
REPORT TO PICKMERE PARISH COUNCIL 

14th July 2020 

ITEM 8.4 – UPDATE – PROBLEMS RELATING TO VISITORS AT THE LAKE 

1. Report 

1.1 Members will recall that at your meeting on 19th June you resolved that a further attempt was 
to be made to secure from CEC a list of officer contacts so that a comprehensive discussion 
could be held with them about how future visitor problems might be prevented or mitigated, 
failing which the Council would communicate its dissatisfaction with CEC to the local press. 

1.2 No additional useful information was received via the PC’s contact with the Leader of CEC and 
so, as members know, a press release was issued to the Knutsford Guardian and a complaint 
was submitted to CEC.  It was followed very quickly with comments from a senior councillor 
from CEC which said that that council would be pleased to discuss these matters with the PC.  
However no substantive help was provided until a contact at officer level elicited the names 
and contact details of various key CEC officers. 

1.3  As a result of that information, discussions have in only the last week been held, some by 
telephone and some online, with officers at CEC who manage: 

 The maintenance of highway yellow lines. 
 The making of new Traffic Regulation Orders, which might lead to the painting of 

additional yellow lines and/or a change in the times that parking is not permitted. 
 The policing of yellow lines. 
 The team which deals with issues of anti-social behaviour in the district. 
 The management of public footpaths. 

1.4 The key conclusions of these discussions are as follows. 

2. Highways and parking issues 

2.1 In relation to the enforcement of the existing yellow lines, CEC’s civil enforcement team are 
now aware of the issues.  There was some difficulty when the problems were at their height 
since that team was apparently largely diverted to other duties linked with the Covid crisis and 
were taken away from traffic warden duties.  That has now changed and although the team is 
limited in number and has various other severe and continuing parking problems to deal with, 
including for example on the roads near Macclesfield Forest, they have attended Pickmere, 
but when the weather has meant that there was no particular parking issue here. 

2.2 That highlights the importance of communications between the PC and that team so that we 
can inform them when particular problems are likely to arise; the Clerk now has a contact 
telephone number for the team leader which hopefully will assist on future occasions. 

2.3 As discussed previously with the Knutsford division of Cheshire Police, police attendance in 
relation to parking/highway obstruction, or indeed public order, issues can relate to the 
number of 101 complaints the Police received on the day. 

2.4 The need for repainting/refreshing of the existing but faded yellow lines on Park Lane (which 
originated in 2008) has been raised.  CEC are investigating the availability of funding to be able 
to implement that relatively quickly.  An update on this may be possible at your meeting. 



2.5 A discussion has been held around the idea of extending yellow lines more widely in the 
village.  CEC’s officer was happy to explore and pursue this further.  In doing so he emphasised 
that the Traffic Regulation Order (TRO) process is long and tortuous and can take up to 2 years 
to conclude.  The statutory process contains provision for public consultation, but in addition 
CEC lays heavy emphasis on informal consultations with residents before the formal process 
is commenced. 

2.6 CEC’s policy is also apparently to reinforce the prohibition of parking on road junctions with 
for instance double yellow lines in such restricted locations, and this may form a part of any 
new proposals. 

2.7 An initial thought therefore is to request CEC to consider a new Traffic Regulation Order(s) to 
bring yellow lines to those parts of the village where they do not now exist – including for 
instance The Orchards, Clover Drive, Merehaven Close, Wellfield Close.  The times any such 
lines might operate might be somewhat similar to the current lines, though there would be 
the possibility of seeking some variation.  Both CEC and the Parish Council are well aware that 
any such lines will affect Pickmere residents as much as (or more than) visitors to the village 
and this will obviously be made evident when any detailed proposals are produced. As 
mentioned, there would be comprehensive consultation with affected householders at 
several stages before any changes are brought into force. 

2.8 Starting the process of preparing any such orders will require the support of our CEC district 
councillor and will initially be subject to the views of the ‘Area Highways Group’ organised 
through CEC.  There is the opportunity for the Parish Council to be represented at this group’s 
meetings, and this has been requested on your Council’s behalf. 

3. Public order and similar issues 

3.1 A distinction can be made between problems of just too many people in one location, and the 
problems relating to public order – including overuse of alcohol – and the use of and possibly 
dealing in banned substances, etc. 

3.2 There are no powers that might enable the Police or CEC simply to state that there are too 
many people in one location (i.e. the IROS field) and that they should therefore disperse.  The 
only possible remedy there would be for the Parish Council simply to state that it is closing the 
field.  Even then, from experience, the Police would generally not be willing to support the 
attempted dispersal of large crowds of people, unless there were clear public order issues. 

3.3 In relation to public order matters, the Police have powers to take action in certain 
circumstances.  When the problems were at their height this summer the Police did, on one 
weekend, make a ‘Dispersal Order’ which, among other things, allows the police to disperse 
groups of one or more persons where their presence or behaviour has resulted or is likely to 
result, in a member of the public being harassed, intimidated, alarmed or distressed.  Such 
orders are not made on a frequent basis and only operate for short periods.  The Police clearly 
also have powers in respect of drug use and dealing. 

3.4 The possibility of CEC introducing a Public Space Protection Order on the IROS (and possibly 
adjoining public footpath) has been explored.  This measure is perhaps most frequently used 
to discourage dog fouling in certain areas, or perhaps the consumption of alcohol in the open.  
Again it would require a formal process involving public consultation.  However, it is 
considered that such a measure may not be able to accommodate the types of control that 



the PC may wish to have in the case of future problems, and even if it were possible, PSPOs 
have restricted effect where persons under the age of 18 contravene its requirements. 

3.5 CEC are members of a ‘Multi-Agency Team’ which also involves the Police and other services, 
and considers ASB/public order/crime issues and the officer has agreed to report to that team 
on the problems here, and to explore possible future measures.  It may be that the PC could 
be represented at a future discussion of the MAG and this will be explored.   

3.6 The ASB team at CEC and the Police do liaise on this type of matter and such links are now 
being reinvigorated following the difficulties of operating during the full lockdown. 

4.  Public Health issues 

4.1 There is apparently no power for the Police or CEC to prevent open areas being used by 
persons as a toilet, which has clearly been a problem near the lake and IROS. 

5. Public Footpath 

5.1 There are only very restricted powers available to CEC to block a public footpath even for a 
temporary period, and none available to landowners (including the Parish Council). 

6. Summary 

6.1 Having finally managed to secure consultation with relevant parts of CEC and the Police, the 
results that have been achieved include the following: 

 Better lines of communication with the Police in the case of future problems 
 Better lines of communication with the Civil Enforcement (traffic warden) team of CEC 

in the case of future problems 
 Provision of traffic cones by CEC – which while partly cosmetic have some effect on 

limiting and controlling on-street parking at peak times 
 CEC’s intention to seek the refreshing of existing yellow lines in the village as soon as 

finance becomes available 
 CEC’s agreement to explore the making (a) fresh Traffic Regulation Order(s) to extend 

yellow lines in the village. 
 Hopefully representation of the Parish Council at a future meeting of both the Multi-

Agency Team that considers ASB/public order and other similar issues, and also at the 
Area Highways Group for this part of Cheshire East, in respect of possible further 
parking controls. 

6.2 However, it remains clear that no matter what assistance may be gained from other bodies, 
the only direct control the Parish Council has in the context of these problems is over the use 
of its own land, and for instance the power to close it on certain days or times.  How that might 
be achieved in practice however is where difficulties arise. 

7. Recommendation 

7.1 That members note the report and record the Council’s thanks to the officers of the 
organisations concerned for their help and the advice that has been given. 

7.2 That the potential for Council representation on the two working groups referred to be 
pursued. 

7.3 That discussions continue with CEC in respect of the extension of (a) Traffic Regulation 
Order(s) in the village, that the Chair in association with the Clerk be authorised to pursue the 



design of such proposals, and that such proposals be brought back for consideration by Council 
when they have reached a detailed stage but before they are formally taken up by CEC. 

7.4 That the contact details of the various Police and CEC officers be kept by the Clerk on behalf 
of the Council and that no authority be given to disseminate such details to others without 
the agreement of the Chair. 

 

 

 

 

 

 


