
Draft Minutes of the Meeting of the Conservation Areas Advisory Committee 

of Saddleworth Parish Council held at the Civic Hall, Uppermill 

On Thursday 28th May 2015 

 

    There were present: Cllr. Mr. S. Hewitt - Chairman 

                       Cllr. Mr. M.Buckley - Vice Chairman 

            Meg Langton 

         Mr. J. Carr 

 

Apologies: Mr. D. Chadderton 

 

The Vice Chairman introduced the Chairman, Cllr Steve Hewitt, and welcomed him to the meeting. 

 

Minutes of last Meeting: Approved 

 

Matters Arising:  

 

Ref:      Applicant      Location 

_______________________________________________________________________________________ 

 

HH/336814/15  Mr. & Mrs. Green    14 King Street, Delph 

Loft conversion with roof lights and creation of light well 

to front lower ground floor room 

 

Recommendation: APPROVAL 

In general, the use of Velux-type roof lights in a conservation area should be restricted to the rear views 

of the property. This is particularly important where the roofs of the buildings are visible from adjoining 

hillsides. However, in this instance, the impact of the additional roof light is likely to be minimal. The 

new light well is not likely to be very noticeable from the street and would not have a significant impact 

on the character of the conservation area. The cover of the light well should be in keeping with the 

conservation area. 

_______________________________________________________________________________________ 

HH/336894/15  Mr. Wolfenden    12 Oak View Road, Greenfield 

            Two storey side extension 

Recommendation: REFUSAL 

The principle of the extension on this gable is acceptable. However, the proposed development would 

detract from the character of this Victorian terrace. The concept of a first and second extension on 

pillars is felt to be inappropriate in this context and the proposed fenestration is also unattractive. The 

use of reclaimed materials, as proposed, is welcomed but it is felt the development could be improved 

by further consideration.  

_______________________________________________________________________________________ 

AD/336851/15  Bestway Group    120-122 Chew Valley Road, Greenfield 

            Erection of 7 no. non-illuminated signs 

Recommendation: APPROVAL 

Although the logo has a modern appearance it blends in reasonably well with the appearance and 

colour of the traditional shop front. 

_______________________________________________________________________________________ 



HH/336712/15  Lynder Myers    2 Walkers Close, Uppermill 

            Single storey side extension. 

 

Recommendation: APPROVAL 

_______________________________________________________________________________________ 

AD/336848/15  Bestway Group    71 High Street, Uppermill 

            Erection of 1 no. internally illuminated sign and 4 no. non 

            Illuminated sign 

Recommendation: REFUSAL 

The proposed logo is too dominating in both style and colour and the proposals would seriously 

detract from the character of the conservation area. Unlike the Greenfield pharmacy, this modern shop 

front needs to be carefully treated if it is to blend in with the surrounding classical stone streetscape. 

The blank window with the cartoon advertisement is highly inappropriate to the surroundings and 

should be left blank in a neutral colour. Brilliant white is not a colour that sits well in a Pennine 

conservation area and while wishing to respect the commercial logo of the company we feel its use in 

this context needs to be handled far more sensitively. 

 

_______________________________________________________________________________________ 

LB/336847/15  Mr. G. Davies     11 Strawberry Lane, Lydgate 

            Alterations to front elevations 

 

Recommendation: APPROVAL 

_______________________________________________________________________________________ 

LB/336875/15  Mr. Stott      5-6 Thurstons, Ridge Lane, Delph 

            Replacement windows 

 

Recommendation: APPROVAL 

The style of windows that have been introduced into this building is inappropriate. However, 

considering the elapsed time since their introduction it would be appropriate to change the designs at 

some point in the not too distant future when the need arises. The existing frames are too heavy and 

profiles of the glazing bars and frames as recommended by this committee for other similar buildings 

(suggested designs attached) would be more in keeping. Double glazed units are quite acceptable and 

these should be of the “heritage” type.  

_______________________________________________________________________________________ 


