in the council’s Unitary Development Plan.  This includes two site-specific policies relating to the proposed marina. Policy R 4 identifies the area as part of a “key recreation area”.  Policy EN2 identifies “Worsley Greenway” as a “green wedge”. 

The saved policies of the City of Salford Unitary Development Plan will continue to constitute the statutory development plan for the city and only this document or its successor (documents forming part of the emerging Local Development Framework) that can formally allocate land for particular uses.

However, subject to approval by the city council, the masterplan will become a material planning consideration and will therefore be taken into account in the consideration and determination of relevant planning applications.
	None.

	56
	Resident
	Observation: How viable is the proposed marina development?
	National research undertaken by British Waterways (‘Inland Marina Investment Guide – The Investment Case’) suggests that marinas become viable as standalone developments at between 200 – 250 berths. The viability assessment undertaken for the masterplan supports this conclusion. 
	None.

	57
	The Environment Agency
	Observation: We are concerned with the proposal to create a marina between Worsley and Monton due to the potential impact upon Sindsley Brook and a tributary of Worsley Brook. We oppose the culverting of watercourses for flood risk and biodiversity reasons. These watercourses must be conserved and preferably enhanced as part of the marina development.
	Accepted.

The precise location and detail of the marina development will be subject to more detailed design and planning work. Policy EN19 of the council’s Unitary Development Plan, 2004 – 2016 states…’the culverting of watercourses should be avoided wherever possible, because of the adverse effects on flood defences and ecology’.
	None.

	58
	Peel Holdings
	Comment: Peel is supportive of the city council’s proposals to incorporate a new marina and associated facilities on land north of Dukes Drive. This site is in Peel’s ownership and the company would welcome further discussions with the city council to establish the most appropriate location for this facility.
	Support noted.

The city council welcomes Peel’s endorsement of the proposed marina and associated facilities. We look forward to further dialogue with Peel on this and other proposed developments at the appropriate time. 
	None.

	59
	Resident
	Observation: A great deal of greenspace will be lost as a result of the proposed marina development. Is a marina of such magnitude necessary?
	Comment noted.

In considering any planning application, the council would expect the design and layout of the marina to minimise the loss of existing greenspace.  However, the scale of marina shown on the masterplan, at 250 berth, is considered appropriate to satisfy latent demand for moorings whilst enhancing the Bridgewater Canal as a day trip destination. This is consistent with British Waterways research which indicates marina developments become viable at 200 - 250 berths.

The marina will be subject to a detailed design proposal before its acceptability in planning terms can be confirmed. This would include an environmental impact assessment and careful design to reduce the impact of the scheme and preserve the openness of the green wedge.
	None.

	60
	Worsley & Boothstown Community Committee
	Observation: Would building a marina here not open the area up for further development, particularly residential?
	Policy EN2, Worsley Greenway, of the City of Salford Unitary Development Plan states that…’development will not be permitted where it would fragment or detract from the openness or continuity of the Greenway, or would cause unacceptable harm to its character or its value as an amenity, wildlife, agricultural or open recreation resource.’
A marina is potentially compatible with Policy EN2 provided it maintains the open character of the area and its value for amenity, recreation and wildlife. This is subject, however, to more detailed design and planning work before its acceptability in planning terms can be confirmed.

It is not considered that approval of this specific development would set any precedent for residential development or other further development in the area.
	None.

	61
	Resident
	Observation: Marina needs facilities for canoes / small boat hire.
	Noted.

This will be subject to more detailed discussions with the developer once a scheme comes forward. However, we envisage that boat hire facilities will be available as part of any scheme.
	None.

	62
	Resident
	Observation: What will be the impact of the new marina on what are already congested roads in the area?
	This will be subject to a detailed traffic assessment to support any planning application once submitted. However, evidence from other marina developments suggests that the majority of traffic to marinas is off-peak and a very small percentage of overall traffic flow. The impact is therefore likely to be minimal.
	None.

	63
	Resident
	Observation: Where will people gain access to the marina from? Presumably there are highways / engineering obstacles to overcome to service the marina?
	Following further discussions with Salford City Council’s Highway Engineers, the access road to the marina has been changed from Worsley Road to Parrin Lane due to engineering difficulties of providing new access from Worsley Road.
	Access road to the marina amended from Worsley Road to Parrin Lane.

	64
	Resident
	Observation: How many car parking spaces will there be at the proposed marina? Would this not take up a huge additional amount of land?
	As drawn on the masterplan, the car park at the proposed marina accommodates approximately 140 parking spaces. This is consistent with other best practice marina developments where the ratio of parking spaces to marina berths is approximately 50% – 60%. However, the amount of parking will be reviewed when detailed designs are developed to ensure that the amount of land required is minimised.
	None.

	
	Monton footbridge
	
	
	

	65
	Resident
	Observation: The new bridge between Monton and Worsley may be unpopular due to perceptions of anti-social behaviour and will create instant access for problem youths.
	Comment noted.

At present accessibility to and along the canal is poor. One of the key objectives of the masterplan is to connect communities with the natural and industrial heritage of the area through the creation of safe, circular walking routes. 

Whilst we recognise the concerns that residents may have regarding anti-social behaviour we maintain the need for a footbridge to improve accessibility. We believe that with adequate planning, and the involvement of Greater Manchester Police (GMP) anti-social behaviour can be minimised. The exact location of the bridge will be subject to detailed design work.
	Bridge moved further south towards Monton to reflect the re-siting of the proposed marina and opportunities for casual surveillance from Dukes Drive Country Park.
The exact location of the bridge will be subject to detailed design work.



	66
	Resident
	Support: Agree with new pedestrian bridge at Monton Marina


	Support noted.

At present accessibility to and along the canal is poor. One of the key objectives of the masterplan is to connect communities with the natural and industrial heritage of the area through the creation of safe, circular walking routes. 
	None.

	67
	Resident
	Observation: Need to ensure adequate security measures are put in place e.g gates are closed at night. Otherwise proposed marina may be vulnerable.
	Agreed.

Greater Manchester Police will be fully involved in the detailed design work looking at the precise location and safety and security of the pedestrian bridge. The bridge will be designed according to ‘Secured by Design’ standards.
	None.

	68
	Worsley Golf Course
	Observation: Concerned that proposed footbridge and marina will increase access to the golf club.
	Comment noted.

We recognise that there are pros and cons associated with improving access along the canal corridor. However, improving access will create more activity on the canal and its hinterland which will improve the general security of the area. 

Detailed design proposals will be also be subject to public consultation at the appropriate time so interested parties will be able to influence the final plans. 
	None.

	
	Dukes Drive Country Park
	
	
	

	69
	Resident
	Support: Supportive of idea to make Monton a ‘green lung’ as it supports work that local community groups have been doing in the area for years.


	Support noted.

The work that the local community has undertaken in Monton is noted and welcomed and we look forward to working with the local community in bringing these plans to fruition.
	None.

	70
	Monton Village Community Association
	Support: We support the redevelopment of the old pitch and putt course. Facilities which should be explored include a multi-use games area, wildlife reserve, visitor centre, city zoo. 
	Support noted.

The details of the facilities to be incorporated into Dukes Drive Country Park will be subject to more detailed design work involving the local community and public consultation in early 2011.
	

	71
	Resident
	Observation: Are there health and safety concerns that need to be addressed at Dukes Drive Country Park due to it being a former landfill site?
	Comment noted.

This will be addressed through detailed survey and design work carried out to support the development of design proposals.
	None.

	72
	Resident
	Observation: Create a park / leisure and play facilities plus a visitor centre on old pitch and putt course.
	Comment noted.

The details of the facilities to be incorporated into Dukes Drive Country Park will be subject to more detailed design work involving the local community and public consultation in early 2011.

A visitor information point is proposed at the new Dukes Drive marina. It is not proposed to build a visitor centre at Dukes Drive Country Park. 
	None.

	73
	Peel Holdings
	Comment: The proposed Dukes Drive Country Park is located on both Peel and city council land. Peel objects to the inclusion of its landholdings within the proposed country park and requests that the boundary be redrawn to exclude Peels landholdings. Peel also objects to proposals which increase public access outside the defined public footpath network and request that the proposed new routes, which are located outside of city council ownership be removed from the masterplan.
	Comment noted.

The council note the landholders concerns regarding land ownership boundaries and have amended the boundary of the country park accordingly.

The masterplan does not propose to increase public access or create new routes outside the defined public footpath network.
	Boundary of Dukes Drive Country Park amended to reflect boundary of city council-owned land.

	74
	Resident
	Support: Support the development of council land at Dukes Drive. Would prefer community orchard or an off-road motorbike course.
	Support noted.

The details of the facilities to be incorporated into Dukes Drive Country Park will be subject to more detailed design work involving the local community and public consultation in early 2011.
	None.

	75
	
	Comment: Ensure play areas at Dukes Drive Country Park are accessible to wheelchair users and those with mobility impairments.


	Comment noted.

It is the intention to ensure facilities across the canal are accessible for all, where feasible. This will be subject to detailed design work.
	None.

	76
	Resident
	Observation: Should have greater emphasis on wildlife / birdhides around Dukes Drive.
	Comment noted.

It is envisaged that interpretation at Dukes Drive will incorporate the wildlife of the area. 
	None.

	
	Parking
	
	
	

	77
	Resident
	Observation: Ensure adequate parking in Monton.
	Agreed.

A Visitor Management Strategy is in the process of being developed. This will address access and parking. 

The masterplan has been amended to include car and coach parking at Dukes Drive Country Park.
	Masterplan amended to include new public car and coach park at Dukes Drive Country Park.

	
	Traffic
	
	
	

	78
	Resident
	Observation: There needs to be safer pedestrian crossings in Monton. Two roundabouts are dangerous with no safe pedestrian crossings.


	Comment noted.

Masterplan amended to incorporate improved pedestrian crossing across Parrin Lane. This will be subject to more detailed design work involving the local community and public consultation in early 2011.
	Masterplan amended to include pedestrian crossing across Parrin Lane to improve safe access to facilities.

	
	Environment
	
	
	

	79
	Resident
	Observation: Can you include clearing build up of silt near Monton Medical Centre. It has reduced the depth which causes regular build up of floating debris.
	Comment noted.

The canal is owned and managed by the Bridgewater Canal Company. This is an ongoing operational matter and as such we will notify the Bridgewater Canal Company of this issue. 
	None.

	6. Patricroft ‘waterside regeneration’

	
	General
	
	
	

	80
	Peel Holdings
	Comment: Peel is supportive of the proposals for the Patricroft area and would welcome further consultation with the city council in relation to enhancing and increasing the use of this currently secluded length of the canal corridor.
	Comment noted.

We look forward to continuing further dialogue with Peel to ensure the vision and aspirations for the canal are realised.
	None.

	
	Patricroft Station
	
	
	

	81
	Resident
	Support: Particularly support the proposal to improve Patricroft Station and pedestrian links to it but would like more information on the proposals.
	Support noted.

The masterplan is a high-level strategy which supports improvements to Patricroft Station. The specific details of the scheme will be subject to more detailed design work at a later date.
	None.

	82
	Resident
	Observation: Keen to promote the use of Patricroft Station and to have more than an hourly rail service from it.
	Aspiration noted.
	None.

	83
	Resident
	Observation: Proposals should incorporate disabled access and safer pedestrian crossings at Green Lane.
	Comment noted.

The masterplan is a high-level strategy which supports improvements to Patricroft Station and the surrounding area. The specific details of the scheme will be subject to more detailed design work at a later date.
	None.

	
	Steam hammer
	
	
	

	84
	Resident
	Observation: Would the Nasymth Steam Hammer not be better sited elsewhere in a more prominent location?
	This was discussed at Eccles Community Committee on 24 November 2009. This meeting agreed that due to the costs and difficulty of moving the Steam Hammer it should remain in its current location. However, the Steam Hammer will be incorporated into the Interpretation Strategy.
	None.

	
	Housing
	
	
	

	85
	Resident
	Observation: Will new housing incorporate an element of affordable housing for people on low incomes?
	The housing mix of any new developments will be considered under existing council planning policies.  
	None.

	86
	Resident
	Observation: Would like to see the land usage changed in Monton / Patricroft from industrial to mixed-use to improve attractiveness and quality of life.
	Comment noted.

This masterplan identifies the opportunities and broad principles for new development in the area, to take better advantage of the waterside setting and to contribute to realising the amenity and recreation potential of the canal.  

However, the saved policies of the City of Salford Unitary Development Plan continue to constitute the statutory development plan for the city and it is only this document or its successor (documents forming part of the emerging Local Development Framework) that can formally allocate land for particular uses.  
	None.

	
	Green Lane Business & Technology Centre
	
	

	87
	Plan 8 Town Planning Ltd
	Comment: We feel the Business & Technology Centre site should be allocated for mixed-use / residential development. The site is a key site for the successful implementation of the masterplan strategy. The main aims of the masterplan include re-development and the attraction of new development alongside the canal as well as opening up the canal for recreation and tourism. Redevelopment of the Business & Technology Centre with a mix of non-employment uses and clean employment uses can help to meet the stated aims of the masterplan.
	Comment noted.

This masterplan identifies the opportunities and broad principles for new development in the area, to take better advantage of the waterside setting and to contribute to realising the amenity and recreation potential of the canal.  

The saved policies of the City of Salford Unitary Development Plan continue to constitute the statutory development plan for the city and it is only this document or its successor (documents forming part of the emerging Local Development Framework) that can formally allocate land for particular uses.  

Most of the employment sites on the non-towpath side of the canal however appear to be operating efficiently and, given neighbour amenity constraints, the masterplan anticipates that any redevelopment opportunities will be for continued employment use. 
	None.

	88
	Plan 8 Town Planning Ltd
	Comment: Redevelopment of this site for a mix of uses would provide wider public realm improvements, provide new suitable employment uses and provide residential properties. This can be done without compromising the operating conditions of nearby firms. Such redevelopment can be achieved in accordance with the criteria of UDP policy E5.
	Comment noted.

Redevelopment of this site, for either continued employment use or a mix of uses, would provide opportunities to improve the appearance and vitality of the canalside environment.

However, it is not the purpose of this masterplan to allocate land for particular uses. The saved policies of the City of Salford Unitary Development Plan continue to constitute the statutory development plan for the city and it is only this document or its successor (documents forming part of the emerging Local Development Framework) that can formally allocate land for particular uses.  
	None.

	89
	Resident
	The owner of the Business and Technology Centre on Green Lane is submitting plans to regenerate their property in line with the Bridgewater Masterplan initiative. The property is opposite to the Sky Properties site, which has submitted plans to build a waste incinerator. 

The Business and Technology Centre proposal includes a mix of residential housing and light commercial plans. The development could bring many benefits to the local community including:

· A mix of family housing

· Clean commercial uses

· Children’s play area

· A new pedestrian foot bridge

· A new canal side walkway 

· Improved public realm along the canal and Green Lane – making stronger linkages between Monton and Liverpool Road)

· Improved natural surveillance for the canal and Green Lane – making new and existing spaces safer for all

· Improved sight lines and natural surveillance to Green Lane

The plan is well thought out and will bring inward investment and improve the immediate surrounding areas.

The site should be re-allocated for both residential as well as employment uses, under the Salford West Study and Bridgewater Canal Masterplan.
	Comment noted.

This masterplan identifies the opportunities and broad principles for new development in the area, to take better advantage of the waterside setting and to contribute to realising the amenity and recreation potential of the canal.  

Redevelopment of this site, for either continued employment use or a mix of uses, would provide opportunities to improve the appearance and vitality of the canalside environment.

However, it is not the purpose of this masterplan to allocate land for particular uses. The saved policies of the City of Salford Unitary Development Plan continue to constitute the statutory development plan for the city and it is only this document or its successor (documents forming part of the emerging Local Development Framework) that can formally allocate land for particular uses.  
	None.

	
	Former Mitchell Shackleton site
	
	
	

	90
	Resident
	Observation: Would like more information about its potential re-development as a waste facility.
	Two planning applications have been submitted on the former Mitchell Shackleton site for a proposed waste recycling centre. These can be viewed and commented on at http://publicaccess.salford.gov.uk/public access/tdc/tdc​_home.aspx. 

The application reference numbers are:

· 10/59092/FULEIA 

· 10/59093/OUTEIA
	None.

	91
	Resident
	Observation: The proposals will be undone if a waste incinerator is built on Green Lane.
	Comment noted.

Two planning applications have been submitted on the former Mitchell Shackleton site for a proposed waste recycling centre. These can be viewed and commented on at http://publicaccess.salford.gov.uk/public access/tdc/tdc​_home.aspx. 

The application reference numbers are:

· 10/59092/FULEIA 

· 10/59093/OUTEIA
	None.

	
	Traffic
	
	
	

	92
	Resident
	Observation: Weymouth Road industrial area causes problems to local residents due to traffic and poor access. Can the masterplan look at re-siting the access road or moving industry to a more suitable area?
	Comment noted.

This falls outside the scope of the masterplan. The Core Strategy Allocations document will look at this issue in more detail. Until such time the City of Salford Unitary Development Plan will continue to constitute the statutory development plan for the city.
	None.

	7. Barton ‘international gateway’

	93
	Trafford Council
	Support: We welcome the proposal to make improvements to the Grade 2 listed Barton Swing Aqueduct and also to develop adjoining land on both sides of the canal to open up the area as a visitor attraction connecting with the Grade 1 listed All Saints Church.
	Support noted.

The important role of Trafford Council in this area is recognised and we look forward to more detailed discussions on implementing the masterplan proposals for this area over the coming months.  
	None.

	
	Visitor reception point
	
	
	

	94
	Resident
	Observation: More detail needed on visitor reception centre at Barton Swing Aqueduct.
	Comment noted.

The masterplan details our aspiration for a visitor centre / cafe here. However the visitor centre is in Trafford so the specific details of any development is subject to more detailed design and discussion between Trafford Council and the landowners. 
	None.

	95
	Peel Holdings
	Comment: Peel objects to the inclusion of its landholdings, most notably the Boat Yard and the proposed Visitor Centre, a site for which the company has alternative development aspirations. Peel requests that further detailed discussions take place between the canal company and the council in order to explore ways in which the tourism potential of Barton Aqueduct can be enhanced without there being a negative impact on the aspirations of the masterplan and the continued operation of the canal.
	Comment noted.

Both Salford City Council and Trafford Council support the principle of developing the adjoining land on both sides of the canal to open up this area as a visitor attraction. The precise form and location of development is subject to further detailed discussions. However, the principle of a visitor facility in this area, which has received widespread support, is to be retained within the masterplan.
	None.

	
	Conservation area
	
	
	

	96
	Trafford Council
	Observation: We are concerned that the masterplan does not show the existing boundary of the Barton upon Irwell Conservation Area on either the Salford or Trafford side. The proposal also indicates a visitor centre is planned on the site of two existing twentieth century cottages within the conservation area boundary. Conservation area consent will be required for the demolition of these properties.
	Accepted.

The specific details of the scheme are subject to detailed design and planning approval when the developer brings a scheme forward.    
	Masterplan boundary amended to reflect the Barton-upon-Irwell Conservation Area boundary.

	97
	Trafford Council
	Observation: The report refers to St Cuthbert's graveyard. We are unsure if this relates to the graveyard adjacent to All Saints Church but we understand that the area is referred to as St Catherine's graveyard? Please can you check and clarify this name.
	Agreed.

Report amended to reflect this.
	Amend plan to refer to St. Catherine’s graveyard.

	98
	Trafford Council
	Observation: We note that a canal promenade is proposed between the canal and All Saints Church and also hard landscaping between the road and visitor centre. Whilst this area is in much need of improvement, the proposal must take into account any historic landscape features and archaeology and incorporate them into the scheme.
	Comment noted.

We recognise that any works to be carried out in this area are within the conservation area and will take full account of the historic nature of the landscape in any future detailed design works.
	None.

	
	Towpath
	
	
	

	99
	Resident
	Observation: This stretch of towpath is an eyesore. I suggest resurfacing and widening the towpath along this stretch and reinforcing the barrier between Barton Road and the towpath.
	Agreed.

The aim of the masterplan is to widen the towpath to up to 3 metres where feasible, in line with Sustrans guidance. This would support the multi-functional usage of the canal. In Barton this is not possible but the aim is to widen the towpath as far as is possible and introduce border treatments sympathetic to the canal. This is subject to detailed feasibility and design work currently.
	None.

The aim of the masterplan is to resurface, widen and introduce more sympathetic border treatments.

	100
	Resident
	Observation: Would like to see the old towpath route re-opened across the top of Brindley’s Aqueduct.
	Comment noted.

There are operational constraints associated with the location of the Boatyard which make this impractical in the immediate future. However, we note and support this aspiration in the long-term.
	None at present but aspiration noted.

	101
	Resident
	Observation: Can you look at incorporating a safer pedestrian crossing across Barton Swing Bridge?
	Comment noted.

The draft masterplan proposes a new pedestrian footbridge attached to the swing aqueduct. This will be removed following concerns regarding the feasibility of this. 

Feasibility assessment of options being undertaken currently looking at pedestrian access.
	New pedestrian footbridge removed across the Ship Canal following concerns regarding the feasibility of this proposal. 

Aspiration added to improve the pedestrian access across the Manchester Ship Canal, to include a feasibility assessment of potential options.

	
	Brindley Aqueduct and upper pocket park
	
	
	

	102
	Resident
	Observation: Will opening up access again to the upper level of the old Brindley Aqueduct not cause anti-social behaviour problems? This was the reason for its original closure. 
	Comment noted.

The aspiration of the masterplan is to re-open the upper level of the old aqueduct. The specifics of how this can be achieved without comprising security needs to be addressed through more detailed design proposals and discussion with Peel Holdings and Greater Manchester Police. These are taking place currently.
	None.

	
	Cawdor Street
	
	
	

	103
	Salford West Partnership Board
	Cawdor Street development needs to be incorporated into the 

masterplan,


	Comment noted.

Proposals for Cawdor Street will be aligned to the masterplan and reflect the principles of the masterplan.
	None.

	
	Traffic
	
	
	

	104
	Resident
	Observation: How will the proposals affect traffic flow at Barton Swing Bridge? The area is already a bottleneck at peak hours. 
	Comment noted.

This will be subject to a detailed traffic assessment to support any planning application for Barton Visitor Centre once submitted.
	None.

	105
	Resident
	Observation: How do the plans fit in with the plans for ‘Port Salford’ and the new City Reds Stadium. 
	The Visitor Management Strategy will address links to complementary developments through signage and wayfinding.
	None.

	8. General comments

	
	Visitor centres
	
	
	

	106
	North West Development Agency
	Observation: Visitor centres are expensive to operate. There is a need to assess likely footfall / demand / revenue streams and hence sustainability. Static interpretation / signposting may be more appropriate.
	Comment noted.

Where visitor information points are proposed these are as part of wider commercial developments and will incorporate commercial operations to minimise the ongoing revenue cost. It is envisaged that these will be approximately 80% commercial floorspace, 20% visitor information / interpretation.

The Visitor Management Strategy will provide a strategic review of proposed visitor information points and assess their sustainability.
	None.

	107
	Resident
	Observation: Does the plan need two visitor centres and two visitor reception points? Likely to be an ongoing heavy expense.
	Comment noted.

Each visitor information point will be the key hub / focal point for information within the area. They will be run as commercial operations and incorporate facilities such as café / restaurant to balance the ongoing revenue expense. Information / leaflets / trails and guides will be provided at each visitor information point along with hubs from which interpretive / information material can be downloaded.

The Visitor Management Strategy will provide a strategic review of proposed visitor information points and assess their sustainability.
	None.

	
	Interpretation
	
	
	

	108
	Resident
	Observation: The masterplan needs to include other historic buildings and structures such as the Queens Arms pub, the Granary, Astley Green Colliery, Worsley Old Hall, the Lime Kiln and Green Lane Railway Bridge.
	Noted.

The masterplan is a high level strategy and does not incorporate every historic building / structure in the area. However, a Conservation Management Plan has been produced which details all the historic buildings / structures in the area. This will be used to inform the development of the Interpretation Strategy and interpretive materials to celebrate and promote the heritage of the canal.
	None.

	109
	Resident
	Observation: How does the plan link to Astley Green Mining Museum? The museum has lots of potential and links to the coal mining heritage of the canal / Worsley.
	Agreed.

Astley Green Mining Museum is an integral attraction and part of the story of the canal and is promoted as part of Salford City Council’s current Walks and Water Programme. Links to the Mining Museum are being enhanced through trails, boat trips and the Interpretation Strategy.
	None.

	110
	Resident
	Observation: What is multimedia interpretation?
	Interpretation is telling the story of the area. This can be to do with culture, the environment or the heritage. Multimedia means using different methods to tell the story. The Interpretation Strategy outlines different methods such as guided walks, display panels and plaques, leaflets, audio guides, downloadable trails. 
	None.

	111
	Resident
	Observation: Traditional modes of interpretation such as heritage plaques should be considered alongside multimedia interpretation.
	Comment noted.

The city council want to make the Bridgewater Canal as accessible to as many people as possible. Alongside the masterplan an Interpretation Strategy has been developed. This suggests the use of heritage plaques and panels, public art and sculptures, trails, audio guides and downloadable applications. Further public consultation on site specific interpretation will take place as detailed designs are developed.
	None.

	112
	Salford Disability Forum
	Observation: All interpretation should be completely accessible and include tactile maps and objects to feel for people with hearing / sight impairment.
	Comment noted.

One of the core principles of the Interpretation Strategy is that interpretation is accessible to as wide a range of people as possible.  
	None.

	113
	Resident
	Observation: Interpretation needs to reference the social and industrial history alongside key luminaries such as Queen Victoria.
	Agreed.

The Interpretation Strategy has a number of key themes including social history, industrial history, innovation and invention.
	None.

	114
	Resident
	Observation: There seems to be a big focus on tourism but little mention of the educational opportunities. These need to be built into the scheme alongside opportunities for community cohesion.
	Comment noted.

The canal corridor is a rich educational resource. A Learning Plan has been developed for the canal which aims to enhance the canal’s role as an educational resource. 
	None.

	115
	Resident
	Observation: Interpretation needs to cross-reference the Ship Canal.
	Accepted.

Whilst the primary focus of interpretation will be the heritage of the Bridgewater Canal the links to the Manchester Ship Canal will be included in interpretive material.
	None.

	
	Wildlife and environment
	
	
	

	116
	Resident
	Observation: Encourage business and landowners alongside the towpath to tidy up and improve their land to help overall look of the area.
	Comment noted.

Delivery of the masterplan will require the co-operation of all interested landowners and stakeholders and we will seek to engage these further as the masterplan is implemented.
	None.

	117
	Salford PCT
	Observation: The masterplan should aim to ensure that as many people as possible have sight of greenery due to the positive health impacts this can have.
	Comment noted.

Green infrastructure will be incorporated into detailed design work as it is undertaken.
	This will be incorporated during the detailed design stage.

	
	World Heritage status
	
	
	

	118
	Resident
	Observation: When will World Heritage Status (WHS) become live?
	The Department for Culture, Media and Sport (DCMS) announced its intention in January 2010 to review its tentative list of World Heritage sites with a view to slowing down submissions of nominations. The Bridgewater Canal as a UK cultural site was not a priority under the new guidance. As a result the city council considered if it wished to resubmit the canal for WHS at this point. This was based on the following questions:

(1) Does the area need WHS protection?

(2) Is it feasible to make a submission within the timescale?

(3) Is WHS compatible with aspirations for the area?

Given that the Bridgewater Canal area has significant heritage and environmental protection it does not need additional WHS protection at this point. In addition our ambitions for the canal area are being pursued through this masterplan and the wider Bridgewater Canal project. As such it is deemed not feasible at this point to pursue WHS status. However, this does not prevent the council and its partners from submitting an application for World Heritage Status in the future.
	None.

	
	Steam, Coal and Canal
	
	
	

	119
	Resident
	Observation: It seems that you are echoing the aspirations of the ‘Steam, Coal and Canal’ project.
	Comment noted.

We are aware that a tremendous amount of work has been undertaken previously on the Bridgewater Canal and we have sought to build on and update this work where possible.
	None.

	
	Funding
	
	
	

	120
	Resident
	Observation: How much will the masterplan cost to implement?
	The masterplan will cost approximately £53m to implement, through a combination of public and private sector investment. Of this it is anticipated that approximately £44.5m will be delivered through the private sector and £8.5m via the public sector. 
	None.

	121
	Eccles Community Committee
	Observation: Who / what are the funding sources?
	The masterplan is a 15 year vision for regenerating the canal corridor. Delivering the masterplan will require combining a number of funding sources including the private sector and developer contributions, Salford City Council, Community Committee, the Bridgewater Canal Trust and external funding bodies such as the Heritage Lottery Fund (HLF), the Landfill Trust.  
	None.

	
	Timescales
	
	
	

	122
	Resident
	Observation: There has been a long history of ideas and discussion. It would be good to see some short-term projects implemented.


	Agreed.

The masterplan includes an implementation strategy, detailing short, medium and long-term projects. 

Funding has been secured to from the HLF to appoint a volunteer co-ordinator whose remit will be to engage volunteers in carrying out environmental improvements and heritage projects. 
	None.

	123
	Resident
	Observation: How long will it take to implement the masterplan?
	The masterplan is a 15 year vision and sets out our aspirations for regenerating the canal corridor. Implementation of the masterplan however is subject to successfully acquiring external funding and generating sufficient developer interest. 
	None.

	124
	Resident
	Observation: Need to determine priorities – not everything can be done at once!!
	Agreed.

The masterplan is accompanied by an implementation strategy, detailing likely funding sources and timescales for delivery. This sets out our priorities in terms of developing the canal as a successful local and visitor attraction.
	None.

	125
	Resident
	Observation: Focus on the 2 ‘wonders of the waterways’ at Worsley Delph and Barton Swing Aqueduct.
	Comment noted.

Worsley Delph and Barton Swing Aqueduct are the ‘heritage stars’ of the canal and will naturally form the focal point of visitor interest and activity. Nevertheless the plan aims to balance activity across the 5 canalside villages to ensure the economic benefits are maximised across the canal corridor.
	None.

	
	Safety and security
	
	
	

	126
	Resident
	Observation: Environmental improvements to the canal will also help efforts to reduce anti-social behaviour.
	Support noted.

National best practice case studies suggest that where canals are overlooked and animated by activity it helps to reduce anti-social behaviour.
	None.

	127
	Resident
	Observation: Public realm materials used should be high quality and vandal proof.
	Comment noted.

We support the principle of using the highest quality and most crime resistant materials as possible, subject to cost considerations. 
	None.

	
	Maintenance
	
	
	

	128
	Resident


	Observation: All the proposals need a confirmed and regular maintenance regime
	Agreed.

Maintenance plans will be developed alongside detailed design proposals for specific projects. We recognise the importance of a confirmed and regular maintenance regime and having this in place will be critical to the success of the vision. 
	None.

	
	Destination Worsley
	
	
	

	129
	Resident
	Observation: How do these plans fit in to Destination Worsley’s plans?
	Destination Worsley have been a key consultee in developing the masterplan and are supportive of the overall principles of the masterplan.

Destination Worsley are currently involved as part of a Steering Group in detailed design work being undertaken for Worsley Delph.  
	None.

	
	Activities and events
	
	
	

	130
	Resident
	Observation: Activity on the canal should be promoted to encourage more boat usage i.e more public boat trips.
	Comment noted.

The Walks and Water Programme, which the council launched in 2009 has been a huge success with over 250 people attending boat trips along the canal each year. This will run as a regular programme from now on and be enhanced to encourage greater activity on the canal.
	None.

	131
	Resident
	Observation: Need more leisure facilities for youths e.g skate park, children’s play areas.
	Comment noted.

The emerging Interpretation Strategy makes recommendations to include play areas at Bridgewater Park and Dukes Drive Country Park. These will be subject to more detailed design and consultation.
	None.

	132
	Resident
	Observation: Is there anywhere along the canal where disabled access fishing platforms can be installed?
	Comment noted.

This is subject to more detailed feasibility and design work as specific schemes are brought forward.
	None.

	133
	Resident
	Observation: There is a need for regular guided walks to and along the canal.
	Comment noted.

The Walks and Water Programme, which the council launched in 2009 has been a huge success and will continue to run as an annual programme to encourage greater activity on the canal.
	None.

	134
	Resident
	Comment: Boat owners at the marina may want to be involved in the 250th anniversary celebrations.
	Comment noted.

Events and activities to celebrate the 250th anniversary of the canal will be open to all. Some events may be subject to ticket availability.
	None.

	
	Commercial opportunities / businesses
	
	
	

	135
	Resident
	Observation: Links with local hotels and businesses need to be improved to make visitors more aware of the heritage.
	Comment noted.

A Visitor Management Strategy is currently in the process of being developed. This will explore opportunities to improve linkages with businesses to promote the area and the heritage and vice versa. 
	None.

	136
	Resident
	Observation: Need to look at more commercial opportunities along the canal (shops / retail / cafes), specifically in Worsley and Monton. 
	Comment noted.

We think the masterplan contains an appropriate and sustainable mix of development. This does not however preclude further commercial developments being brought forward in the future provided they are consistent with planning policy.
	None.

	137
	Resident
	Observation: Too much emphasis on investment and not enough on return. Needs to emphasise the economic benefits and in particular job creation.
	Comment noted.

An economic impact assessment has been undertaken. This anticipates that the improvements will generate an additional spend of £2.1m per year and create a minimum of 86 new jobs in the area. This would give a payback period of approximately 4 years on the public sector investment.
	None.

	
	Parking
	
	
	

	138
	Resident
	Observation: The plans need to include disabled parking and access. 
	Agreed.

A Visitor Management Strategy is in the process of being developed. This will address gateways, access and parking and will reflect the recommendations of the Bridgewater Canal Access Plan.
	None.

	139
	Salford Disability Forum
	Observation: Car parking across the canal is essential if this plan is to work. This needs to be looked at in more detail, particularly parking alongside the canal.
	Agreed.

A Visitor Management Strategy is in the process of being developed. This will address gateways, transport, parking, orientation, wayfinding and visitor information across the canal corridor.
	None.

	
	Traffic and transport
	
	
	

	140
	Resident
	Observation: The plan needs to consider public transport links to areas that will attract more visitors.
	Comment noted.

A Visitor Management Strategy is in the process of being developed. This will address gateways, transport, parking, orientation, wayfinding and visitor information across the canal corridor.
	None.

	141
	Resident
	Observation: What will be the overall traffic impact of the proposals? Anything that increases the number of private cars visiting congested destinations should be removed to enhance the location.
	Comment noted.

The aim of the masterplan is to attract more visitors to the canal. It is accepted not all of these will access the canal via public transport. The developing Visitor Management Strategy will look at addressing managing traffic flows across the canal. Detailed traffic impact assessments will be undertaken as and when planning applications are submitted if required.  
	None.

	142
	Worsley & Boothstown Community Committee
	Comment: Need to look at shared surfaces to deal with problem of traffic speed.


	Comment noted.

This will be subject to detailed design work. General highway improvement works are not however eligible for external funding so would need to be funded through the council and devolved highways budgets.
	None.

	
	Marketing
	
	
	

	143
	Resident
	Observation: Marketing of the canal will be important. How will it be marketed to ensure the vision is achieved?
	Marketing of the city’s tourism offer is undertaken through Visit Salford and wider campaigns such as Modern History and Manchester’s Countryside. Marketing of the canal will be integrated into these campaigns as and when the product is developed.   
	None.

	
	Towpaths
	
	
	

	144
	Resident
	Support: Support resurfacing and widening of the towpath which would mean that the towpath can be used more as a commuter route to the Trafford Centre, work, recreational cycling, walking etc


	Support noted.

The aim of the masterplan is to widen the towpath to up to 3 metres where feasible, in line with Sustrans guidance. This would support the multi-functional usage of the canal as suggested. There are sections of the towpath, for instance in Barton, where this will not be feasible but the aim is to widen it as far as possible.
	None.

	145
	Resident
	Observation: No point in installing cycle-hire facilities as the Bridgewater Canal byelaws forbid cycling on the towpath.
	Not accepted.

Where the towpath has been improved and resurfaced access for cyclists is being reinstated.
	None.

	146
	Resident
	Observation: Need lighting along the towpath so people can use at night.
	Comment noted.

Lighting ducts have been installed along the towpath where improvements have been undertaken. The council supports the aspiration to install lighting along the towpath though this has to be balanced against the ongoing revenue cost that this would incur.
	None.

	147
	Salford West Partnership Board
	Comment: Should aim to open up access on non-towpath side of the canal.

	Comment noted.
The masterplan strategy contains a number of principles to guide development including that development on the non-towpath side should allow for public access along the canal.
	None.

	148
	Resident
	Observation: Where possible entry to the canal and paths should be designed to discourage motorcycles / mopeds.
	Comment noted.

As detailed proposals are developed we will be working closely with Greater Manchester Police (GMP) to ensure anti-social behaviour problems are addressed and minimised.
	None.

	
	Seating
	
	
	

	149
	Salford Disability Forum
	Comment: Ensure seating across the canal is accessible.
	Comment noted.

Seating will be made accessible for all.
	None.

	
	Signage / wayfinding
	
	
	

	150
	Resident
	Observation: I would stress the need for improved signage across the whole of the canal corridor, particularly in Worsley and in Worsley Woods
	Agreed.

A Visitor Management Strategy is in the process of being developed. This will address gateways, transport, parking orientation, wayfinding and visitor information across the canal corridor. 
	None.

	
	Pedestrian bridges
	
	
	

	151
	Salford West Partnership Board and resident
	Observation: Is it realistic to propose so many additional pedestrian bridges? Should the bridges be prioritised according to need.
	Comment noted.

Access and creating circular walking routes are a key issue which the masterplan seeks to address. Nevertheless bridges are often prohibitively expensive. It is accepted therefore that the number of new bridges should be reduced. 
	Bridges at Dukes Drive Country Park and GUS site to be prioritised.  Other bridges only to come forward where development led. 

	
	Extension of masterplan
	
	
	

	152
	Eccles Community Committee
	Comment: Are there any proposals to extend the principles of the masterplan to other areas given the canal runs through seven other local authority areas.
	Comment noted.

Trafford and Wigan Council have both been involved in developing the masterplan. It is, however, a decision of other local authorities whether to adopt the broad principles of this masterplan for their administrative area.
	None.


Annex B - List of organisations notified of consultation

	Ambiente
	Greater Manchester Ecology Unit (GMEU)
	Salford Primary Care Trust

	Barton Arms
	Greater Manchester Fire and Rescue
	Sustrans Greater Manchester

	Blacksticks Restaurant
	Greater Manchester Passenger Transport Executive (GMPTE)
	The Basin

	Boothstown Residents Association
	Greater Manchester Police (GMP)
	The Grapes

	Bridgewater Arms Hotel
	Groundwork
	The John Gilbert Public House

	Bridgewater Canal Trust
	Highways Agency
	The Moorings Public House

	Bridgewater Marina
	Inland Waterways Association
	The Waterside Bar & Restaurant

	British Waterways
	Manchester Ship Canal Company
	Tung Fong Chinese Restaurant

	Central Salford Urban Regeneration Company
	Marriot Worsley Park Hotel and Country Club
	Trafford Council

	City West Housing Trust
	Migratio
	University of Salford

	Coal Authority
	Milan Restaurant
	Urban Vision

	Commission for the New Economy
	Monton Community Village Association
	Visit Manchester

	Destination Worsley
	Monton House Hotel
	Wigan Council

	Eccles Community Committee
	North West Development Agency (NWDA)
	White Lion

	Eccles & District Historical Society
	Novotel Hotel
	Worsley & Boothstown Community Committee

	English Heritage
	Owen Knox
	Worsley Civic Trust

	English Nature
	Peel Holdings
	Worsley Community Village Association

	Environment Agency
	Quays Coffee House
	

	Fellicini
	Red Rose Forest
	Worsley Cruising Club

	Friends of Patricroft Railway Station
	Salford Community Leisure
	Worsley Dry Docks

	Greater Manchester Archaeological Unit (GMAU)
	Salford Disability Forum
	Worsley Golf Club


Annex C - Breakdown of questionnaire respondents
128 reponsdents out of 154 completed the further details question. The breakdown is as follows:

· 46.1% of respondents were female

· 53.9% were male

· 4.7% of all respondents were aged under 18

· 0.8% were aged 18-24

· 7% were aged 25-34

· 11.7% were aged 35-44

· 12.5% were aged 45-54

· 30.5% were aged 55-64

· 32.8% were aged 65 +

Of the female respondents:

· 5.1% were under 18

· 1.7% were 18-25

· 8.5% were 25-34

· 11.9% were 35-44

· 13.5% were 45-54

· 30.5% were 55-64

· 28.8% were 65+

Of the male respondents:

· 4.3% were under 18

· There were no respondents aged 18-25

· 5.8% were 25-34

· 11.6% were 35-44

· 11.6 were 45-54

· 30.4% were 55-64

· 36.2% were 65+
