
   

 
 

    

Contact: Torin Fuller - Senior Governance 
Officer 

Tel: 01246 217375 

Email: torin.fuller@ne-derbyshire.gov.uk 

Date: Friday, 28 November 2025 

 
To: Members of the Environment Scrutiny Committee 
 
Please attend a meeting of the Environment Scrutiny Committee to be held on Monday, 8 
December 2025, at 1.30 pm in Meeting Rooms 1 & 2, District Council Offices, 2013 Mill 
Lane, Chesterfield S42 6NG. 
 
 
Yours sincerely  
 

 
Assistant Director of Governance and Monitoring Officer  
 
 

 
Members of The Committee 

 

  
Councillor C Smith (Chair) Councillor F Adlington-Stringer (Vice-Chair) 
Councillor R Beech Councillor K Clegg 
Councillor A Dale Councillor L Deighton 
Councillor T Lacey Councillor F Petersen 
Councillor C Renwick  
  

 
Any substitutions must be notified to the Governance Manager in advance by midday the 
working day before the meeting. 
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A G E N D A 
 

1   Apologies for Absence   
 

2   Declarations of Interest   
 

 Members are requested to declare the existence and nature of any disclosable 
pecuniary interests and/or other interests, not already on their register of 
interests, in any item on the agenda and withdraw from the meeting at the 
appropriate time.  
 

3   Wingerworth Lido  (Pages 4 - 166) 
 

 For Committee to review evidence on the Wingerworth Lido and propose 
recommendations on its future use, and to review the decision making process of 
the Asset Management Board and propose recommendations for the future.  
 

 Council Officer Submission  
 

 Wingerworth Lido Evidence  
o Survey Response Report  
o Written Representations  
o Online Petition  
o Countryside Alliance Correspondence with the Council  

 

 Asset Management Board (AMB) 
o Decision-making Route of the Board  
o AMB Evidence  

 
Redaction of certain information has been done so as not to disclose 
exempt information as defined in Part 1 of Schedule 12A to the Local 
Government Act 1972 (as amended by the Local Government (Access to 
Information) (Variation) Order 2006) and also in line with the Local 
Authorities (Overview and Scrutiny Committees (England) Regulations 
2012. 
 

___________ 
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Access for All statement 
 

You can request this document or information in another format such as 

large print or language or contact us by: 

 
 Phone -01246 231111 

 Email - connectne@ne-derbyshire.gov.uk 

 Text - 07800 00 24 25 

 BSL Video Call – a three way video call with us and a BSL interpreter. It is free 

to call North East Derbyshire District Council with Sign Solutions or call into the 

offices at Wingerworth.  

 Call with Relay UK via textphone or app on 0800 500 888 a free phone service  

 Visiting our offices at 2013 Mill Lane, Wingerworth, S42 6NG 
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WINGERWORTH LIDO 
 

COUNCIL OFFICER SUBMISSION 
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Wingerworth Lido: Scrutiny Briefing Report 
Prepared by: Matthew Broughton, Director of Growth and Assets 

Date: 22 November 2025 
 
Purpose 
This purpose of the report is to: 
- Provide a brief history of the series of events pre and post the decision 
- Summarise the current position from an officer perspective following consultation with 
the Angling Trust, Derbyshire Wildlife Trust (DWT), and local environmental interest 
groups. 

 
Pre-decision 
For many months prior to the Council considering ending the lease with Clay Cross 
Angling Association (CCAA), the Council regularly received accusations from the public 
of poor management by CCAA especially relating to negative environmental impacts.  
 
A particular issue, that is contested by the Angling Community is their continued use of 
Blue Dye (Dyofix), a UV suppressant and the consequences on the wider biodiversity. 
The Council does not employ ecologists and in general, obtains professional advice 
from Derbyshire Wildlife Trust, who also, amongst other things, raised the use of the 
Blue Dye as a concern. 
  
A few months prior to the Council acting (July-24), were the deaths of some new-born 
cygnets which appeared to be caused by discarded fishing line and hooks. These 
matters were reported to the Police. This incident led to the Council receiving a number 
of formal complaints from residents, emails raising concerns about the CCAA and 
further letters complaining about the club’s management of the fishing rights at the site. 
 
Discussions with Derbyshire Wildlife Trust and their most recent surveys had also raised 
concerns regarding the decline in biodiversity and brought into question the Councils 
Statutory Duties. 
 
A council’s statutory duties are the legal obligations placed on it by legislation, requiring 
it to act in areas such as environmental protection, public safety, and governance; these 
duties guide and constrain officer decision-making to ensure compliance with the law 
and the delivery of services in the public interest. 
 
In line with the constitution and prior to the decision, officers consulted with Portfolio 
Holder, Finance and Legal colleagues through the August 2024 Asset Management 
Board (an advisory body as set out in the Constitution), along with consultation with 
local elected members.  
 
In September 2024, CCAA association were also contacted to make them aware of our 
intention to end the Lease. 
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The Decision (17 December 2024) 
The decision to end the agreement was taken on the 17 December 2024 by serving the 
relevant notice. At that time, concerns had been raised with regards the environmental 
decline of the pond, supported by Derbyshire Wildlife Trust and through consultation 
with elected members, no concerns or objections were raised with regards the loss of 
fishing and support for the decision was received. 
 
The decision was taken by the Assistant Director – Property, Estates & Assets, utilising 
delegated powers from the Executive. The Council manages hundreds of lease 
agreements across the council estate and thousands of land and HRA assets are 
included. The decision taken was not considered anything outside of the ordinary or 
politically contentious, this view was supported by no challenge from CCAA and no 
objection through the consultation process. 
 
Post-decision 
January 2025 - CCAA acknowledged the decision, didn’t challenge the decision and 
immediately started discussions with regards removal of their fish stocks, signage and 
fishing pegs. 
 
January 2025 - CCAA informed their club through their Facebook group on the 6 
January notifying club members from 30 June 2025, they will no longer be able to fish 
the Lido. 
 
February 2025 – CCAA commission company to remove the fish from the Lido 
 
February – July 2025 - Dialogue with the Friends of Wingerworth Lido and Derbyshire 
Wildlife Trust  
 
30 June 2025 – CCAA lease comes to an end 
 
August 2025 – Draft licence agreement and example constitution for the group were 
shared with the ‘Friends of Wingerworth Lido’ representatives for consideration. 
 
August 2025 – NEDDC asked the community to ‘express an interest’ if they wanted to 
participate and be part of ‘Friends of Wingerworth Lido’ through a social media 
campaign.  
 
August 2025 – First media enquiry received regarding Wingerworth Lido 
 
August 2025 – First contact from Countryside Alliance and other such groups 
 
September 2025 – Engagement with Derbyshire Wildlife Trust with regards the scope 
of a Biodiversity Improvement Plan 
 
September 2025 – Council motion to review the decision at Environment Scrutiny. 
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October 2025 – Met with Cllrs Shipman & Hancock and a member of the public 
Domonic Webb to discuss the Lido and potential legal proceedings.  
 
October 2025 – Following the above meeting and a suggestion that Wingerworth 
Parish Council were considering taking on the management of fishing at the Lido, the 
Parish Council was contacted to seek their proposal. In response, the Parish Council 
suggested to wait for the Environment Scrutiny to complete its work and then discuss 
matters further. 
 
October 2025 – The Leader and Director of Growth and Assets met with the Angling 
Trust to hear their proposals and through their representation, that of CCAA. 
 
November 2025 – Derbyshire Wildlife Trust were commissioned to create the 
Biodiversity Improvement Plan with works starting in April 2026 due to seasonality of the 
required surveys. 
 
November 2025 – Derbyshire Wildlife Trust indicate a potential temporary arrangement 
which includes fishing but requires much tighter management, no further water 
treatment and no further artificially restocking, amongst other things.  
 
November 2025 – A meeting took place between the Council, Angling Trust and 
Wingerworth Wildlife (A prospective friends group participant) to seek common ground 
and a potential way forward preparing for all eventualities from the Scrutiny review. 
 
November 2025 – Both the Angling Trust and environmental interest groups have their 
differences of opinion and are sore from the recent social media abuse perceived by 
both ‘sides’. However, they both agree angling and environment enhancement can exist 
together on the Lido and suggest the potential of non-exclusive use for an angling club 
and ‘Friends of’ group prior to the Biodiversity Improvement Plan and action Plan is 
complete.  
 
In Conclusion: 
The above should be seen as an indicative timeline to provide Scrutiny Committee an 
overview of the series of events. There have been many officers involved in 
Wingerworth Lido since August 2025 from teams across the Council including Estates, 
Legal, Governance, Performance and Engagement, Communications and Senior 
Management Team. There has also been a vast amount of correspondence on the 
matter both internal and external. Naturally, the timeline above does not consider all the 
correspondence and is a summarised view.  
 
As this paper is to inform the Scrutiny Committee, it doesn’t include any steps the 
scrutiny have taken or taking to support their review (Consultation, stakeholder 
submissions, etc). 
 
I’m are aware that Scrutiny has invited written representations from all stakeholders. 
Again, for the avoidance of doubt, any summarising of the stakeholder position in this 
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paper only summarises the position as I understand it. The direct submissions to the 
scrutiny committee from stakeholders should be considered their definitive position. 
 
The decision was taken under the correct constitutional authority, by the appropriate 
officer, and within delegated powers. All required consultations were completed and 
documented.  
 
Along the way, council officers have engaged with all stakeholders to achieve the best 
outcome for residents whilst meeting our statutory duties. Officers recognise and 
support the review process, and welcome the recommendations from Scrutiny, whatever 
they may be, informed by public consultation and stakeholder input. 
 
Finally, in making your recommendations please consider the councils statutory duties 
and take advice as necessary. The council cannot lawfully make a decision that goes 
against its statutory duties. 
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Background 

Wingerworth Lido (Smithy Pond) has been a cherished community asset in North East 
Derbyshire for generations, valued for its unique blend of recreation, natural beauty, and 
social connection. In 2025, North East Derbyshire District Council (NEDDC) launched a 
public consultation to gather a comprehensive range of views on the Lido’s current and 
future use. The Environmental Scrutiny Committee commissioned the consultation to 
inform their review of the decision to terminate a lease agreement with Clay Cross Angling 
Association. This initiative was prompted by significant local debate—particularly around 
the future of angling at the site—and a recognition that decisions about the Lido should be 
shaped by the voices of those who use and care for it most. 

Notably, the consultation attracted considerable attention both locally and nationally, with 
coverage on BBC News online and engagement from organisations such as the 
Countryside Alliance and The Angling Trust.  

 

Survey Methodology 

The consultation was conducted through an accessible online survey, hosted on Snap 
Surveys, and promoted widely via the Council website, social media, community groups, 
and local posters. The survey was open to all, with targeted outreach to ensure both local 
residents and wider stakeholders had the opportunity to participate. A drop-in session was 
held at Mill Lane offices too, where residents had the opportunity to complete a paper copy 
of the survey questionnaire. 

Respondents were invited to answer a mix of closed and open-ended questions, exploring 
their use of the Lido, the features they value, desired improvements, and any concerns or 
suggestions for the future. Open-ended responses were systematically coded and 
thematically analysed to identify key trends and representative viewpoints, while 
quantitative data was summarised using descriptive statistics. This approach ensured both 
statistical rigour and the inclusion of nuanced, qualitative insights, providing a robust 
evidence base for decision-making. 

 

Sample Size and Response Rate 

• Total respondents: 1,174 (online 1,161 and paper 13) 
• Survey period: 3 weeks (Monday 3/11/25 to Sunday 23/11/25 
• Response rate: Not applicable (open public survey) 
• Data filter: All respondents included, no exclusions applied. 

The consultation generated an exceptionally high level of engagement, with 1,174 
responses received over a three-week period. This strong response demonstrates the 
depth of community interest and interest from the wider angling community, in the future of 
Wingerworth Lido. While the population of Wingerworth itself is around 6,500 residents, 
the consultation’s reach extended much further, with interested parties from across the 
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district and beyond contributing their views. 
 

Demographic information was recorded to ensure a comprehensive understanding of 
public opinion, and the diversity of responses will be invaluable in guiding the decision-
making process. It is worth noting that the consultation’s prominence in local and national 
media further encouraged participation and broadened the range of perspectives captured. 

The percentages throughout the report may not always add exactly to 100% due to 

rounding.  

A Snap surveys standard report containing a full list of comments added by respondents 

has also been forwarded to the stakeholder distribution list (the appendices within this 

report provide an overview of respondent comments). 
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Executive Summary 
 

Wingerworth Lido Consultation 
 

Introduction 

Wingerworth Lido stands at the heart of a vibrant and passionate community, serving as 
both a tranquil retreat and a lively hub for recreation, nature, and social connection. The 
2025 consultation was launched in response to a Council motion requesting Environment 
Scrutiny Committee review a decision to end a lease agreement with Clay Cross Angling 
Association. From the outset, it was clear that the Lido’s interest extends far beyond its 
immediate surroundings. The consultation quickly attracted widespread attention, with 
articles appearing on BBC News online and engagement from national organisations such 
as the Countryside Alliance and The Angling Trust.  

Against this backdrop, the Wingerworth Lido consultation has provided a rich and detailed 
picture of community sentiment, attracting 1,174 responses and generating significant 
local and national interest. The consultation revealed a strong sense of attachment to the 
Lido, with many respondents visiting regularly and expressing passionate views about its 
management—particularly in relation to fishing. 

Key Findings 

Local Engagement: 68.7% of respondents were North East Derbyshire residents, with 
Wingerworth itself accounting for the largest share (48.5% of local respondents). 

Frequency of Use: The Lido is well-used, with 13.8% visiting daily, 23.8% weekly, 
17.1% monthly, and 35.9% occasionally. Only 9.4% reported never visiting. 

Activities Enjoyed: Top 5 Activities:  

• Walking: 687 (58.5%)  

• Nature appreciation: 577 (49.1%)  

• Fishing: 555 (47.3%)  

• Wildlife watching: 49 (42.3%)  

• Dog walking: 369 (31.4%)  

Aspects: Natural beauty, recreation/leisure, wildlife/biodiversity, and peace/quiet were 
most frequently cited. 

Importance Ratings:  

• Fishing: 70.1% of respondents rated as 'very important' 
• Community access: 69.1% 'very important' 
• Wildlife / biodiversity: 66.1% 'very important' 
• Opportunities for recreation: 56.0% rated as 'very important'. 

Desired Improvements: The most common suggestions were reinstating fishing, 
improving maintenance, enhancing biodiversity, and providing more seating and 
accessible paths. 
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Concerns: The most frequently raised concerns related to the management of 
fishing (both positive and negative), maintenance of the site, impact on wildlife, and 
the need for balanced access for all users. 

Open-Ended Responses: These revealed a wide range of views, with strong 
support for both angling and wildlife conservation, and calls for collaborative 
management and transparent decision-making. 

Key Themes 

• Fishing: Fishing emerged as the most divisive issue. Many respondents credited 
anglers and angling clubs with maintaining the Lido, supporting biodiversity, and 
providing social and mental health benefits. Others raised concerns about the 
impact of fishing on wildlife (especially birds and amphibians), litter (hooks/lines), 
and the use of blue dye in the water. There were also calls for the Lido to be 
managed primarily as a wildlife reserve, with some advocating for a compromise or 
shared management approach. 

• Community Cohesion: Many respondents expressed concern about division within 
the community and called for inclusive, transparent decision-making. 

• Maintenance and Facilities: Calls for improved maintenance, more seating, better 
paths, and accessible facilities were common. 

• Wildlife and Biodiversity: Many valued the Lido as a haven for wildlife and 
supported actions to enhance biodiversity, sometimes alongside fishing, sometimes 
instead of it. 

• Mental Health and Wellbeing: The importance of the Lido for mental health, 
relaxation, and social connection was frequently mentioned. 

Conclusion 

The consultation’s high profile reflected in coverage by BBC News online and interest from 
national organisations demonstrates the significant interest in the future of the Lido. This 
level of engagement has ensured that a broad spectrum of voices has been heard, 
providing a robust foundation for future decision-making. 

The consultation has surfaced a rich tapestry of views, blending passion for tradition with 
calls for modernisation and environmental care. While fishing remains the most divisive 
issue, the dialogue has also revealed shared priorities—such as maintaining the Lido’s 
natural character, improving facilities, and fostering inclusivity. These common threads 
offer a starting point for constructive engagement and supported further with comments 
around collaborative management. 
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Respondent Profiling Information 
Key demographic information was captured in the survey to help build a respondent profile 
and assist with equalities monitoring. A table of results is included below together with the 
summary of key points below which compares this information to the district’s profile taken 
from the 2021 Population Census. 

 

Respondent 

Characteristic 

Overall 

Respondent 

Profile % 

% Population 

Figures 

(2021 Census) 

Gender   

Male 72 49 

Female 27 51 

Other 1 0 

 

Age Group  (age % as 

proportion of 2021 

population aged 

16+) 

16-24 years 

25-34 

35-44 

45-54 

55-59 

60-64 

1 

9 

13 

17 

13 

15 

10 

13 

13 

17 

9 

8 

65-74 23 16 

75 & over 

 

9 14 

Ethnicity 

White British or Irish 

Ethnic Minority 

(including white- 

other) 

 

 

99 

1 

 

96 

4 

 

 

 

Disability 

Yes, limited a lot. 

Yes, limited a little 

No 

 

 

9 

18 

73 

 

11 

11 

78 

 

 

. 
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The demographic profile of survey respondents reveals some notable differences 

compared to the 2021 census data. Males are overrepresented, while females are 

underrepresented in the survey sample. There is also an overrepresentation of 

respondents in the 55–59, 60–64, and 65–74 age groups, whereas those aged 16–24, 25–

34, and 75 and over are underrepresented. The proportions of respondents aged 35–44 

and 45–54 closely match the census population profile. Ethnic minorities are 

underrepresented among survey participants. Additionally, individuals reporting a disability 

that limits them a little are overrepresented, while those with more significant disabilities or 

no disability are underrepresented. 

 

 

 

72%

27%

1%

Sex / Gender Profile by 
Respondent %

Male

Female

Other

16-
24

25-
34

35-
44

45-
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55-
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60-
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65-
74
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years
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over

% of respondents 1.1 9.8 13.1 16.6 12.8 14.6 23.1 8.9
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1%

Ethnicity Profile by Respondent 
%

White British

Ethnic Minority
(Including White
Other)

Yes,
limited

a lot

Yes,
limited
a little

No

% of respondents 8.9 18.0 73.1
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Wingerworth Lido Consultation - Survey Results 
 

Introduction 

This section presents the detailed findings from both quantitative and qualitative questions. 
For each result, a brief explanation is provided to highlight its significance for 
understanding community views and informing future decisions. 

Quantitative Results 

 

Resident Status 

Respondents were asked whether they live within North East Derbyshire to establish the 
geographical context of the feedback. 
Results: 

• Yes: 806 respondents (68.7%) 
• No: 368 respondents (31.3%) 

 

The majority of respondents stated they are local to North East Derbyshire, indicating that 
the consultation reflects the views of those most directly affected by decisions about the 
Lido. However, the substantial number of responses from outside the district demonstrates 
the interest it generates beyond the immediate area. 

Location of Respondents 

To understand which communities are most invested in the Lido, respondents were asked 
to identify their town or parish. 
Results: 

• Wingerworth: 48.5% 
• Clay Cross: 9.6% 
• Tupton: 6.6% 
• North Wingfield: 5.1% 
• Grassmoor, Hasland and Winsick: 4.0% 
• Dronfield: 3.8% 
• Others: see graph below for further information. 

69%

31%

Are you a resident of North East Derbyshire

Yes

No
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Nearly half of local respondents stated they were from Wingerworth itself, indicating that 
the consultation has successfully engaged the community most closely connected to the 
Lido. The spread of responses from neighbouring towns and parishes also highlights the 
Lido’s role as a district amenity. 

Frequency of Visits 

Respondents were asked how often they visit Wingerworth Lido to gauge its importance in 
daily life and recreation. 
Results: 

• Daily: 162 (13.8%) 
• Weekly: 279 (23.8%) 
• Monthly: 201 (17.1%) 
• Occasionally: 422 (35.9%) 
• Never: 110 (9.4%) 

 

The Lido is a well-used community asset, with a significant proportion of respondents 
visiting regularly. This high frequency of use underlines the importance of the site for 
recreation, wellbeing, and social interaction, and suggests that changes to its management 
or facilities will have a broad impact. 

0.0 5.0 10.0 15.0 20.0 25.0 30.0 35.0 40.0 45.0 50.0

Wingerworth

Clay Cross

Tupton

North Wingfield

Grassmoor, Hasland and Winsick
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Holymoorside and Walton
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Eckington

Shirland and Higham

Heath and Holmewood

Calow

Pilsley

WingerworthClay CrossTupton
North

Wingfield

Grassmoor,
Hasland and

Winsick
Dronfield

Holymoorsid
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BramptonEckington
Shirland and

Higham
Heath and

Holmewood
CalowPilsley

% of respondents 48.59.66.65.14.03.83.53.12.52.21.91.71.7
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Activities Enjoyed 

To explore how the Lido is used, respondents were asked which activities they or their 
household enjoy most. 
Top 5 Activities: 

1. Walking: 687 (58.5%) 
2. Nature appreciation: 577 (49.1%) 
3. Fishing: 555 (47.3%) 
4. Wildlife watching: 49 (42.3%) 
5. Dog walking: 369 (31.4%) 

 

The range of activities enjoyed at the Lido demonstrates its multifunctional value. Walking, 
and nature appreciation, are the most popular, with fishing also a major activity. 

Valued Aspects 

Respondents were asked what they value most about Wingerworth Lido to identify the 
qualities that should be preserved or enhanced. 
Top 5 Values: 

1. Natural beauty: 713 (60.7%) 
2. Recreation and leisure: 653 (55.6%) 
3. Wildlife and plants/biodiversity: 547 (46.6%) 
4. Peace and quiet: 544 (46.3%) 
5. Heritage and history: 207 (17.6%) 

 

Walking
Nature

appreciation
Fishing

Wildlife
watching

Dog walking N/A Picnicking Other

% of respondents 58.5 49.1 47.3 42.3 31.4 7.9 6.5 3.8
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What activities do you (or your household) enjoy at 
Wingerworth Lido?
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Respondents place high value on the Lido’s natural environment, opportunities for 
recreation, and its role as a peaceful retreat. The emphasis on biodiversity and heritage 
indicates that any future plans should respect both the ecological and historical character 
of the site. 

Importance of Key Features 

Respondents were asked to rate the importance of the Lido supporting various features 
and activities, helping to identify priorities for future management. 
Importance Ratings:  

o Fishing: 70.1% of respondents rated as 'very important' 
o Community access: 69.1% 'very important' 
o Wildlife / biodiversity: 66.1% 'very important' 
o Opportunities for recreation: 56.0% rated as 'very important’. 
o Heritage/history: 39.6% 'very important' 
o Other water-based activities: 31.3% 'very important' 

  

  

0.0 5.0 10.0 15.0 20.0 25.0 30.0 35.0 40.0 45.0 50.0 55.0 60.0 65.0 70.0 75.0

1 - Low importance

2

3

4

5 - High importance

1 - Low
importance

2 3 4
5 - High

importance

% of respondents 1.8 4.1 11.8 15.7 66.6

Importance - Wildlife and plants (biodiversity)

0.0 5.0 10.0 15.0 20.0 25.0 30.0 35.0 40.0 45.0 50.0 55.0 60.0 65.0 70.0 75.0

1 - Low importance

2

3

4

5 - High importance

1 - Low
importance

2 3 4
5 - High

importance

% of respondents 4.4 7.0 13 19.6 56.0

Importance - Opportunities for recreation

0.0 5.0 10.0 15.0 20.0 25.0 30.0 35.0 40.0 45.0 50.0 55.0 60.0 65.0 70.0 75.0

1 - Low importance

2

3

4

5 - High importance

1 - Low
importance

2 3 4
5 - High

importance

% of respondents 4.4 9.1 24.1 22.7 39.6

Importance - Heritage and history

0.0 5.0 10.0 15.0 20.0 25.0 30.0 35.0 40.0 45.0 50.0 55.0 60.0 65.0 70.0 75.0

1 - Low importance

2

3

4

5 - High importance

1 - Low
importance

2 3 4
5 - High

importance

% of respondents 1.3 2.0 8.2 19.4 69.1

Importance - Community access
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Average importance score per 
respondent (out of 5) 
   

Average importance 

Average 
importance score 
(max = 5) 

Community access 4.53 

Wildlife and plants (biodiversity) 4.41 

Opportunities for recreation 4.16 

Fishing 4.14 

Heritage and history 3.84 

Other water-based activities 3.24 

 

Respondents were asked to rate the importance of each key feature on a scale from 1 to 
5, where 1 indicates low importance and 5 indicates high importance. The table and graph 
above present the average score for each feature, calculated across all responses. 
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There is strong support for the Lido to continue supporting biodiversity, recreation, and 
community access. Fishing is also highly valued, though not universally, reflecting the 
consultation’s most contentious issue. 

Open-Ended Questions – Thematic Analysis 

For each open-ended question, the top 10 themes are presented with a summary 
paragraph. 

Activities introduced or improved. 

Respondents were asked if there are any activities or uses, they would like to see 
introduced or improved at the Lido, with the top 10 themes being as follows: - 

1. Reinstating fishing/angling: 
The most prominent theme was a strong desire for the reinstatement of fishing, with many 
respondents highlighting its historical significance, benefits for mental health, and the role 
of anglers in maintaining the Lido. Numerous comments referenced the positive impact of 
angling clubs on site upkeep, community cohesion, and opportunities for young people. 

2. Improved maintenance and cleanliness: 
Respondents frequently called for better maintenance of the Lido, including regular litter 
picking, path repairs, and general site cleanliness. Many linked maintenance to the 
presence of anglers, while others saw it as a Council responsibility. 

3. Enhanced biodiversity and wildlife conservation: 
A significant number of participants advocated for prioritising biodiversity, with suggestions 
for habitat restoration, planting, and the creation of a wildlife reserve. Some called for a 
reduction in fishing activity to support this aim, while others saw fishing and biodiversity as 
compatible. 

4. More seating and accessible paths: 
Improved accessibility was a recurring request, with calls for more benches, picnic areas, 
and better paths for those with limited mobility, families, and older residents. 

5. Educational activities (pond dipping, wildlife boards): 
Many respondents suggested educational initiatives, such as pond dipping platforms, 
wildlife information boards, and school visits, to foster environmental awareness and 
community engagement. 

6. Community events and open days: 
There was support for more community-based activities, including open days, fairs, and 
events that bring together different user groups and promote social inclusion. 

7. Facilities for children (play areas): 
Several comments called for the reinstatement or improvement of play areas and child-
friendly amenities, recognising the Lido’s role as a family destination. 

8. Water-based activities (swimming, paddleboarding): 
Some respondents expressed interest in expanding water-based activities, such as wild 
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swimming, paddleboarding, and canoeing, provided these could be managed safely and 
sustainably. 

9. Better access for disabled users: 
Accessibility for disabled visitors was highlighted, with requests for improved paths, fishing 
platforms, and facilities to ensure the Lido is inclusive for all. 

10. Balanced management for all users: 
Many respondents called for a balanced approach that accommodates anglers, wildlife 
enthusiasts, families, and other users, emphasising the need for compromise and shared 
stewardship. 

The responses to this question reveal the breadth of community aspirations for the Lido. 
While reinstating fishing is the most common request, there is also strong demand for 
improvements that would benefit all users, such as better maintenance, enhanced 
biodiversity, and improved accessibility. The diversity of suggestions underscores the 
Lido’s role as a shared space and the importance of finding solutions that reflect the full 
range of community needs. 

See Appendix 1 for response details. 

Concerns 

Respondents were asked as to whether they have any concerns about how the Lido is 
currently used, response themes were as follows: - 

1. Impact of fishing (positive and negative): 
Views on fishing were polarised. Many credited anglers with maintaining the Lido and 
deterring anti-social behaviour, while others raised concerns about harm to wildlife from 
fishing tackle, blue dye, and the presence of large fish species. 

2. Site maintenance and management: 
Concerns about declining maintenance since the angling club’s departure were common, 
with reports of increased litter, overgrown vegetation, and a general sense of neglect. 

3. Wildlife welfare (concerns about fishing tackle, blue dye, predation): 
Respondents expressed worries about the impact of fishing on birds and amphibians, 
particularly through discarded hooks and lines, and the use of blue dye to control weeds. 
Some noted a decline in certain wildlife populations. 

4. Loss of angling club and perceived neglect: 
Many linked the perceived deterioration of the site to the loss of the angling club, 
suggesting that their presence had previously ensured regular upkeep and vigilance. 

5. Division and conflict within the community: 
The consultation revealed a sense of division, with some respondents concerned about 
polarisation and the need for more inclusive, respectful dialogue. 

6. Litter and anti-social behaviour: 
There were reports of increased litter, vandalism, and anti-social behaviour since the 
cessation of fishing, with some suggesting that anglers had previously acted as informal 
wardens. 
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7. Access and inclusivity: 
Some respondents felt that the Lido should be accessible to all, with concerns that 
management decisions could exclude certain groups or prioritise one interest over others. 

8. Transparency and decision-making: 
Calls for greater transparency, consultation, and evidence-based decision-making were 
frequent, with some expressing frustration at perceived lack of communication from the 
Council. 

9. Balance between recreation and conservation: 
Many respondents emphasised the need to balance recreational use (including fishing) 
with conservation objectives, recognising the Lido’s value for both people and wildlife. 

10. Safety and security: 
Safety concerns included the need for better lighting, visible management presence, and 
measures to deter anti-social behaviour. 

This question highlights the issues that matter most to the community. The polarised views 
on fishing, concerns about site maintenance, and the desire for transparent, inclusive 
management all point to the need for careful stewardship. The responses also reveal a 
community that is both passionate and, at times, divided—emphasising the importance of 
dialogue and compromise in future decision-making. 

See Appendix 2 for response details. 

Encouragement to visit the Lido.  

Respondents were asked what would encourage them to visit Wingerworth Lido more 
often, with the following themes emerging: - 

1. Reinstatement of fishing/angling: 
The most common request was for the return of fishing, with many stating that angling was 
their primary reason for visiting and that its absence had reduced their use of the Lido. 

2. Improved maintenance and cleanliness: 
Better upkeep, including regular litter collection, path repairs, and general tidiness, was 
seen as essential to making the Lido more attractive and welcoming. 

3. More wildlife and biodiversity: 
Some respondents wanted to see increased efforts to support wildlife, such as habitat 
restoration, planting, and the creation of nature reserves. 

4. Better seating and picnic areas: 
Additional benches, picnic tables, and sheltered areas were requested to encourage 
longer visits and make the site more comfortable for all ages. 

5. Community and educational events: 
Suggestions included open days, wildlife talks, and community clean-up events to foster a 
sense of ownership and bring people together. 
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6. Improved access (paths, parking, disabled facilities): 
Calls for better paths, improved parking, and accessible facilities for disabled visitors were 
frequent. 

7. Facilities (toilets, café, bins): 
Requests for toilets, a café or refreshment kiosk, and more bins were common, reflecting a 
desire for improved amenities. 

8. Child-friendly amenities: 
Play areas, safe spaces for children, and family-friendly events were seen as ways to 
encourage more frequent visits by families. 

9. Balanced management for all users: 
Many respondents emphasised the importance of a balanced approach that welcomes 
anglers, wildlife enthusiasts, families, and others. 

10. Enhanced safety and security: 
Visible management, better lighting, and measures to deter anti-social behaviour were 
suggested to make the Lido feel safer. 

The factors that would encourage more frequent visits are largely practical and inclusive—
better maintenance, more facilities, and improved access. The prominence of fishing again 
reflects its importance to many, but the range of other suggestions demonstrates that 
improvements can benefit a wide cross-section of the community, potentially increasing 
the Lido’s value as a local asset. 

See Appendix 3 for response details. 

Additional comments 

Respondents were asked for additional comments or suggestions about the future of 
Wingerworth Lido, response themes were as follows: - 

1. Strong support for angling/fishing: 
Many respondents reiterated their support for angling, citing its benefits for mental health, 
community cohesion, and site maintenance. Some called for the reinstatement of the 
angling club or a compromise approach. 

2. Calls for balanced, inclusive management: 
There was widespread support for a management approach that balances the needs of 
different user groups, with many calling for compromise, collaboration, and shared 
stewardship. 

3. Concerns about division and conflict: 
Respondents expressed concern about polarisation and called for respectful, inclusive 
dialogue to rebuild community trust. 

4. Importance of maintenance and funding: 
Sustainable funding and regular maintenance were seen as critical to the Lido’s future, 
with some suggesting that angling clubs or community groups could play a role. 
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5. Wildlife and biodiversity enhancement: 
Many valued the Lido as a haven for wildlife and called for actions to enhance biodiversity, 
sometimes alongside fishing, sometimes instead of it. 

6. Community involvement and transparency: 
There were calls for ongoing consultation, transparent decision-making, and opportunities 
for community involvement in management and volunteering. 

7. Facilities and access improvements: 
Improved paths, seating, parking, and accessible facilities were frequently mentioned as 
priorities. 

8. Heritage and tradition: 
The Lido’s heritage as a community and angling venue was highlighted, with many 
expressing a desire to preserve its traditional uses. 

9. Mental health and wellbeing: 
The role of the Lido in supporting mental health, relaxation, and social connection was 
emphasised, particularly in relation to angling and nature. 

10. Opposition to over-commercialisation or over-development: 
Some respondents cautioned against over-commercialisation or excessive development, 
advocating for a focus on nature, tranquillity, and community use. 

The final comments reinforce the main themes of the consultation: the need for balance, 
the importance of maintenance and biodiversity, and the value of community involvement. 
The strong feelings expressed—both for and against fishing—highlight the need for 
ongoing engagement and transparent decision-making. The emphasis on heritage, 
wellbeing, and inclusivity suggests that the Lido’s future should be shaped by a broad and 
collaborative vision. 

See Appendix 4 for response details. 
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Conclusions 

 

Themes 

• Fishing: Fishing remains the most divisive issue, with many respondents crediting 
anglers with maintaining the Lido and supporting community wellbeing, while others 
raise concerns about wildlife impacts and advocate for a greater focus on 
biodiversity. There is evidence of polarisation, but also of a shared desire for the 
Lido to remain a valued, accessible, and well-managed community asset. 

• Community Attachment: The Lido is highly valued for its natural beauty, 
recreational opportunities, and role in supporting mental health and social 
connection. The consultation demonstrates that it is a focal point for both local 
residents and visitors from further afield. 

• Diversity of Views: The consultation has surfaced a wide range of perspectives, 
particularly regarding fishing. While many see angling as integral to the Lido’s 
heritage and maintenance, others are concerned about its impact on wildlife and 
advocate for a shift towards conservation and biodiversity. 

• Desire for Balance: There is a strong call for balanced, inclusive management that 
accommodates the needs of different user groups. Many respondents expressed a 
willingness to compromise and collaborate, recognising that the Lido can serve 
multiple purposes if managed sensitively. 

• Maintenance and Facilities: Improved maintenance, better paths, more seating, 
and accessible facilities are widely supported. There is recognition that sustainable 
funding and regular upkeep are essential to the Lido’s future. 

• Wildlife and Biodiversity: The importance of the Lido as a haven for wildlife is 
widely acknowledged. Many respondents support actions to enhance biodiversity, 
such as habitat restoration, planting, and the creation of nature reserves. Some see 
fishing and biodiversity as compatible, while others believe a greater focus on 
conservation is needed. 

• Community Cohesion and Division: 
The consultation has revealed both a strong sense of community and significant 
division, particularly around the issue of fishing. Many respondents expressed 
concern about polarisation and called for respectful, inclusive dialogue to rebuild 
trust and ensure that all voices are heard in future decision-making. 

• Mental Health and Wellbeing: 
The role of the Lido in supporting mental health, relaxation, and social connection 
was emphasised throughout the consultation, particularly in relation to angling and 
access to nature. Respondents highlighted the therapeutic benefits of spending 
time at the Lido, both for individuals and families. 

• Transparency and Ongoing Engagement: 
There is a clear desire for ongoing consultation, transparent decision-making, and 
opportunities for community involvement in management and volunteering. 
Respondents called for the Council to communicate clearly, listen to all 
stakeholders, and ensure that decisions are based on robust evidence and broad 
community input. 

• Facilities and Access Improvements: 
Improved paths, seating, parking, and accessible facilities were frequently 
mentioned as priorities. Respondents also highlighted the need for child-friendly 
amenities, better signage, and facilities such as toilets and refreshment kiosks. 

• Heritage and Tradition: 
The Lido’s heritage as a community and angling venue was highlighted, with many 
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expressing a desire to preserve its traditional uses while adapting to changing 
needs and expectations. 

• Opposition to Over-Commercialisation or Over-Development: 
Some respondents cautioned against over-commercialisation or excessive 
development, advocating for a focus on nature, tranquillity, and community use. 

Summary 

This consultation has attracted significant public and media attention, reflecting the 
strength of feeling within the community and beyond. The Wingerworth Lido consultation 
has featured in BBC News online and has been the subject of active campaigns by 
national organisations such as the Countryside Alliance and The Angling Trust. This level 
of external interest highlights the Lido’s importance not only as a local amenity but also as 
a site of wider significance in debates about access to angling, biodiversity, and 
community management of public spaces. 

The Wingerworth Lido consultation demonstrates a high level of community engagement 
and passion for the site. The results reveal a complex picture, with strong support for both 
angling and wildlife conservation, and a clear desire for improved maintenance, facilities, 
and inclusive management. 

The consultation provides a robust and comprehensive evidence base for the Scrutiny 
Committee and Council as they continue their deliberations on the future of Wingerworth 
Lido. The breadth and depth of responses—encompassing quantitative data, open-ended 
feedback, and a wide range of stakeholder perspectives—offer valuable insights into the 
priorities, concerns, and aspirations of the community. This wealth of information ensures 
that decision-makers are equipped with a nuanced understanding of both the opportunities 
and challenges facing the Lido. 

A key message emerging from the findings is the importance of adopting a balanced, 
inclusive, and transparent approach to future management. The diversity of views 
expressed throughout the consultation highlights the need to respect differing opinions and 
to seek solutions that accommodate the varied interests of local residents, visitors, and 
stakeholder groups. By fostering open dialogue and encouraging collaborative problem-
solving, the Council can help to bridge divides and build a sense of shared ownership over 
the Lido’s future. 
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Appendices 
 
Please note: - it is not practical to include every comment within the report appendices, 
however, the comments below reflect the general feeling of the respondents with positive 
and negative responses (where applicable) for balance and focus on the more popular 
response categories (top 8 from each question). A full list of comments has been sent to 
the stakeholder group and should be read in association with this summary report. 
 

Appendix 1 – Are there any activities or uses you would like to see introduced or 

improved at the Lido? 

1. Reinstating fishing/angling 

• “Bring back the fishing for the local club, it was a fair price at £35 for the year.” 

• “Fishing should be returned to the Lido.” 

• “Reintroduce fishing rights. Anglers play a vital role in maintaining biodiversity and 
caring for the environment.” 

• “I would like fishing to be reinstated.” 

• “Angling is an important activity, and it should be reinstated. It does a huge 
amount for mental health.” 

2. Improved maintenance and cleanliness 

• “Better maintenance as it was before the fishing stopped.” 

• “More bins for litter and dog mess.” 

• “Regular rubbish clearance.” 

• “The pond itself needs cleaning up. I think sometimes the anglers could have 
been tidier especially when they lost fishing tackle and that the birds got caught 
up in discarded items.” 

• “Improved maintenance of the site for wildlife, stop using blue dye in the water 
and restore the health of the site.” 

3. Enhanced biodiversity and wildlife conservation 

• “Wildlife and biodiversity prioritised.” 

• “Would like the Lido to go back to how it was but with improvements on paths and 
to include fishing and not to look as overgrown and smelly.” 
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• “A more natural habitat.” 

• “Biodiversity after years of decline. Return the islands and reed beds, a more 
relaxed mowing regime and definitely ban the use of Dyofix.” 

• “More natural facilities for wildlife.” 

4. More seating and accessible paths 

• “More seating. Path maintenance. General upkeep.” 

• “A few more benches for people with restricted mobility would be good.” 

• “More benches would be nice.” 

• “Improved angling access and support.” 

• “Better path near the Smithy Pond end.” 

5. Educational activities (pond dipping, wildlife boards) 

• “Nature information boards highlighting the diversity of nature that can be seen 
around the area and measures that can be taken to maintain nature and wildlife.” 

• “Pond dipping/teaching about wildlife and biodiversity with local schools.” 

• “Educational pond dipping and ecology training for children, students and public.” 

• “Events organised by the Angling club for youngsters explaining how to fish 
correctly and the benefits of being in natural surroundings etc.” 

• “Angling tuition as part of schools/education.” 

6. Community events and open days 

• “Community fairs and Xmas markets.” 

• “Organised nature-based activities such as pond dipping.” 

• “Community activities on a cleared area e.g. brass band recitals, pop up shops, 
community events.” 

• “Waterside events in the summer would be lovely ego outdoor theatre.” 

• “More communal use of space should be encouraged.” 

7. Facilities for children (play areas) 
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• “Children's playground or activities as I take my toddler to look at the ducks after 
we've been to Smithy's pond for lunch.” 

• “A small kids play area would be nice.” 

• “Bring back the playground.” 

• “Play area visible to all not hidden away like old one.” 

• “There used to be a park in the woodland which was removed but never replaced. 
I would like to see that this is re-instated, as children like to play in this area.” 

8. Water-based activities (swimming, paddleboarding) 

• “Wild swimming.” 

• “Open water swimming.” 

• “Paddleboarding.” 

• “Swimming again and to be used as Lido like it used to be.” 

• “Paddle boarding and canoeing.” 

9. Better access for disabled users 

• “Better access for disabled fishing persons.” 

• “Access for mobility scooters.” 

• “Disabled access improvements and bring back the fishing.” 

• “Improved access for local people who would like to spend time in nature, looking 
at the birds and dragonflies.” 

• “Facilities for disabled anglers flat safe banks lends itself to angler with mobility 
problems.” 

10. Balanced management for all users 

• “A symbiotic relationship between all members of society into what activities 
should be welcome as I believe there is a place for everyone at the lido!” 

• “The Lido is for everyone not just the few.” 

• “I would like all activities to remain and everyone able to use the lido. It has been 
a community resource ever since I can remember.” 
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• “Keep open access and community use.” 

• “It needs to be a venue for everyone, not just anglers.” 

 

Appendix 2 - Do you have any concerns about how the Lido is currently used? 

1. Impact of fishing (positive and negative) 

Positive Quotes about the Impact of Fishing 

1. “No fishing club to look after the water and surrounding area.” 

2. “Anglers are the eyes and ears of conservation being on the water for long 
periods of time—they know when something is amiss and also help maintain the 
ponds and surrounding area for the benefit of everyone.” 

3. “Since the anglers have left the place seems to have gone downhill.” 

4. “I don’t fish but used to see anglers taking other people’s rubbish away and 
clearing weeds etc to look after the pond. Since fishing stopped these activities 
have stopped.” 

5. “The angling club maintain the Lido and its environs for both aquatic and 
terrestrial wildlife at no cost to the council whilst contributing to the council’s 
budget.” 

Negative Quotes about the Impact of Fishing 

1. “Fishing causes problems and leads to fishing line wrapped round ducks’ beaks 
and legs.” 

2. “Was concerned about discarded fishing line & hooks injuring or killing wildlife.” 

3. “The previous fishing management has been detrimental to the natural habitat 
and biodiversity in the pond.” 

4. “The blue dye which the fishing club put in had a huge detrimental effect on the 
aquatic species, along with large fish which are artificially stocked and predate on 
much of the native wildlife.” 

5. “I am, and have been for some time, concerned about the fishing club activities 
on site. Whilst they like to say they care about the wildlife there, they have not 
shown this with their behaviours and actions and have refused to engage with 
assorted species protection groups about the continuing harmful practices they 
engage in.” 
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2. Site maintenance and management 

• “It’s being neglected since angling was banned.” 

• “No concerns how it was used prior to the angling clubs lease being terminated, 
now it’s being left to ruin, and this needs sorting before it’s too late.” 

• “Since the anglers have left the place seems to have gone downhill.” 

• “I don’t fish but used to see anglers taking other people’s rubbish away and 
clearing weeds etc to look after the pond. Since fishing stopped these activities 
have stopped.” 

• “The lido is currently neglected.” 

3. Wildlife welfare (concerns about fishing tackle, blue dye, predation) 

• “Fishing lead & lines causing wildlife fatalities (swans).” 

• “I have lived in Wingerworth for 41 years and I notice such a difference that it has 
obviously been interfered with so that native water species are no longer thriving.” 

• “The blue dye which the fishing club put in had a huge detrimental effect on the 
aquatic species, along with large fish which are artificially stocked and predate on 
much of the native wildlife.” 

• “I am concerned that since June 25 the lido has not had any water management.” 

• “I am, and have been for some time, concerned about the fishing club activities 
on site. Whilst they like to say they care about the wildlife there, they have not 
shown this with their behaviours and actions and have refused to engage with 
assorted species protection groups about the continuing harmful practices they 
engage in.” 

4. Loss of angling club and perceived neglect 

• “My concern is that without an angling association having input to not the upkeep 
of the pond its wildlife and state will suffer.” 

• “The lido after having the fishing removed has significantly changed, dead fish 
lying in the water, fish being stolen and all in all not a nice place to walk round.” 

• “I am more concerned that lido isn’t being used at the moment. Without an 
angling association the water will become contaminated, and wildlife will start to 
perish.” 

• “It is not currently being used for fishing.” 
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• “The loss of angling club has, in the eyes of many, led to a decline in site 
condition.” 

5. Division and conflict within the community 

• “Being left whilst this farce is being unpicked is damaging to all concerned, 
creating conflict and splitting the village.” 

• “The consultation has revealed both a strong sense of community and significant 
division, particularly around the issue of fishing.” 

• “The banning of fishing and the reasons for it are a joke.” 

• “None at all. I have concerns that this whole episode with the fishing ban has 
divided the village.” 

• “I have major concerns about the lies and mistruths that have been used to ban 
fishing. We need to hold those responsible for this accountable as they as 
certainly not working in our interests.” 

6. Litter and anti-social behaviour 

• “Litter and anti-social behaviour have increased since the cessation of fishing.” 

• “There were reports of increased litter, vandalism, and anti-social behaviour since 
the cessation of fishing, with some suggesting that anglers had previously acted 
as informal wardens.” 

• “Drug taking.” 

• “The time and money that has been wasted by the council and other parties who 
simply cannot leave things alone to continue as they were.” 

• “Since fishing has stopped litter and antisocial behaviour has become more of a 
problem and deaths of local wildlife have been noticed.” 

7. Access and inclusivity 

• “Some respondents felt that the Lido should be accessible to all, with concerns 
that management decisions could exclude certain groups or prioritise one interest 
over others.” 

• “Should not just be primarily available to one group. It should be a shared 
resource.” 

• “The Lido is for everyone, all recreation i.e. walking, fishing etc.” 
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• “Believe that a Wingerworth based group should have a leading role in the 
development of the pond and surrounding area.” 

• “It should be open to all public including angling.” 

8. Transparency and decision-making 

• “Greater transparency and evidence-based decision-making.” 

• “Community decisions shouldn't be taken behind closed doors and based on 
misinformation.” 

• “I feel a public consultation such as this one should have happened prior to any 
decisions being made.” 

• “Much more transparency from the Council about decisions are made, 
consultation with interested parties and less high-handed manners from the 
Council.” 

• “I am concerned that the pond is not being managed appropriately now the fishing 
club has gone. This will lead to the pond becoming silted up and fish stocks dying 
leading to the other wildlife leaving the area.” 

9. Balance between recreation and conservation 

• “A balanced approach is needed.” 

• “It's about reaching a balance without detrimentally impacting the environment.” 

• “The Lido should be accessible for all and a centre of recreation and beauty for 
the village. It should be sympathetically managed to maintain its use for all.” 

• “Nature and fishing are compatible, in fact recreational angling promotes 
practices which encourage protecting fish stocks to ensure its ability to continue. 
Please don't stop fishing.” 

• “Retain the fishing as this is compatible with other objectives of natural habitat 
improvement and biodiversity.” 

10. Safety and security 

• “Reduce anti-social behaviour.” 

• “Feel less secure walking my dog on dark mornings/nights now there are no 
fishermen on the lido.” 
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• “The presence of anglers also deters others from using the site for anti-social 
behaviours such as littering, drunken behaviour and leaving the place generally in 
a mess.” 

• “I would hate to see it made in to an entertainment area and a source of income.” 

• “Safety and security are important for all users.” 

 

Appendix 3 - What would encourage you to visit Wingerworth Lido more often? 

1. Reinstatement of fishing/angling 

• “If the fishing stays.” 

• “Angling coming back not been at all since the ban no reason to go there.” 

• “If fishing is allowed and managed properly.” 

• “Bring back fishing.” 

• “If fishing was reinstated.” 

2. Improved maintenance and cleanliness 

• “Better paths and cleaner and looking more vibrant.” 

• “Paths improved and looking less run down over the past few months it looks 
pretty bad and not as pleasant.” 

• “Improved relaxation spaces. Improved access to dog bins/general waste bins.” 

• “Regular maintenance of the area, no dog fouling.” 

• “Cleaned up somewhat.” 

3. More wildlife and biodiversity 

• “More wildlife and nature friendly management.” 

• “More biodiversity.” 

• “Flourishing wildlife.” 

• “Improvements to the biodiversity. A thriving toad population. The recovery of 
white-clawed crayfish and eel populations that the area is now known to have 
previously supported.” 
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• “More wildlife in the area.” 

4. Better seating and picnic areas 

• “More benches to sit and enjoy the surroundings.” 

• “More seating.” 

• “Picnic areas.” 

• “More seats for picnics maybe.” 

• “More benches and more incentives for natural wildlife.” 

5. Community and educational events 

• “Events of any kind.” 

• “Gala days and wildlife tutorials.” 

• “Community education and information events based on the lido wildlife and 
history.” 

• “Organised groups and activities.” 

• “Events for the public.” 

6. Improved access (paths, parking, disabled facilities) 

• “Better parking.” 

• “Off road parking facility. Since the development of the medical centre parking 
has become difficult.” 

• “Easier access via public transport.” 

• “If pathway round was wheelchair friendly.” 

• “Better access for disabled anglers.” 

7. Facilities (toilets, café, bins) 

• “Toilets and a cafe perhaps with somewhere to sit outside.” 

• “Cafe or coffee van (not the pub). Seating areas with a view over the pond. 
Providing wildlife habitats. Dog friendly.” 
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• “More bins.” 

• “A public toilet.” 

• “Ice creams in summer.” 

8. Child-friendly amenities 

• “Definitely a children's area.” 

• “Child friendly events.” 

• “Children’s Park.” 

• “More child friendly.” 

• “Kids activities.” 

9. Balanced management for all users 

• “A balance between all users. Somewhere welcoming for anglers and non-
anglers alike.” 

• “A more balanced view.” 

• “Consideration for all users.” 

• “A space where the wishes of the majority are listened to.” 

• “Keep it for all.” 

10. Enhanced safety and security 

• “Security.” 

• “Seeing anglers around the pond, it gives a sense of safety and reassurance that 
they will have your back.” 

• “Less arguments over usage.” 

• “More lighting.” 

• “Safety and security are important for all users.” 
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Appendix 4 - Please share any other comments or suggestions about the future of 

Wingerworth Lido. 

1. Strong support for angling/fishing 

• “Please bring fishing back and allow the fishing club to partake.” 

• “Reinstate fishing.” 

• “Fishing is a great way to get kids outside learning about and appreciating nature 
and should be free for under 18s from the village.” 

• “Keep the fishing open so future generations can enjoy the outdoor aspect of 
fishing.” 

• “Fishing must continue.” 

2. Calls for balanced, inclusive management 

• “There is room for ALL uses of the lido to interact and nature, mental health, 
welfare etc will all benefit from this.” 

• “The lido can work for everyone. Families, walkers, anglers. I live very close to 
the lido so it can and did work.” 

• “Nature conservation, biodiversity and community engagement are not all 
mutually exclusive. It's possible for them all to work to the benefit of the lido, the 
nature it supports and the wider community.” 

• “Let the residents have a say.” 

• “Let the people decide.” 

3. Concerns about division and conflict 

• “Less arguing, more action.” 

• “The whole saga has been a waste of time and resources.” 

• “I have concerns that this whole episode with the fishing ban has divided the 
village.” 

• “I have major concerns about the lies and mistruths that have been used to ban 
fishing.” 

• “Don’t let the minority ruin it for the majority. It’s been disgraceful the way some 
people have sought to shape the agenda for the minority.” 
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4. Importance of maintenance and funding 

• “The angling club maintain the Lido and its environs for both aquatic and 
terrestrial wildlife at no cost to the council whilst contributing to the council’s 
budget.” 

• “Maintenance of lido itself and pathways so public can enjoy the natural beauty 
and wildlife is protected.” 

• “If left to its own devices the whole area including the pond and water life will be 
neglected. It needs the attention and management of an angling club to maintain 
care and prevent neglect.” 

• “Sustainable funding and regular maintenance are essential to the Lido’s future.” 

• “The loss of angling club has, in the eyes of many, led to a decline in site 
condition.” 

5. Wildlife and biodiversity enhancement 

• “The importance of the Lido as a haven for wildlife is widely acknowledged.” 

• “Many respondents support actions to enhance biodiversity, such as habitat 
restoration, planting, and the creation of nature reserves.” 

• “Keep it as a wildlife haven and allow fishing to continue.” 

• “I would like to see it preserved as an area that attracts birds’ other wildlife and 
managed with that in mind.” 

• “More emphasis on wildlife conservation.” 

6. Community involvement and transparency 

• “The local community must be involved in decisions.” 

• “Open & transparent discussions. Residents of the village should decide.” 

• “Community decisions shouldn't be taken behind closed doors and based on 
misinformation.” 

• “Much more transparency from the Council about decisions are made, 
consultation with interested parties and less high-handed manners from the 
Council.” 

• “I feel a public consultation such as this one should have happened prior to any 
decisions being made.” 
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7. Facilities and access improvements 

• “Improved paths, seating, parking, and accessible facilities.” 

• “More benches and sitting areas.” 

• “Better path near the Smithy Pond end.” 

• “Facilities for disabled anglers flat safe banks lends itself to angler with mobility 
problems.” 

• “Improved angling access and support.” 

8. Heritage and tradition 

• “Retain the traditional uses of the Lido.” 

• “I fished it with my dad in the seventies, and again with my son who now lives in 
Wingerworth. I would like to think he could do the same when he has his own 
family.” 

• “It has been a fishing venue for years. People keep saying men should talk 
because of mental health. Sorry women as well fish. It is a known fact that sitting 
fishing helps mental health.” 

• “The Lido has been part of the local community, for many years, to take that 
away, would discourage families and friends, enjoying many of the opportunities 
that the Lido offers.” 

• “Heritage and tradition are important to the community.” 

9. Mental health and wellbeing 

• “Fishing is great for supporting mental health.” 

• “Fishing is the most popular pastime; it was a great relaxing place to fish.” 

• “So important to allow angling to continue, it’s such a valuable asset in terms of 
mental health.” 

• “I have lived in close proximity to the Lido for over 30 years and have had many 
conversations with those fishing on it, during that time in several cases being 
outdoors in nature and such peaceful surroundings is crucial to their mental 
health, they otherwise suffer from depression and certainly in one case that I 
know of PTSD, the individual in question being ex-military.” 

• “As someone who was a resident of Wingerworth for many years and still visited 
on a weekly basis until angling was banned, I would suggest that angling is 
reinstated not for the few but for the many. Angling has proven to have many 
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mental health benefits and I’m sure you could engage with charities such as 
‘Tackling Minds’ which is a charity to help people from all backgrounds who are 
suffering some form of mental illness.” 

10. Opposition to over-commercialisation or over-development 

• “Don’t build on the site.” 

• “I would hate to see it made in to an entertainment area and a source of income.” 

• “I would not like it commercialised.” 

• “Don’t lose the opportunity to give youngsters the chance to participate in angling. 
It gives them something positive to do.” 

• “It should remain accessible by all groups.” 
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Ward Members 
 

From: Neil Baker <nsbaker1397@gmail.com>  

Sent: 03 November 2025 17:38 

To: Governance NEDDC <Governance@ne-derbyshire.gov.uk> 

Cc: Wingerworth Parish Clerk <clerk@wingerworthparishcouncil.gov.uk>; Hayden, Joe 

<Joe.Hayden@ne-derbyshire.gov.uk>; Cllr. Baker <Neil.Baker@ne-derbyshire.gov.uk> 

Subject: Wingerworth LIdo - Environment Scrutiny Committee Consultaion 

 

Dear Councillor Caroline Smith, Chair of the NEDDC Environment Scrutiny Committee, 

  

As a local Ward member and as a Parish Councillor, I wish to make the following 

comments, as part of this consultation. 

  

I would recommend that, as the landowner of the Smithy Pond/Wingerworth L ido and the 

land around the pond itself, NEDDC (the Council) retains functional control and overall 

responsibility for the whole of the site, going forward. 

  

Given the size of the pond and the location of the dam in relation to nearby housing, the 

dam must be properly maintained and the Council has the resources to do just that.      

  

The same goes any the water inlets and outlets, not managed by the Local Water 

Authority or other stakeholders. 

  

The land formerly owned by the Parish Council and which forms part of the site, which 

was transferred to the Council in 1996 and edged red on the attached plan, is, I 

understand, subject to a covenant to maintain it as Public Open Space. That covenant 

should be maintained and nothing should be done to detract from it. 

  

To date, a lot has been made about the formation of a 'friends group' regarding the 

future of the site as a 'bio-diversity hub', but little or no detail has been provided of what 

the aims of such a group would be, what a bio-diversity hub would consist of and what 

funding arrangements would be put in place for the on-going maintenance of the pond 

and its environs.  

  

I know some people believe in minimal or intervention on land and water bodies, but I 

am afraid I cannot support that view. Without proper management, such environments 

will deteriorate. There is, of course, a wide variety of views on what constitutes good 

management. I presume that many relevant views will be submitted, for consideration, 

as part of this consultation and the committee’s review process.        

  

In my opinion, any 'friends group' which may be established should not be granted 

overall responsibility or control of the site and/or the Lido/pond, but should, instead, be 

advisory in nature. The overall responsibility should still rest with the Council.   

  

The Parish Council has a similar situation at one of its parks, where a friends group 

helps collect funds and does some voluntary work, but the overall control of the Park still 

rests with the Parish Council. 
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Councils collect funds for Council Tax payers to maintain parks and facilities they own, 

so they can be used for and on behalf of all local residents. 

  

In addition, providing adequate on-going the insurance of the site is a very important 

consideration. The Council should not attempt to divest itself of this liability to a 'friends 

group'.  

  

Some duties in respect of pond maintenance have, in the past, been successfully 

delegated to a fishing club under the terms of its lease of the pond with the Council.  

      

So, in my view, in addition to looking after the safety of the pond and the dam etc, the 

functions of proper on-going maintenance of the grassed areas, trees, paths and other 

facilities should be retained by the Council, as it has the funds to properly deal with 

those matters. 

  

Also, being a statutory body, the Council will be in existence (in some form or other) for 

the foreseeable future to ensure the responsibilities are properly discharged, without 

exposing volunteers to the risks, I’ve touched on.     

  

With regard to fishing, it is my opinion that the LIdo/pond should be managed for the 

benefit of all. 

  

I am not an Angler and do not purport to be an expert on fishing, but given the well-

recorded benefits of fishing to health, personal well-being and the environment, I would 

wish to see the Council agree future arrangements whereby some form of fishing can be 

quickly reinstated at the Lido.  

  

For example, perhaps a certain area or areas of the pond could be designated for other 

uses, subject to more detailed discussions undertaken, as part of this review.  

  

I would like to see the Angling Trust, the Clay Cross Angling Club, local anglers  and 

representatives of wildlife groups involved in those discussions.  

  

And, in the interim, I would be pleased to support a proposal to reintegrate some form of 

temporary fishing rights at the Lido until a formal fishing lease can be negotiated and be 

completed.           

  

I trust these comments are useful. 

  

Kind regards, Cllr Neil Baker 

Wingerworth Ward Member and Chair of Wingerworth Parish Council 
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Parish Council  
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Clay Cross Angling Association  
 

From: Clay Cross Angling Assocation <claycrossanglingassociation@gmail.com>  

Sent: 20 November 2025 15:02 

To: Hayden, Joe <Joe.Hayden@ne-derbyshire.gov.uk> 

Subject: Re: FW: Consultation - Wingerworth Lido 

 

I've been a Angler for 60+ years ever since my Grandfather took me from the age of 

six,  we care about the environment and all wildlife. CCAA have had the lease for more 

then 25 years and worked hard to maintain and look after the Lido with many members 

giving up their spare time with work parties, the Lido was always a  biodiversity lake and  

 fishermen are the first to notice if there is anything wrong with the health of the water 

and wildlife plus Angling is good for your mental health and to get away from work and 

stress, thousands of people go every week fishing and to stop it would a travesty for 

locals and the people of Chesterfield and Derbyshire  

 

Kind regards  

 

Bill Parkin CCAA 
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Angling Trust  
 

Submission 1 
 

From: Martin Salter   

Sent: 20 November 2025 13:41 

To: Hayden, Joe <Joe.Hayden@ne-derbyshire.gov.uk>; Cllr. Smith 

<Caroline.Smith@ne-derbyshire.gov.uk> 

Cc: Broughton, Matthew <Matthew.Broughton@ne-derbyshire.gov.uk>; Cllr.Barker 

<Nigel.Barker@ne-derbyshire.gov.uk>; Steve Clamp <s_clamp@hotmail.com>; 

Cllr.Pickering <Stephen.Pickering@ne-derbyshire.gov.uk>; John Egarr 

<claycrossanglingassociation@gmail.com>; Bill Parkin <billindaparkin@gmail.com> 

Subject: Re: Consultation - Wingerworth Lido 

 

Hi Joe and Caroline  

 

Please find attached the Angling Trust’s formal response to your consultation. As you 

can see we have put a lot of time and effort into de-bunking the myths and proposing a 

constructive way forward with Clay Cross AA which we hope will be adopted at your 

meeting on December 8 

 

All the best  

 

Martin  

 

Martin Salter  

Head of Policy 
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Submission 2 
 

From: Steve Clamp  

Date: 7 October 2025 at 17:55:19 BST 

To: "Cllr. Smith, Caroline" <Caroline.Smith@ne-derbyshire.gov.uk> 

Cc: Martin Salter, Mark Egerton   

Subject: Lido! 

  

Cllr. Smith 

 

A quick one re Environment Scrutiny Committee and Wingerworth Lido. I'm assuming 

that you will want to have gathered robust evidence before the general oral input at the 

planned public meeting scheduled for November 17th? 

 

The Earl of Harrington's Angling Club manage all of the fishing for Derby City Council 

and often lead on environmental improvement work, as they have done for example at 

Allestree Lake, a water not too dissimilar in both environment and context with 

Wingerworth Lido.  The fishing club work closely with Derby City Parks' Department 

through both Chief Parks' Officer Dave Winslow and other relevant parks officers. The 

club also work closely with a wide range of other organisations including rewilding 

groups and The Derbyshire Wildlife Trust. The Secretary of The Earl AC is Dave Parr. 

Dave is an acknowledged expert in environmental improve with a track record of 

improving water quality and fostering flora and fauna development in Derby's lakes. I 

have spoken to Dave. He is more than willing to answer questions and share his 

experiences and thoughts with your committee either face-to-face or online. Dave is one 

of life's enthusiasts. I hope you will take up Dave's offer. 

 

Regards 

 

Steve Clamp 

 

AT Lead Coach (amongst other things!) 
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Submission 3 
 

From: Steve Clamp 

Sent: 10 November 2025 09:13 

To: Governance NEDDC <Governance@ne-derbyshire.gov.uk> 

Subject: Wingerworth Lido Consulation 

 

Hi Joe et al 

 

Firstly thanks for the email and the opportunity to make a further submission. 

 

As I've sent a fair number of emails already I'll try and prioritise and summarise.  

 

1. The evidentially based case for seeing angling as integral to environmental protection 

and bio-diversity has been made by The Angling Trust - and  NEDDC has their 

powerful submissions. There is synergy between continued angling activity and 

partnership working at Smithy Pond, and council policies and desired outcomes. 

2. One specific from me that is worth repeating. In nearby Derby, The Earl of Harrington 

Angling Club successfully manages the fishing on all of the City Council's lakes, and 

on a large section of the River Derwent. This angling club has a reputation for 

effective partnership working and aquatic environmental protection and improvement. 

One example from the many I could provide. The club are currently carrying out 

improvement work on Mill Dam, a pond near the middle of the city. As well as 

removing the usual shopping trollies and other dumped items, the water quality is 

being improved and monitored, and vitally aquatic, insect friendly flora is being 

planted to enrich the environment for all wildlife. The local MP is visiting this site on 

Friday 14th to see the impact of this activity, and to hear about the wider 

environmental improvements the club has and is undertaking across her 

constituency. I have made the offer before for NEDDC officers or members to attend 

this walkabout. Just let me know though if anyone is coming! 

3. I regret deeply the public image and political damage that Wingerworth Lido/Smithy 

Pond has generated and continues to generate. I have been involved in the issue 

before it "went viral" when a former pupil who I'd taken fishing from the now closed 

Deincourt School in North Wingfield contacted me (I wasn't responsible for the 

closure of the school by the way!). Whilst not wanting to do the "I told you so" I 

indicated before any petitions and before the fishing ban/moratorium was weaponised 

, that the issue was combustible and needed to be grabbed back and dealt with 

rapidly. I never envisaged how combustible though! 

 

Hopefully The Angling Trust's robust, evidentially case for the continuation of fishing on 

Smithy Pond provides a way forward both for the promotion and development of the 

council's environmental policies, and going forward for effective news management of 

this unhealthy controversy.  

 

Again, thanks and good luck! 

 

Steve Clamp  

Angling Trust Lead Coach, Coordinator Derby Young Angler's Project 
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Derbyshire Amphibian & Reptile Group  
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Wingerworth Wildlife  
 

From: webmaster@wingywild.org.uk <webmaster@wingywild.org.uk>  

Sent: 23 November 2025 20:29 

To: Governance NEDDC <Governance@ne-derbyshire.gov.uk> 

Subject: Wingerworth Lido (Smithy Pond) 

 

Please find attached papers for the Scrutiny Committee as per Joe Hayden’s email of 19 

November 2025 12:40 

 

Regards  

 

Paul Allan 

Chair - Wingerworth Wildlife 
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Toad Patrol  
 

Submission 1 
 

From: jill turner <simonjill@hotmail.co.uk>  

Sent: 21 November 2025 20:19 

To: Governance NEDDC <Governance@ne-derbyshire.gov.uk> 

Subject: Future of the Lido  

 

Dear Sir/ Madam  

 

My husband Simon Turner and I, Jill Turner of Davids Drive, Wingerworth would like to 

express our opinions and concerns regarding the future of the Lido. 

.  

 

We have organised the toad patrol under the control of DARG since 2015.  

We have noticed a dramatic decline in amphibian numbers, not only toads, but also 

frogs and smooth newts, which we believe has coincided with CCAA adding blue dye to 

the water.  

It is understood that the dye is not detrimental physically to animal life, but its effects on 

the environment has a serious impact. The dye inhibits the growth of weeds and algae 

necessary to the life cycle of amphibians and invertebrates which require these plants 

for food and shelter, a shoal of vulnerable tadpoles is literally sitting targets for predators 

when they have nowhere to hide. Toads, newts and frogs all eat plant life after they have 

hatched, and consumed their jelly egg sacks... therefore they have no food or shelter. 

The amphibians which we assist are all adults which have made their migration for many 

years back to their spawning ground. We have been so concerned over the last few 

years, that we decided to count males, females and juveniles, sadly no juveniles have 

been seen for a while now.  

I'm am attaching my results which are sent to DARG  

We also do the toad patrol at Stubbing and the numbers of toads there have steadily 

increased  

There is also a thriving population of Great Crested newts there too.  

 

The white clawed crayfish and Great Crested newts have not been seen for many years. 

This has a knock-on effect on the invertebrates which also need the pond, no water 

boatman, pond skater, diving beetles or pond snails. There also appears to be a lot of 

dead swam mussels.  

 

The Reed beds have been removed, and floating rafts which were anchored in mid water 

for the nesting birds have also mysteriously broken their moorings, and drifted into the 

edges of the pond !  

Since NEDDC took away CCAA right to manage the water we have seen an influx of bat 

species, five to be precise and dragon/damsel flies 

 

The angling club introduced large non-native carp which are indiscriminate feeders and 

will consume anything. They also produce lots of nitrates which in turn causes algae 

blooms. The pond which was once a haven for native fish has now become a carp water.  

 

Page 70



We feel that the pond should be allowed to return back to its native roots, and this could 

possibly mean no fishing until it has done so. The native species of fish should be 

encouraged, with the possible removal of the large carp and pike.  The pond and the 

surrounding area should be made more family friendly and not be specifically for the use 

of one section of the community.  

 

As part of the biodiversity rejuvenation, we feel that the reed beds which are natural 

filters should be restored, this will also encourage waterfowl to return to nest. Permanent 

islands would be very beneficial and should receive the council's consideration.   

 

The anglers are shouting for the residents of Wingerworth to have their say as to 

whether fishing should be restored or not, yet we believe that most of the residents of 

the village have absolutely no idea what creatures' dwell beneath the surface of the 

water, so information boards explaining what to look for would be great.  

Maybe the area could also be used for village events such as pond dipping for the 

school children or even wild swimming.  

 

Simon and I are not against the reintroduction of coarse fishing in the future, but only 

after the water has been restored to its former glory, and possibly only from the concrete 

wall allowing the rest of the banks to return to nature.  

 

Finally, on a more personal note as part of the wildlife group that Simon and I are 

members of,  we feel that we couldn't possibly work with CCAA as the amount of bullying 

and online abuse that has been levelled at us, is unacceptable.   

I am sixty years old and have lived in Wingerworth all my life and now I feel that I dare 

not walk around the pond by myself. I am not prepared to be abused or threatened as I 

have been by certain members of the angling community.  

 

I am attaching our finding from the toad patrol  

 

With kindest regards  

 

Jill & Simon Turner  
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Submission 2 
 

From: karlabbott@sky.com <karlabbott@sky.com>  

Sent: 22 November 2025 12:15 

To: Governance NEDDC <Governance@ne-derbyshire.gov.uk> 

Subject: Smithy Pond - Lido, Wingerworth 

 

Good afternoon, 

 

I would like to express  opinion on the future of Wingerworth Lido. I am a member of the 

local toad patrol and have been since 2019. As such, I have seen the decline in the 

number of toads over these few years. We used to have over a thousand animals but 

this has reduced significantly to only over 100 animals this year. This we believe is due 

to the blue dye that clay cross angling club put in the water. The toads have nowhere to 

hide or to lay their spawn and this is not acceptable. We should be doing everything 

possible to protect our wildlife at this critical time. Animals have a hard enough time 

trying to adjust to our human world and to climate change without us making it even 

more difficult for them.  

I wrote to BBC Wildlife Magazine when I first started volunteering for toad patrol and 

they publishes my letter and were very impressed with the work we were doing. I wonder 

what they would think now if clay cross angling club are the priority over saving our 

wildlife.  

I want a future where wildlife can thrive, and in our country, one of the most nature 

depleted countries on Earth, this is not looking likely. However, even small changes can 

make a difference and I believe we should not renew clay cross angling club's licence to 

fish here and the area should become a wildlife friendly area. The common toad is no 

longer common. It is in decline across the uk. We can change that if we make the right 

decision.  

I hope that you will listen to my view and the views of my fellow toad patrollers and do 

the right thing. 

 

Best regards  

 

Claire Abbott  

North Wingfield  
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Submission 3 
 

From: Dawn bryan <dawnbryan20@hotmail.com>  

Sent: 23 November 2025 13:21 

To: Governance NEDDC <Governance@ne-derbyshire.gov.uk> 

Subject: Wingerworth Lido 

 

I have been asked to email my views as a member of the Smithy Pond (Lido) Toad 

Patrol. 

 

As you will no doubt be aware, the toad population at Smithy Pond has literally crashed 

in recent years.  This has coincided with the use of blue dye by Clay Cross Anglers, and 

also the physical removal of pond weed by the anglers. 

 

Toad numbers are recorded each year, and there is a very significant difference in 

population changes between Stubbing Great Pond (where numbers have increased) and 

Smithy Pond, which as previously stated has had a crash in numbers. Jill Turner who 

runs the toad patrol has submitted the numbers to NEDDC, this is factual evidence of 

the effect that the management of Smithy Pond has had on one species only. 

 

Pond weed is a vital food and habitat resource not only for toads, but also frogs, newts 

and water birds, and supports micro-organisms and insects that these larger species 

feed on. 

 

We have also recorded much lower numbers of frogs and newts over recent years, as 

we also come across these while on toad patrol. 

 

There have also been numerous instances of swans, geese and ducks being killed or 

injured by discarded fishing line, for many years. 

 

The anglers have been aware of the above concerns for many years, but have either not 

addressed them or have refused to accept responsibility for for their actions.  For 

instance they claim blue dye is not harmful, but the very fact that it prevents the growth 

of pond weed is harmful to many species. 

 

Similarly, they claim that discarded fishing equipment is the result of non members using 

the pond, however they have a bailiff who attends regularly to prevent use by non 

members, and the fact remains that fishing equipment is discarded frequently (by 

anglers, whether members or not) and injures/kills wildlife.  If angling resumes at this 

pond so will the problem of discarded/snagged equipment. 

 

I am also aware that large pike have been electrically stunned and removed from the 

Wall pond on Central Drive and relocated into Smithy Pond, this was confirmed to me 

during the process by one of the anglers who clearly did not know I was part of the toad 

patrol.  These large pike have been responsible for killing cygnets, goslings and 

ducklings over a number of years. 

 

Given the above matters, it is clear that angling on Smithy Pond, as managed by the 

Clay Cross Anglers (and I would suggest angling generally)is entirely incompatible with 
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maintaining a viable toad population and will clearly result in reduced biodiversity, further 

upsetting instances of waterfowl being injured and killed, and render the pond a sterile 

fishing zone with little or no pond creatures other than mosquito larvae; and oversized 

carp and pike to be caught and photographed by grinning anglers for their social media 

pages, to be thrown back in, and to have the same thing happen the following day.  

 

Kind regards 

 

Dawn Bryan 
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Institute of Fisheries Management  
 

** Email trail sent on by Angling Trust from IFM ** 

 

From: Paul Coulson 

Sent: 25 October 2025 07:16 

To: Martin Salter 

Cc: Broughton, Matthew <Matthew.Broughton@ne-derbyshire.gov.uk> 

Subject: Re: Angling at Wingerworth- A proposal to Environmental Scrutiny 

 

Hi Martin, 

 

To the best of my knowledge, there is no evidence of any direct or indirect impacts on 

toad populations arising from angling activities, or fishery management practices.   

 

Regards 

 

Paul  

 

 

On Fri, 24 Oct 2025 at 19:26, Martin Salter wrote: 

 

Thanks Paul  

 

I’m sure that will be helpful for to Matt 

 

Just to confirm, you are not aware of any evidence of angling negatively impacted on 

toad populations? 

 

Cheers 

Martin 

 

 

Sent from my iPad 

 

 

On 24 Oct 2025, at 18:57, Paul Coulson wrote: 

  

Hi Martin, 

 

It was nice to catch up earlier and discuss the angling situation at the Lido.  

 

With regard to the use of pond dyes and their potential impacts on amphibians, I have 

been unable to find any research or records indicating deleterious effects on frogs, toads 

or newts resulting from their use. 

Pond dyes are applied to thousands of ponds and lakes each year by water managers 

seeking to control the growth and spread of submerged macrophytes and algae. Given 

the increasing restrictions on the use of aquatic herbicides, dyes remain one of the few 

available tools for managing aquatic vegetation in waters used for fisheries, wildlife or 
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general amenity purposes. As you note, the application of lake dyes is a management 

technique recommended and routinely employed by the Environment Agency. It is 

therefore reasonable to assume that, were there significant ecological risks associated 

with their use, such recommendations would not be made. 

In fact, the use of darker pond dyes may offer some ecological benefits. For example, 

they can reduce avian predation on toads, as the darker water makes it more difficult for 

birds to locate their prey. 

In my view, it would be more productive for the Wildlife Trust to focus its attention on the 

impacts of other chemicals known to affect amphibians. Numerous studies across 

Europe have demonstrated negative effects of agricultural pesticides, herbicides and 

fertilisers on amphibian populations. Additionally, recent research has highlighted the 

threats posed to aquatic ecosystems, including fish and amphibians, by pollutants such 

as de-icing salts from roads, chemicals from pet flea treatments, and microplastics. 

 

I hope this is of use and please do come back to me if you would like any further 

information or references.  

 

Best wishes  

 

Paul  

 

Paul Coulson FIFM 

Chief Executive  

Institute of Fisheries Management 
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Countryside Alliance  
 

From: Johnnie Furse <johnnie-furse@countryside-alliance.org>  

Sent: 21 November 2025 17:10 

To: Cllr. Smith <Caroline.Smith@ne-derbyshire.gov.uk> 

Cc: Fuller, Torin <Torin.Fuller@ne-derbyshire.gov.uk>; Cllr.Barker <Nigel.Barker@ne-

derbyshire.gov.uk> 

Subject: Response to consultation on the management of Wingerworth Lido from the 

Countryside Alliance 

 

Dear Councillor Smith, 

  

I am writing to you in your capacity as Chair of the Environment Scrutiny Committee, on 

behalf of Countryside Alliance members and supporters in the North East Derbyshire 

district area. 

  

Please find below a response to the following consultation: Have Your Say on the 

Management of Wingerworth Lido - North East Derbyshire District Council 

  

Our answers correspondent to the questions posed within the online consultation. You 

will appreciate that some are not applicable to a membership organisation.   

  

We would like our response to the consultation logged and considered by the 

Environment Scrutiny Committee. Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any 

questions.  

  

Thank you in advance. 

  

  

Response to consultation on the management of Wingerworth Lido 

  

Q1: The Countryside Alliance is a campaigning organisation that promotes and protects 

the rural way of life by representing the interests of the countryside in parliament, local 

government, the media, and on the ground. We have a significant membership across 

Derbyshire and the North East Derbyshire district and are responding to this consultation 

on their behalf.  

  

Q2: No response. 

  

Q3: No response. 

  

Q4: The lido has existed for many years as a space for local people and those afar to 

enjoy angling. It brings people to the local community and supports the adjacent pub. 

The angling community plays a vital role in ensuring the ecological health of bodies of 

water, and these conservation efforts have been proven to have a beneficial impact on 

biodiversity. 

  

Q5: "Opportunities for recreation", "Heritage and history", and "Fishing" are very 

important to our members. Angling is an important recreational activity that has been 
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shown to have significant positive impacts upon mental health and as such, has been 

promoted by the NHS as part of its growing interest in social prescribing, which an 

increasing body of research is highlighting for its beneficial impacts on health outcomes. 

Wingerworth Lido has maintained a long affiliation with angling forming part of the fabric 

of the local area, and it is important that North East Derbyshire District Council 

recognises that this heritage should be safeguarded for future generations. The ability 

for local people, particularly the younger generation, to fish recreationally at an 

affordable price, is an important opportunity for them to get outdoors and experience the 

natural world and as such, has huge benefits for the locality as well as wider society.  

  

Q6: Given that angling is currently banned at the Wingerworth Lido, the Countryside 

Alliance would like to see the council safeguard its future by permitting the activity’s 

reintroduction. The current ban has caused major detrimental effects to the wellbeing 

and enjoyment of local residents, and may cause significant ecological damage to the 

lido and its wildlife.  

  

Q7: The Countryside Alliance has major concerns about NEDDC's decision to ban 

angling at the lido. Not only did this happen without any engagement with local 

communities, causing damage to relations between locals and the council, the angling 

ban has negatively affected the wellbeing and mental health of the angling community 

and local residents, as well as presenting a major ecological threat to the lido and its 

wildlife. When the ban was originally announced, the council claimed it had done so 

because of ‘complaints’. After the Countryside Alliance queried the ‘complaints’ using 

the Freedom of Information Act, the council confirmed that of the three ‘formal 

complaints’ made over a period spanning two and a half years, none resulted in any 

sanctions or warnings to the club; as such we question how they can reasonably have 

been judged of sufficient severity to warrant banning a longstanding activity. While we 

do not wish to speculate as to the identity of the person or persons behind these 

spurious ‘complaints’, we are aware of examples elsewhere of orchestrated campaigns 

against fishing and other activities involving animal use, being driven by a small minority 

of ideologues. To the contrary, it is clear the Clay Cross Angling Club worked hard to 

maintain a healthy lido and volunteered a huge amount of time to maintaining and 

enhancing the area around the water, keeping it clean and deterring anti -social 

behaviour. We urge the council to reverse the angling ban with immediate effect. 

  

Q8: It is clear there is a large population of local people who would visit the Wingerworth 

Lido much more frequently than they currently are, if the council were to reverse its 

decision to ban angling at the lido. Angling is beneficial not only to personal wellbeing 

and mental health, but has the additional benefit of enhancing the ecological health of 

the lido. 

  

Q9: The Countryside Alliance would, once again, urge the council to immediately 

reverse its decision to ban angling at the lido. This important and longstanding 

recreational activity has provided significant benefits to anglers and the local community, 

and has also ensured that, until now, the lido has been healthy and teeming with wildlif e, 

thanks to the day-to-day work of the Clay Cross Angling Association. Reversing the ban 

would ensure a positive and healthy future both for the local community and for the lido 

itself. 
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Q10: No response. 

  

Q11, Q12, Q13 and Q14 (demographic questions): No response as we are responding 

as an organisation. 

  

  

Thank you again. 

  

Yours sincerely, 

  

Johnnie Furse 

External Affairs Officer 
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Representations from those expressing interest in a “Friends” 

Group 
 

Submission 1 
 

From: Jo Richardson  

Sent: 20 November 2025 11:08 

To: Governance NEDDC <Governance@ne-derbyshire.gov.uk> 

Subject: Wingerworth Smithy pond / Lido 

 

I have been asked if I would like to make written representation to the Environmental 

scrutiny committee with regard to the Wingerworth Lido. Here are my thoughts on the 

unnecessary debarcal which has played out over this pond.   

 

I am not an angler but I am a resident  of nearly 40 yrs in Wingerworth who visits this 

location at least 5 days a week.  

 

The situation needs to be reset with fishing being reinstated at the location, preferably 

by Clay Cross Angling club who have managed the welfare of the pond for many years 

successfully whilst other actions are taken to look at how to manage the pond going 

forward. There should be a lift to the ban on fishing at Smithy pond. I am aware the 

council have said there is no ban but threatening a financial fine is by implication a ban.   

 

A full environmental survey of the pond should be undertaken to establish the wealth of 

aquatic life, fauna , flora and other wild life that are present at the pond throughout the 

year. When this has been  done and only then can a decision  be made on how to 

protect what is already there and possibly enhance it.  Any survey should take at least 

12 months. To leave the pond for this amount of time unmanaged will undoubtedly 

damage the eco system and bio diversity which already exists here.  

 

If the council decides not to take this sort of action how are they or an organisation they 

contract  manage the pond? This will be expensive. Testing the oxygen, nitrate, and 

phosphate levels, checking fish health,  making sure there are no fish are diseased , and 

finding and implementing remedies. This been done by the fishing club in the past . Has 

this not saved the council money? 

 

I am shocked that none of this was thought through before the fishing club were told to 

leave the pond and before there was a public consultation.   

 

The council have acted irresponsibly and without thought for the financial cost they will 

be incurring along with the damage to their corporate and personal reputations. There 

has also been a total disregard and lack of respect for the residents of Wingerworth and 

the district. 

 

In the light of eventually asking for the public's opinion I except the results  of the survey 

the council have set out are made public before any final decisions are made to prove 

there is at least some transparency to the decision making.  

Jo Richardson  (Mrs ) 
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Submission 2 
 

From: John Matkin  

 

Hi Damien,Thanks for the reply and yes i would like to send in a representation for the 

scrutiny panel to consider via a e-mail.Also is the meeting open to the general public not 

just those who are reading out representations?..Here is my representation....Well what 

an unnecessary mess we have here which could have been avoided if the local 

residents/anglers/wildlife group etc were consulted before a decision was made and 

proper democracy served via a vote if required.This as lead to division in the community 

mainly via Facebook which isn't good for the village.I would hope you reconsider and 

allow the anglers back on the lido with a strong tenancy lease and i with the help of 

others to work alongside the bailiff to ensure  safe practice and keeping the area tidy 

and litter free.This would not effect a friends of wingerworth lido group being formed 

where we all join together to enjoy this fantastic part of the village for years to come... 
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Submission 3 
 

From: Helen & David Boyce <hammondboyce25@gmail.com>  

Sent: 23 November 2025 21:06 

To: Governance NEDDC <Governance@ne-derbyshire.gov.uk> 

Subject: Wingerworth Lido/ Biodiversity Hub 

 

Fao the Environment Scrutiny Committee NEDDC  

 

Dear Committee members, 

 

First of all I should like to make it clear that I feel this whole subject should be non- 

political. It is all about conserving and nurturing wildlife for the benefit of the planet and 

for future generations to appreciate. 

 

We are extremely fortunate in Wingerworth to have natural areas which benefit nature. 

In addition to parkland and woodland we are blessed with four substantial ponds - 

Stubbing, the Wall and Island Ponds and the Lido/ Smithy Pond. In a world of declining 

wildlife we have a human obligation to improve and look after biodiversity in all those 

places. 

 

I should be very grateful if you would kindly read the two items of correspondence I sent 

to NEDDC on the subject of the Lido (July 2024 and August 2025, see below). This will 

save me repeating myself too much about my interests and concerns.  

 

In summary of those letters: I have lived in Wingerworth for 53 years and I have always 

been, and still am, a keen amateur naturalist with probably a better understanding of 

British Wildlife than the average person, simply because I have pursued the subject as a 

hobby and interest, and of course spent my formative years learning about insects, 

plants, fungi, pond life etc. Indeed studying Pond Life has been one of my special 

interests. 

 

I am a member of the Derbyshire Wildlife Trust, Derbyshire and Nottinghamshire 

Entomological Society, Sorby Natural History Society, Derbyshire Amphibian and Reptile 

Group, Wingerworth Toad Watch, the Royal Horticultural Society (RHS) and the National 

Trust. A few years ago I was selected as one of 60 people out of 3000 applicants to take 

part in a national slug survey over a period of 13 months for the RHS. 

 

As I have stated in my previous correspondence, my concern regarding the Lido is the 

lack of water weeds, essential algaes, marginal plants and reed beds, together with the 

observed reduction in small aquatic animal life - for example invertebrates and 

amphibians. Algaes and pond weeds are both essential food supplies and physical 

protection for many submerged creatures such as amphibians, tadpoles, fish, larvae of 

all kinds, and on the surface act as protection for newly hatched cygnets, coots, 

moorhens, ducks and other species of water birds from predators such as pike. 

 

Regular application of dye such as Dyofix suppresses photosynthesising plants and 

upsets the pond's ecosystem and balance as well as preventing oxygenation of the 

water through plant photosynthesis. I've read comments from anglers on social media 

Page 85



stating that because plants use but don't produce oxygen at night it harms the fish. All 

plants respire day and night, but the effect at night of reduced oxygen levels in a pond ( 

because no photosynthesis takes place) is negligible and aquatic life adjusts to the 

changes. It is incorrect to suggest water plants should be suppressed for those reasons!  

 

Another argument members of Clay Cross Angling Association (CCAA) put forward is 

that the blue dye ( Dyofix) suppresses blue/ green algae growth. These bacterial 

'blooms' don't occur every year. They are dependant on climate, water movement, 

pollutants, lack of shade and the state of health of the pond. In a pond with a flourishing 

ecosystem and good marginal filtration, occasional  blue/ green algae is less of a threat 

and could be controlled in better, less invasive ways. 

 

In addition to aquatic plants, it is vital that marginal native plants are abundant as these 

help to reduce the amount of pollutants entering the water, particularly after heavy 

rainfall. If there is a good balance between the zoological and botanical organisms in the 

pond it will stay healthy and be able to adjust to minor changes without interference from 

humans! I must emphasise again that use of dye will have seriously upset the natural 

balance of the Lido. 

 

It is also tragic that there has been loss of bird life due to discarded fishing lines and 

hooks left in the water and I'm sure you are aware of such incidents. The people who 

attempt to rescue the birds are usually not members of the angling club and 

I'm  annoyed to read the accusations from anglers on social media that the  'rescuers' 

have caused the deaths of  birds.That is complete misinformation. What has come to 

light from these rescue attempts is the large amount of fishing line present in the pond. I 

would have thought that part of the 'management' of the Lido was to make sure waste 

fishing tackle was cleared up. 

 

There has been a huge amount of commenting about the Lido on social media recently. 

Sadly many comments from anglers and their supporters have been aggressive, rude 

and unpleasant. This whole discussion is about conserving, preserving and nurturing 

wildlife. It is not about personal gain nor about politics. 

 

I have been  disappointed to see that one of NEDDC's Councillors has 'taken sides' with 

the angling community. He maintains that he represents everybody ( and so he should) 

but blatantly supports the anglers who according to him are suffering an  'injustice'. In 

reality the injustice is being suffered by wildlife. He has made insulting comments about 

other Councillors and the NEDDC whilst wearing his Councillor's 'hat'. This kind of 

attitude has not been helping the true aim of the operation - to give wildlife a chance to 

increase and thrive.  

 

CCAA is adamant that it has managed the pond well and that anglers are in a good, if 

not better, position than most to look after the pond's biodiversity. I would agree that this 

ought to be possible and may be true for many fishing sites. However, representatives of 

this local club don't appear to fully understand what biodiversity really means, judging by 

their comments on social media. If they did understand it, they wouldn't have used the 

blue dye year after year, creating a 'barren' pond. 
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One thing that really puzzles me is the letter posted on social media by  Dominic Webb, 

regarding an investigation by PC Daniel Tomlinson regarding the Dyofix (date not 

visible). PC Tomlinson claims to have carried out a thorough investigation, over a two 

month period, conversing and meeting with experts from the  'Environment Agency, 

Local and National Wildlife Organisations, NEDDC, Ecologists and the manufacturer of 

Dyo-Fix to name just a few'. He states 'Extensive Ecological surveys on Wingerworth 

Lido have been completed and results show that it is NOT a protected Great Crested 

Newt habitat'.  He goes on to say he had visited the Lido on numerous occasions during 

the investigative period ( presumably he means the two months) and he  'observed an 

abundance of happy and healthy wildlife'. 

 

I should like to be enlightened as to who these experts, ecologists and wildlife 

organisations actually are and to see their own reports. I find it impossible to believe that 

an extensive ecological investigation could be carried out in a mere eight weeks. There 

is no way of knowing from the letter what time of year the investigation was carried out. 

With regard to Great Crested Newts, they were definitely at the Lido -  I used to find 

them in my garden on Deerpark Crescent. 

 

In another statement by Dominic Webb ( on social media) he claims that the police 

investigation was ' year-long' and cost £11,000. If that is the case, I think your committee 

should request to see the details and costing of the said investigation. Was this the 

same as the two month investigation? 

 

Regarding the non- renewal of the angling lease by NEDDC I do not believe there was a 

desire to do anything underhand, but purely to carry out its legal obligation to improve 

the eco system of the Lido. It is to be hoped the anglers will realise the Council's 

intentions are altruistic and agree to give the pond chance to recover.  

 

In summary: 

 

The Lido has a damaged eco system and needs to be allowed to recover. 

 

CCAA has mismanaged the Lido by overuse of blue dye, whether intentional or 

accidental, and has failed to maintain adequate marginal plants and reed beds. By 

allowing waste fishing tackle to remain in the water there have been injuries to water 

birds, sometimes causing their death. 

 

I urge the Committee to act in favour of wildlife as soon as possible and suspend angling 

until expert ecologists give the all clear. 

  

Yours sincerely, 

 

Helen Boyce ( Mrs) 
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Helen & Davi________________d Boyce < > 
 

Mon 

18 

Aug, 

09:2

2  

  

Dear Damien,   

 

I'm writing to thank you for your decision to turn Wingerworth Lido into a wildlife safe 

space. I expect you've seen all the adverse, angry comments made on social media by 

anglers. Sadly, there is no point in " discussing"  the matter with such people online 

because of the abusive and insulting replies they make to people like myself.   

 

If you look back in your records you'll see that I wrote to you a while ago about my 

concerns for wildlife at the Lido so I won't repeat myself here! In short, I used to live on 

Deerpark Crescent in the 1970s, backing onto the Lido. In fact it was my first house and 

its situation was the reason we chose it. I've always been a keen amateur naturalist and 

the Lido was teeming with "nature" back then, including great crested newts ( I 

personally saw some). 

 

My own opinion is that the angling club have interfered with the balance of wildlife at the 

Lido in several ways. By using Dyofix ( or similar) to control algae, they have also 

controlled natural oxygenating plants. Loss of these and algae has removed food 

sources and protective cover for many creatures. There is of course a complicated 

interaction between all types of wildlife when major changes are made - water creatures, 

insects, birdlife, bats etc as I expect your specialists have explained. It's extremely 

annoying to have to read the arrogant comments from some anglers implying that they 

are the only ones who know about wildlife, but are also protecting it! No they are  not! 

They have changed the chemistry of the water and they've introduced many non-native 

species of fish which are voracious omnivores.  The dye should not have been used as 

there is a flow of water through the Lido leading to the Tricket Brook lower down. 

 

Incidentally, I don't have any objection to angling as long as it's done without tampering 

with the natural state. They used to control excess weed by pulling some out and 

allowing creatures to return to the water. Obviously, some maintenance is required but 

not in the fashion of the recent angling club! 

 

I and my husband will be delighted to join the community group you have suggested.We 

are members of Wingerworth Wildlife Group and although we are small in number, there 

are some very knowledgeable people amongst us. I don't include myself as one of those, 

but I do have contacts through the Sorby Society ( a longstanding natural history society 

based in Sheffield and covering parts of Derbyshire) whose members include those with 

expertise in many aspects of wildlife, including pond rewilding. 

Please do contact me if you'd like further information. 
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I do hope you will remain steadfast in your decision. 

Again, many thanks for what you are doing. 

 

Kind regards,   Helen Boyce  
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Submission 4 
 

From: David Boyce <boycedc44@gmail.com>  

Sent: 23 November 2025 20:37 

To: Governance NEDDC <Governance@ne-derbyshire.gov.uk> 

Subject: Wingerworth Lido written submission 

 

F.A.O. Members of the ENVIRONMENT SCRUTINY COMMITTEE  

 

 I have attached my document. 

 

Page1 consists of my letter of 18/7/2024 to the Estates Dept. about my concerns about 

the State of the LIDO. 

 

Pages 2 - 4 are about my continuing concerns, some suggestions about the progress 

towards a bio-diversity hub, together with criticisms of Clay Cross Angling Association 

and their allies.   

 

David Boyce 
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  25 Rectory Drive 

 Wingerworth 

 S42 6RU 

 

To the Estates Officer 

NEDDC 

 

SERIOUS CONCERN OVER THE STATE OF WINGERWORTH LIDO 

 

The distressing incidents involving the deaths by swallowing fishing hooks of two of the remaining 

three cygnets from the initial brood of six was just the tip of the iceberg in terms of the environmental 

damage that has been done to the LIDO in recent years. 

 

In 2020 during the pandemic we started doing frequent daily walks there and we were impressed by 

the abundance of birdlife there.  There must have been about 10 breeding pairs of mallards, several 

pairs of coots and moorhens as well as the pair of swans with their cygnets. Most of the young ones 

survived until the end of the season. 

 

Over the last 4 years there has been an annual decline in waterbird numbers to this year when there 

have been no young birds surviving except the 1 cygnet. 

 

During the same period the pond vegetation of reeds, water weeds, algae and water lilies has all gone 

except the water lilies which have become profuse. 

These reeds, algae and water weeds are sources of shelter and food for young birds and amphibians 

which have all declined too. 

 

Since 2019, the fishing rights on the LIDO have been leased to the CCAA (Clay Cross Angling 

Association) and in this period it has been changed from a lake with a wide diversity of plant, bird and 

aquatic life into a carp-fishing pond. They fish for huge carp (which are a non-native species and have 

been added to the water ) and some pike which are also culprits in taking young chicks, mainly 

because the LIDO is now sterile and has no natural plant based shelter from predators. 

 

The CCAA has also been adding blue DYOFIX dye which blocks light reaching algae thus killing it. 

It also kills the subsurface weeds. 

 

Legalities. 

I am under the impression that the fishing licence prohibits the addition of any material to the LIDO, 

in which case the CCAA are in serious breach.. 

 

DYOFIX is not allowed to be used in water which feeds into natural water courses. The LIDO feeds 

into Trickett Brook. 

 

I am not an angler myself, but I have no anti-angling agenda.  However I feel that it is time that the 

CCAA be brought in line with their responsibilities and made to undo the damage (it will be a long 

process) or to relinquish their fishing rights. 

 

Yours faithfully 

 

 

 

David Boyce 
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Response to the request for written submissions by 23/11/24 about Wingerworth Lido re-wilding 

 

23/11/25 

 

To NEDDC - Members of the Environment Scrutiny Committee 

 

I wish to give my response as a follow up to my letter of 18/7/24 (see above). 

 

The situation in the Lido with plant life remains as at last year. There have been no reeds, marginals, 

water-weed or algae throughout this year in the main part of the lake. The NW and NE corners show 

very small areas of reeds. 

Compare this with the 2 ponds in Allendale Park approximately 500m away, where these are 

surrounded by flourishing varieties of reeds and marginals. (All algae and most waterweed has now 

disappeared because of the season.) The waters contain various types of fish and other aquatic life and 

there are numerous waterfowl. Even the swans and their cygnets have moved to here from the Lido. 

 

It is in beautiful surroundings, tree lined on its North and West boundaries. It was a bright blue which 

has now disappeared because I do not think that CCAA added as much, or even any, blue dye this 

year. It is still an excellent place for relaxation, dog walking or just gentle exercise. 

 

THE LIDO HAS BEEN TRANSFORMED INTO A LARGE STERILE FISHING POND. 

CCAA has put large numbers of a very large carp species whose food supply is fish food fed to them 

by the club, as there is no natural vegetation other than a dominant water-lily bed, and this is not a 

food plant. 

The Carp and some pike are the over dominant species although there may still be some much smaller 

species of coarse fish surviving. 

 

THE LAKE CANNOT BE RE-WILDED UNTIL ALL OF THESE CARP AND SOME PIKE ARE 

REMOVED AND RE-LOCATED. 

If not, any attempt to add any weed or algae (both fundamental for food and shelter for the young of 

all aquatic life) will be devoured by these voracious omnivores. 

Any new wildlife introduced would meet the same fate. 

 

THERE CAN BE NO RESUMPTION OF FISHING RIGHTS UNTIL THE POND HAS BEEN 

TRANSFORMED FULLY INTO ITS NEW BIO-DIVERSE ROLE 

Any resumption of rights now would be “kicking the can down the road” and would delay the whole 

project. 

The introduction of fish fry would be one of the last stages in the project and numbers would then 

need to stabilise. It may be 4/5 years or more before any fishing would be meaningful. 

Even then, there will need to be a restrictive covenant reached with any fishing club about water 

management to stop a similar situation arising in future. 

 

UNDER NO CIRCUMSTANCES SHOULD CCAA BE GIVEN ANY NEW LEASE. 

I know that in Dec. ‘24, CCAA was sent a notice of cessation of lease, expiring 30/6/25. 

They apparently acknowledged this in January ‘25. 

They seemed to be accepting this very quietly until 30th June. (I have no idea over any exchanges of 

views with NEDDC via letters, emails, texts or phone calls or meetings) 

They voluntarily gave up their lease with Wingerworth PC for fishing the Wall Pond in January ‘25. 
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From the start of July, they then started a tirade of abuse towards the Council, one councillor in 

particular being blamed for it. (He is the very committed green councillor with 1 vote in a council of 

54? members) This abuse was very personal, mostly false accusations. 

This is now being partly re-directed towards councillor Barker with various insults, including being a 

liar, which I do not believe. 

 

Various members of Wingerworth Wildlife Group have had exchanges of views with members of 

CCAA members.   

When the anglers are faced with scientific facts about Blue Dye, prevention of photosynthesis and 

oxygen, food chains and bio-diversity they usually try to give themselves excuses by describing it as 

twaddle or lies and becoming very abusive to the authors.  (look at Wingerworth Village facebook 

page if you need any evidence) 

 

Throughout this period, they have made a series of claims about the benefits of angling including; 

 

It’s good for anglers’ mental health 

Maybe it is, but it would be better for non-anglers mental health to see more diverse plants, flowers 

and insects, butterflies and dragonflies and birds. 

 

We do the maintenance and Without us, it would become an overgrown swamp 

What maintenance?  NEDDC surely do all the mowing, tree care and dam wall/culvert work. 

What do anglers do other than add blue dye (saves weeding), introduce unsuitable fish types and then 

have to pump air to oxygenate the water instead of using algae and weed to do this. 

 

Ecologically balanced ponds are largely self balancing, only needing intervention at times to control 

any over-dominant plants or aquatic life. 

 

We manage the pond well and it is already bio-diverse 

They are deluding themselves if they really believe that. 

They have managed to convert the largely natural lake they took over, into a large fishing pond with 

absolutely no bio-diversity. 

 

 

More recently (before and since the extraordinary council meeting), they seem to have sought help 

from national organisations to help their campaign with a series of exaggerated claims, half truths and 

downright lies 

 

1 Asking The Angling Community for support.  They apparently gained 5000 online supporters 

(Nationwide) for a petition to reinstate angling here. They used this figure as being an overwhelming 

majority in their favour. 

 

2  The CA (Countryside Alliance) whose national spokesman secured a so called interview on GB 

News, who managed to put CCAA’s claims about unfairness and ignoring public opinion from this 

Labour council’s attitude. (it could only be GB News) 

 

3 A fish has died because of lack of oxygen. 

I believe a fish had died, but I have no idea of the cause. Age, disease, lack of oxygen or food? 

This appeared in the Daily Express a few days later with 3 different photos (probably of the same fish) 

with the implication of several deaths. Obviously they took advantage of the opportunity to blame 

NEDDC for banning fishing. 
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The Extraordinary Council Meeting 

I was one of the minority of observers there who was silent throughout it, and was disgusted by the 

conduct of most of the others who were there in force from the angling community.  Their attitude was 

at least intimidating and at times seemed to be almost threatening violence. 

One councillor’s behaviour was totally unacceptable, referring to professional opinions as rubbish, 

referring to other councillors in derogatory terms and seemed to be playing to the gallery by his 

actions. 

 

The way forward 

The proposed Friends group would seem to be a very good idea. 

I would be very willing to join it, although my physical input may not be much. 

Its proposed name FOWL needs to be altered as it could so easily be called the FOUL group. 

 

I have already put forward my ideas of what stages of the work will need to take place (via the survey) 

 

 

 

Faithfully yours, 

 

 

David Boyce 
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Other Representations  
 

Submission 1 
 

From: Roxanne Kapranos 

Date: 24 September 2025 at 09:47:40 BST 

To: "Cllr. Adlington-Stringer" <Frank.Adlington-Stringer@ne-derbyshire.gov.uk>, "Cllr. 

Antcliff" <Pat.Antcliff@ne-derbyshire.gov.uk>, "Cllr. Baker" <Neil.Baker@ne-

derbyshire.gov.uk> 

Subject: Smithy Pond Biodiversity Hub – Resident Support Ahead of Tonight’s 

Meeting 

  

Dear Councillors, 

 

I am writing to express my support for the transformation of Smithy Pond into a 

biodiversity hub, a project that holds immense promise for our village’s ecosystem and 

community. Unfortunately, I am unable to attend tonight’s meeting due to business 

commitments in London, but I feel strongly that my voice, and those of other residents, 

must still be heard. 

 

It has come to my attention that a vocal minority of anglers, many of whom are not 

residents of our village, are opposing this initiative. Their aggressive tactics including 

mobilizing non-local support and dominating online discussions are drowning out the 

voices of actual residents who support this project. Many locals have expressed fear or 

reluctance to speak up, citing the intimidating behaviour and tactics of Ross Shipman's 

supporters and anglers from outside of this area. This is deeply troubling and 

undermines the democratic process. 

 

I urge the Council to prioritise the views of local council taxpayers and residents, and to 

ensure that decisions reflect the long-term interests of our community, not the loudest 

external voices. 

 

Thank you for your attention. 

 

Sincerely, 

Roxanne 
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Submission 2 
 

From: John Gascoigne 

Date: 23 May 2025 at 20:49:40 BST 

To: "Cllr. Adlington-Stringer" <Frank.Adlington-Stringer@ne-derbyshire.gov.uk> 

Subject: A Rare tree 

  

            Dear Frank, You may be interested that I noticed today what is classed as a rare 

tree/shrub, today here in Wingerworth. I think there are two in full flower beside Smithy 

Pond about 30 yards from the pub car park. They are  called Populus nigra or wild Black 

Popular. Apparently there are only about  600 are female trees left now in Britain. I 

hope I am correct about this as I am not an expert.  Derbyshire Wildlife Trust may 

be interested perhaps. 
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Submission 3 
 

From: peter bates 

Sent: 13 November 2025 17:35 

To: Governance NEDDC <Governance@ne-derbyshire.gov.uk> 

Subject: Fishing at Wingwoth 

 

Hello my name is Peter Bates and I am Secretary of St Chad s Fishing Club Draycott 

Derbys. 

 

St Chads Water is  Draycott local Nature reserve and is owned by Draycott Parish 

Council covering around 10 acres. 

 

The Parish Council and fishing club work really well together we the fishing club are 

responsible for all matters concerning the fishing rights and allocation of permits,  as 

well on behalf of the Draycott Parish Council for weekly litter picks and emptying the 7 

litter bins for weekly council collection. Ensuring the LNR is always kept tidy and free of 

any obstacles that could harm the wildlife. 

 

I think we are a brilliant example of how a fishing club can work with a local council to 

create a beautiful friendly Local Nature Reserve for everyone to enjoy.  

I would be happy to show anyone around if it would help you support fishing at 

Wingworth. 

 

Regards 

Peter Bates 
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Submission 4 
 

From: Dominic Webb <dominic@tb.fish>  

Sent: 22 November 2025 21:48 

To: Cllr. Smith <Caroline.Smith@ne-derbyshire.gov.uk> 

Cc: Cllr. Adlington-Stringer <Frank.Adlington-Stringer@ne-derbyshire.gov.uk>; 

Sternberg, Sarah <Sarah.Sternberg@ne-derbyshire.gov.uk>; Smith, Andrew 

<Andrew.Smith@ne-derbyshire.gov.uk>; Broughton, Matthew <Matthew.Broughton@ne-

derbyshire.gov.uk>; Fuller, Torin <Torin.Fuller@ne-derbyshire.gov.uk>; Cllr. Beech 

<Richard.Beech@ne-derbyshire.gov.uk>; Cllr. Clegg <Kathy.Clegg@ne-

derbyshire.gov.uk>; Cllr. Dale <Alex.Dale@ne-derbyshire.gov.uk>; Cllr.Deighton 

<Lillian.Deighton@ne-derbyshire.gov.uk>; Cllr.Lacey <Tony.Lacey@ne-

derbyshire.gov.uk>; Cllr. Petersen <Fran.Petersen@ne-derbyshire.gov.uk>; 

Cllr.Renwick <Carolyn.Renwick@ne-derbyshire.gov.uk>; Martin Salter 

<martinreadingwest@googlemail.com>; mo-metfisher@countryside-alliance.org; Jon 

Cooper <jon.cooper@nationalworld.com>; Cllr.Barker <Nigel.Barker@ne-

derbyshire.gov.uk> 

Subject: Wingerworth Lido review submission. 

 

Dear Cllr Smith, 

 

Please find attached our companies submission (with recommendations) to your 

Environmental Scrutiny committees ongoing review into the future use and previous 

decisions taken in respect of Wingerworth Lido. 

 

Enclosed with the letter are three attachments. 

 

NB: Appendix A is very large (183 pages, at approx 65MB, collated) so I have uploaded 

it to our public shared drive for convenience, but obviously it should be read in 

conjunction with our submission attached.  

 

Appendix A: https://drive.proton.me/urls/JT6GTGXRN4#bqnQN9lyAyn5 

 

If you or any of your committee have any questions I will be pleased to answer them at 

your earliest convenience. We look forward to reviewing your committee's 

recommendation to the councils Asset Management Board and follow the review process 

with great interest as it informs what is now part of a wider national debate on the loss of 

public access to publicly owned water assets. 

 

 

Faithfully, 

 

Dominic Webb 

CEO 

The Bigger Fish 
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Enclosure 1 
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Enclosure 2 
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Wingerworth Lido Consultation 

Executive Summary 

The following is the response from Derbyshire Wildlife Trust following a request for 

consultation regarding the future management of Wingerworth Lido. 

Wingerworth Lido is a Local Wildlife Site currently in unfavourable-declining condition, 

having been under inappropriate management for a number of years. The site's biodiversity 

has significantly declined over time due to management factors, exacerbated by the use of 

blue dye and lack of a suitable management plan. Common toad and white-clawed crayfish 

have declined in numbers, and local residents are concerned for the state of the Lido. North 

East Derbyshire District Council (NEDDC) have a legal obligation through the Statutory 

Biodiversity Duty to protect, restore and enhance this priority site for biodiversity. 

Derbyshire Wildlife Trust urges NEDDC to take urgent action to halt further decline in the 

condition of the Lido and take steps to restore the site for wildlife and for people.  

Local Wildlife Site Designation 

A Local Wildlife Site (LWS) is an area of land that is considered to be especially important for 

its habitats and value to wildlife within a county, acting as key corridors for wildlife and 

forming the basis of high value ecological networks.1 Derbyshire Wildlife Trust manages the 

Local Wildlife Site system on behalf of Derbyshire’s Local Planning Authorities. Through this 

agreement, the Trust undertakes a programme of surveys and monitoring to assess the 

condition of Local Wildlife Sites in Derbyshire for the government indicator of positive 

management (Single Data List Reference 160). The Local Wildlife Site System has been in 

place since 1984, and the Single Data List monitoring system since 2011. As a result, the 

Trust has an in depth understanding and dataset on the habitats at these sites, and their 

condition, across the county. The aim of the Local Wildlife Site system is to ensure that sites 

of high wildlife value are protected and managed sympathetically.  

 
1 Local Wildlife Sites | The Wildlife Trusts 
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Wingerworth Lido (NE037) was designated as a Local Wildlife Site in 1984 for its 

reptile/amphibian assemblage (Am2), due to its population of common toad (Bufo bufo), 

common frog (Rana temporaria) and smooth newt (Lissotriton vulgaris). In 2000, 

exceptionally high numbers were recorded by volunteers running the toad crossing at the 

site, who counted 815 toads, 596 frogs and 99 smooth newts. Additionally in 1998, 91 

clumps of frog spawn were recorded in the north-west corner of the lake.  

Value of Ponds 

Ponds are bodies of freshwater, natural or man-made, which range in size from 1m2 to 2ha - 

Wingerworth Lido falls at the latter end, measuring 1.8ha in size. Despite their overall small 

size, ponds can support more biodiversity than larger waterbodies like rivers and lakes.2 Two 

thirds of all freshwater species can live in ponds, including many tiny invertebrates, mayflies, 

dragonflies, freshwater mussels, toads, frogs and newts, as well as water voles, otters and 

grass snakes.3 The species which rely on ponds for life then form a key part of the food web, 

further supporting species of birds, bats and terrestrial mammals.  

As stated in the Local Nature Recovery Strategy (LNRS), only 20% of ponds in Derbyshire are 

in good condition.4 More widely, across the UK 500,000 ponds have been lost over the last 

100 years, 5 with 80% of remaining ponds in poor condition.6 We know that Derbyshire's 

native flora has also been severely impacted by habitat loss, with 245 species now extinct, 

rare or in decline; many of these species depend on sympathetic management of habitats 

such as wetlands, watercourses and ponds which can support rare and uncommon plant 

species.7 

As well as the overall loss of ponds to development, ponds have been lost, or declined in 

quality, due to neglect and poor management. Those that remain are threatened by drought 

as a result of climate change, contamination by pollutants through run off from roads and 

 
2 Ponds - Freshwater Habitats Trust 
3 Ponds - Freshwater Habitats Trust 
4 Derbyshire County Council. ‘Thriving with Nature. A Local Nature Recovery Strategy for Derbyshire: 
Statement of Biodiversity Priorities.’ [Date Accessed: 12/11/25] 
5 Ponds | The Wildlife Trusts 
6 Ponds - Freshwater Habitats Trust 
7 Derbyshire County Council. ‘Thriving with Nature. A Local Nature Recovery Strategy for Derbyshire: 
Statement of Biodiversity Priorities.’ [Date Accessed: 12/11/25] 
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agricultural land, as well as invasive non-native species (INNS) such as Himalayan balsam 

(Impatiens glandulifera) and New Zealand pygmyweed (Crassula helmsii), among others.  

For many habitats that we see in decline in the county, initiatives focussed on enhancing, 

restoring and maintaining existing sites should be the priority.8 

  

 
8 Derbyshire County Council. ‘Thriving with Nature. A Local Nature Recovery Strategy for Derbyshire: 
Statement of Biodiversity Priorities.’ [Date Accessed: 12/11/25] 
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Decline in Condition 

Through more recent monitoring surveys, an amphibian survey was conducted in June 2023 

by an ecologist at the Trust to assess the Lido for adult toads, frogs, newts and spawn, as 

well as terrestrial search of nearby habitats for juveniles of these species. No adults, 

juveniles or spawn of any of these species were found during this survey. Supporting data 

that Derbyshire Amphibian and Reptile Group (DARG) supplied to the Trust at the time 

showed that there were toads using the crossing in 2023. However, the numbers had been 

sharply decreasing since 2018, where there was a peak of over 1400 toads crossing, 

following a long steady climb, then a sharp drop to just 200 in 2023. The decline of the 

common toad population is now critical and in our view the Lido requires sympathetic 

management to give the toads, one of the key reasons for the site’s LWS designation, the 

best chance of recovery.  

The 2023 surveys were sparked by NEDDC staff who had received complaints from the 

general public about the repeated use of blue dye in the Lido. The dye has reportedly been 

added to the water by the angling group to control growth of aquatic vegetation to aid 

fishing at the site. Members of the public expressed concerns regarding the impact of the 

blue dye on amphibians and although formal research on this topic is limited, there are 

potential risks to amphibians, particularly if dye is used in higher doses than recommended 

for managing algal blooms. Our understanding is that the blue dye was used at the Lido to 

manage vegetation growth, and not to control an algal bloom. This suggests that the blue 

dye could have been used at a higher dose than is recommended, resulting in a notable 

impact on vegetation growth, and that this can have further implications for amphibians, 

such as: 

• Through darkening the water, shading out aquatic plants and preventing their 

growth, this simultaneously darkens the water for amphibians.  

• The reduction in aquatic plants may contribute to lower oxygenation levels in the 

pond, which amphibians rely on to breathe through their skin in developmental 

stages, and still as adults in frogs.  

• Reduction in oxygen availability in the water may impact other freshwater 

invertebrates, a vital food source for developing and adult amphibians.  
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• Reduction in aquatic plants as shelter for amphibians, particularly in a pond with a 

large population of predatory fish.  

Due to these concerns, an assessment of the pond's habitat quality was completed by the 

Trust in August 2023 as requested by NEDDC, through the Predictive System for Multimetrics 

(PSYM) methodology. A full copy of this report has been provided. The key finding showed 

that the Lido's condition, measured as a Biotic Integrity Score of 67%, was moderate. This 

compared to a moderate condition Score of 72% at the previous PSYM survey in 2010, thus 

confirming a slight decrease in the quality of the habitat at the Lido over this period. Fewer 

dragonflies (Odonata) and alderflies (Megaloptera) individuals were found in 2023, though 

there were more beetles (Coleoptera) individuals in 2023. A significant difference in the 

surveys is also the reported area of shade on the Lido, in 2010 just 1% shade compared to 

5% shade in 2023. Though this may seem a small proportion to the rest of the pond, the 

area of shade that has increased is the northern edge of the pond, which has seen significant 

shade cover caused by overhanging trees from the bank. This is the area that in 2000 was 

reported to have 91 clumps of frogspawn. It is possible that the increase in shading in this 

area has prevented the necessary sunlight and warmth that frogspawn require to develop 

properly.9  

Since the 2023 surveys, the LWS Wingerworth Lido is considered to be in 'unfavourable-

declining’ condition, as the key feature of its reptile and amphibian assemblage is in decline.  

We are also concerned that the use of the blue dye is suppressing normal plant growth, 

reducing the abundance and diversity of plants. Our surveys have highlighted the very low 

proportion of submerged, emergent, marginal and floating aquatic plants present. The PSYM 

surveys undertaken indicate that the Lido is not supporting a diverse range of plant species 

and that this aspect of the site's biodiversity should be a focus for enhancement.  

A healthy pond should have 60-85% cover of plants, with a diversity of submerged, floating, 

emergent and marginal species.10 However, the 2023 survey recorded just 5% emergent 

species cover, and just 2% in 2010. A high coverage of plants growing in a pond: 

•  drives oxygenation of the water;  

 
9 All you need to know about frog spawn | North Wales Wildlife Trust 
10 Pond restoration and management | Suffolk Wildlife Trust 
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• absorbs nutrients which can prevent eutrophication; 

• prevent erosion; 

• traps sediment which can reduce turbidity; and  

• provides vital shelter, food and breeding grounds for freshwater invertebrates, 

amphibians and birds.  

There is substantial evidence that the health of the Lido and the species assemblage has 

been struggling for many years, and that a sympathetic management regime is needed to try 

and restore and enhance the pond and its associated flora and fauna. The introduction of 

the blue dye brought this to NEDDC's attention, and though this may not be the only cause 

of decline at the site, there are concerns over the use of this substance which has led to the 

pressing demand to step in and restore the site. The period of time for incremental changes 

has passed, and there is now a requirement for an urgent change in management.  

Biodiversity Duty & The Local Nature Recovery Strategy 

The Statutory Biodiversity Duty came into force under the Environment Act 2021 and Local 

Authorities have legal obligations as a result. The Duty means that a public authority must: 

• Consider what it can do to conserve and enhance biodiversity; 

• Agree policies and specific objectives based on its consideration; and, 

• Act to deliver its policies and achieve its objectives.11 

In order to comply with the Duty, the local authority must check how the organisation 

complies with the following strategies: 

• Local nature recovery strategies; 

• Species conservation strategies (to be published); 

• Protected sites strategies (to be published). 12 

 
11 Complying with the biodiversity duty - GOV.UK 
12 Complying with the biodiversity duty - GOV.UK 
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Although the national species conservation and protected sites strategies are yet to be 

published by government, the Local Nature Recovery Strategy does present priorities and 

measures for both species and protected sites which are detailed in the National Planning 

and Policy Framework and Local Nature Recovery Strategy sections below.  

As a result, NEDDC must:  

• Understand how and if these strategies are relevant to the organisation; 

• Be aware of how these strategies affect land that it owns or manages, or actions that 

it could take to conserve and enhance biodiversity; 

• Consider how it could contribute to the strategy, where appropriate.13 

National Planning and Policy Framework 

The National Planning and Policy Framework details the ways in which NEDDC should be 

complying with the Local Nature Recovery Strategy: 

• Paragraph 192 - To protect and enhance biodiversity and geodiversity, plans should: 

o Identify, map and safeguard components of local wildlife-rich habitats and 

wider ecological networks, including the hierarchy of international, national 

and locally designated sites of importance for biodiversity; wildlife corridors 

and stepping stones that connect them and areas identified by national and 

local partnerships for habitat management, enhancement, restoration or 

creation.  

o Promote the conservation, restoration and enhancement of priority habitats, 

ecological networks and the protection and recovery of priority species and 

identify and pursue opportunities for securing measurable net gains for 

biodiversity.  

• Paragraph 188 - Plans should:  

o distinguish between the hierarchy of international, national and locally 
designated sites;  

 
13 Complying with the biodiversity duty - GOV.UK 
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o allocate land with the least environmental or amenity value, where consistent 
with other policies in the National Planning and Policy Framework;  

o take a strategic approach to maintaining and enhancing networks of habitats 
and green infrastructure; and, 

o  plan for the enhancement of natural capital at a catchment or landscape 
scale across local authority boundaries.  

Wingerworth Lido is formally mapped in the Local Nature Recovery Strategy as 'an area of 

particular importance to biodiversity (APIBs)' which means that this is an area that must be 

conserved and protected as a part of the existing 'core network' of sites for biodiversity. This 

means that NEDDC has an obligation to intervene and take action when a priority site under 

their ownership is not being conserved and enhanced, and at Wingerworth Lido this is 

compounded by the threat to Priority species common toad and white-clawed crayfish (also 

a Protected Species).  

Local Nature Recovery Strategy 

In addition to the Local Nature Recovery Strategy naming Wingerworth Lido as a priority site 

for white-clawed crayfish, it sets out its priorities and measures for wetlands, as well as 

priorities and measures for People and Wildlife. Those priorities relevant to Wingerworth 

Lido state:  

• WL-1 - Safeguard and enhance wetland habitats including ponds, lowland fen, 

swamp, marsh, reedbed etc. 

• WL-2 - Existing wetlands are managed and enhanced to support greater levels of 

biodiversity, for example for amphibians and invertebrates. 

• WL-3 - The wetland resource is increased, connected, and existing sites are extended 

and buffered through the creation of new semi-natural wetlands. 

• PW-2 - People have more opportunities to actively engage with the natural 

environment, supporting and delivering nature recovery in their area.  

• PW-4 - Safeguard high quality and sensitive species by reducing the impact from 

people and managing visitor pressure. 

Measures to be taken to achieve this include:  
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• 076 - Sites are identified and in positive management to maximise their biodiversity 

value as wetlands and for their associated species. 

• 077 - Existing moderate quality and neglected ponds and wetlands are restored and 

enhanced through biodiversity-focussed management including dew ponds in the 

White Peak. 

• 078 - Investigate and improve water quality (for example through the sue of buffer 

strips) where this is having a detrimental effect on the condition of wetlands. 

• 079 - Control and eradicate invasive non-native species within wetlands and promote 

good biosecurity practices to restrict their spread. 

• 083 - Buffer and protect existing and new pond and wetland sites, through the 

creation and enhancement of complementary habitats (grasslands, rough margins, 

tree planting) to make space for water, improve water quality and help ensure 

wetlands can function naturally.14 

• 116 - Conservation volunteering opportunities increase, and there are more people 

engaged with local green spaces. 

• 117 - Communities are engaged to support nature recovery in their area, through 

'friends of' groups, community tree planting, 'clean up' events, community wildlife 

gardens and allotments, community farming etc. 

• 130 - Where impacts on high quality habitat and sensitive species are known to exist, 

develop strategies to reduce and mitigate visitor pressure.  

• 131 - Promote public access and divert visitor pressure towards more local and less 

sensitive locations to reduce harm to more valuable habitats and species.  

Within the LNRS, the Lido is identified as one of the few sites in the Derbyshire Peak Fringe & 

Lower Derwent area with a healthy population of white-clawed crayfish (Austropotamobius 

pallipes).  This is a freshwater crustacean native to the UK is a protected species under the 

Wildlife and Countryside Act, 1981, and listed as Endangered on the global IUCN Red List of 

 
14 Derbyshire County Council. ‘Thriving with Nature. A Local Nature Recovery Strategy for Derbyshire: 
Statement of Biodiversity Priorities.’ [Date Accessed: 12/11/25] 
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Threatened Species.15 The species is threatened by the non-native North American signal 

crayfish (Pacifastacus leniusculus) which carries the fungus Aphanomyces astaci.  This 

pathogen is fatal to white-clawed crayfish and, as well as being transmitted by the presence 

of the invasive signal crayfish, is also spread via contaminated equipment, clothing and 

animals.  

As a protected and threatened species in the UK that is present at Wingerworth Lido, there 

is a duty to ensure that the habitat and management is suitable for the white-clawed 

crayfish to thrive. Records from the Derbyshire Biological Records Centre show that in 2008 a 

trapping survey was completed, through which 47 adult white-clawed crayfish were 

recorded. No further trapping surveys have been completed, however this does confirm that 

the Lido supported a very strong population of the species in 2008. A torching survey was 

completed in October 2021 where four individuals were observed, and this year at least five 

torching surveys have been completed but no individuals have been observed at all. The dry 

summer in 2025 led to a lower water level in the Lido which may have caused the crayfish to 

move into the deeper centre of the Lido, less visible from the banks for torching surveys. 

However, the incredibly low numbers in 2021 and 2025 do suggest that the population could 

have been impacted in recent years. The Trust believes that the Lido currently presents sub-

optimal habitat for white-clawed crayfish, due to a lack of natural refuges, poor water 

quality and biosecurity risks:  

• Refuges - Much of the Lido is very silty with few refuges, which increases white-

clawed crayfish vulnerability to predators, particularly fish;  

• Water Quality - It is likely that the unnatural balance of predatory fish in the Lido is 

causing high nutrient levels. The fish also stir up the silt, causing turbid water with 

silty suspension which makes it poor quality for plants and invertebrates;  

• Biosecurity - This is a risk everywhere for white-clawed crayfish but can be 

minimised. The presence of the angling club can be an additional biosecurity threat 

for white-clawed crayfish if anglers using the Lido are not strictly following 'check, 

clean, dry' protocol. Minimising people and equipment in the water is the best way 

to minimise the threat to white-clawed crayfish.  

 
15 White-clawed crayfish | The Wildlife Trusts 
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The LNRS details the common toad and the white-clawed crayfish as priority species. For the 

common toad (SP-3), the measures include:  

• 013 - Improved signage for toad crossings and support volunteer groups/toad 

crossing groups; 

• 016 - Enhance habitat and connectivity around key ponds; 

• 017 - Biosecurity to minimise and address risks of disease.  

For the white-clawed crayfish (SP-9) the measures include:  

• 036 - Survey watercourses to identify extant populations of white-clawed crayfish 

and assess threats and options; 

• 038 - Protect in-situ populations and prioritise their habitat needs by achieving 

consistent, steady flows of good or very good water quality;  

• 042 - Implement biosecurity measures, particularly for anglers and other people and 

equipment that enters the water.  

The LNRS also details 22 priority threatened wetland flora and fauna (SA-4) for which 

measure include: 

• 093 - Create new wetlands in strategic locations to benefit these species; 

• 094 - Improve/protect water quality and habitat to benefit key species. 

  

Page 129



 

Conclusion 

Derbyshire Wildlife Trust believes that the available evidence strongly supports positive 

change in the management of the Lido from one that is focused on a single activity to one 

that takes a holistic approach to resolve the problems the Lido is experiencing and prioritises 

the recovery of the Lido’s key species and habitats.  

Urgent action is now needed to arrest and reverse the declines of both common toad and 

white-clawed crayfish and improve the ecological condition of the Local Wildlife Site. 

We feel that there are additional benefits and opportunities for the local community 

through the restoration and sympathetic management of the Lido that can connect with a 

broader range of users. Although the Trust is not calling for an outright ban on fishing at the 

Lido, there is significant evidence that the recent management of the Lido has caused 

significant damage, and so a change of management driven by nature and evidence is 

needed.  

After a long period of growing concern for the Lido in the community, and within the Trust, it 

is now time to take decisive action for biodiversity. We must reverse the declines and restore 

the ecological integrity and diversity of the Lido before it is too late. We urge the council to 

develop and implement a focussed restoration plan for the Lido.  

Interim actions 

We recommend taking some interim actions to halt the further decline of the condition of 

the Lido: 

• Halt the use of blue dye in the pond and prevent any future use of the dye; 

• Address wildlife welfare concerns, such as injuries to waterfowl that have been 

associated with fishing gear;  

• Removal of fish from the Lido, targeting non-native species and overpopulation of 

predatory species, to restore natural conditions and restore nutrient levels.  

Biodiversity Improvement Plan 
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The Biodiversity Improvement Plan will include a thorough review of the site's habitats, their 

conditions and set out steps to restore and create appropriate, good condition habitats. We 

will work collaboratively to create an evidence-led and suitable restoration plan for the Lido, 

its wildlife and the people who use the space.  

Long Term Vision 

The Trust's long-term vision for the Lido would be for a thriving biodiversity hub, with 

wetland habitats restored and in good condition. 

The restoration plan actions have been carried out, and the site is now under a wildlife 

friendly management plan, delivered by local people and the council.  

The common toad population, along with other those of other amphibians, has recovered 

and is stable each year, and the site is reinstated as a key site for common toad in 

Derbyshire.  

The white-clawed crayfish population has recovered, biosecurity threats are minimised and 

the site is considered to be a safe haven for the species in Derbyshire.  

The habitat restoration actions have reinstated lost plant species, and the wetland habitats 

now support rare and specialist plant species, waterfowl, and many other animals.  

The water quality is good, with diverse and abundant freshwater invertebrates that drive the 

food web and life cycle of a healthy pond. Local people are engaged in the management of 

the site and feel proud to have played a part in restoring this site for nature.  
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The Trust welcomes further discussion and engagement with regards to the future of 

Wingerworth Lido, and we are happy to discuss our concerns. If you wish to discuss any of 

the comments made, please contact us at wildsolutions@derbyshirewt.co.uk. 

Yours sincerely,  

 

Matt Buckler 

Executive Director of Strategy and Innovation 

Derbyshire Wildlife Trust 
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WINGERWORTH LIDO 

 

ONLINE PETITION   
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Independent Online Petition to Reinstate Angling 
 

As at 28 November 2025 5,369 had signed the petition – screenshot of site below. 

 

Petition · Save fishing at the Wingerworth Lido - United Kingdom · Change.org  
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WINGERWORTH LIDO 

 

COUNTRYSIDE ALLIANCE 

 

CORRESPONDENCE WITH NEDDC 
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Letter from Countryside Alliance – dated 28 August 2025  
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Letter from Countryside Alliance – dated 17 September 2025  
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Letter from Countryside Alliance – dated 25 September 2025  
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Response Letter from Leader, Cllr Nigel Barker to 

Countryside Alliance – dated 3 September 2025  

 

Page 142



 

WINGERWORTH LIDO 

 

ASSET MANAGEMENT BOARD 

(AMB) DECISION ROUTE  
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Wingerworth Lido Decision Route 
 

The purpose of this paper is to provide Scrutiny the decision making route taken for 

ending the CCAA lease allowing the process to be reviewed and recommendations 

made as appropriate. 

 

Nature of the decision: 

The decision to end the CCAA lease was taken in 17 December 2024 therefore, the 20 

May 2024 Constitution is the overarching document. 

 

The decision taken was a non-housing property portfolio decision to determine a 

lease. The passing rent in the lease was £500 PA therefore, even taken over the life of 

the lease (19 years), rather than the lease term (5 years), the total value is £9,500, 

comfortably within the key decision threshold (at paragraph 6.2) of £100,000 or above.  

 

Council or Cabinet Function: 

The functions of Council and Cabinet (the executive) are set out within the constitution 

in the Functions Scheme. The contents of the Scheme derive from the law – the Local 

Government Act 2000 and the Functions Regulations as amended. 

 

Section Seventeen - The Functions Scheme 

This determines that property related decisions are a Cabinet Function and more 

particularly listed as: 

 

(s) Managing and maintaining the Council’s non-housing property portfolio. 

(y) Approving the purchase, sale or appropriation of land and the leasing (or 

otherwise) of property 

 

These remain the same in the 2025 Constitution. 

 

Decisions delegated to Officers: 

The constitution sets out the Cabinet functions and powers delegated to all Directors 

and Assistant Directors. The relevant delegation in this scenario is: 

 

9.14 - To acquire, dispose of, grant and obtain rights in land and premises on such 

terms and conditions as considered appropriate where expenditure is within approved 

budgets and professional valuation advice is obtained confirming best consideration 

has been obtained. 

 

The Assistant Director – Property, Estates and Assets exercised this delegation when 

serving the Notice to Quit below: 
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Notice to Quit – 17 December 2024 

 

Ward member consultation (1.4): 

In exercising the delegation, Officers shall consult the local Ward Member(s) when 

they exercise any delegated powers specifically affecting their ward and when the 

matter is likely to be politically sensitive or contentious unless legal reasons prevent 

this. Officers must take account of the views of the relevant Ward Member(s) before 

exercising their delegated power. 

 

In an email on the 15 September (Before the decision), the Assistant Director – 

Property, Estates and Assets consulted local ward members 
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Consultation email to local ward members – 15 September 2025 

 

Further Consultation/Informing (Officer & Portfolio Holder) 

In addition, under this scheme of delegation (1.2), officers must keep Members 

properly informed of action arising within the scope of these delegations. Officers must 

liaise closely with the relevant Portfolio Holder on Executive Functions and the 

relevant Chairman of the regulatory committee when the matter falls within the remit of 

that committee. 

 

Also under the scheme (5.1) Officers shall consult as appropriate and have due regard 

to the advice given. If for any reason it is not practical to consult a person required to 

be consulted in the exercise of a delegation then the person with the delegated power 

must consult someone else whom they consider to be an appropriate substitute. In 

particular, consultation must take place with Legal, Finance and Human Resources as 

appropriate. 

 

Advisory bodies and working parties (Page 3): 

The constitution sets out that advisory bodies or working parties may be established 

from time to time which include in their membership Councillors and/or Officers and/or 

representatives from partner organisations or the local community. Working parties or 

advisory bodies established under this section will not be constituted as committees 

and are not authorised to make decisions on behalf of the Council.  

 

Asset Management Board  

For property related matters, Asset Management Board is the advisory body/working 

party and the duty to consult/inform with relevant Portfolio Holder and departments 

such as Legal and Finance, is done through the Asset Management Board.  
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AMB Briefing note – 29 August 2024 

 

The board is not a decision making body, any property related decision will be taken 

by either Cabinet or Officer delegation, but amongst other things, Asset Management 

Board/Group discharges the requirement to consult on matters such as the decision in 

question. The Asset Management Board Terms of Reference state the purpose as: 

 

1. To provide a single integrated overview and support officer recommendations 

made in relation to all Council owned and Rykneld managed land and property 

assets (General Fund and Housing Revenue Account) including; policy, 

strategy, usage, change, service delivery need, acquisition, disposal and 

development.  

2. To provide strategy, leadership, direction and support officer recommendations 

when there are proposals to use the Council’s assets for or in conjunction with 

those of the wider public sector. 
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3. To provide leadership and oversight in relation to the Council’s Corporate 

Landlord activities (in particular Statutory Compliance requirements) and to set 

priorities and record performance. 

4. To provide oversight on the delivery of the Council’s Strategic Asset 

Management Plan (SAMP) and how the SAMP continues to align with the 

Council Plan. 

 
The Terms of Reference also state: “Asset Management Board (AMB) is not responsible 
as a decision making body and it has no formal powers of approval. AMB will support any 
officer recommendations made which will then be approved under Officer Delegated 
Powers (as defined in The Constitution of NEDDC dated 26th April 2021) or at Cabinet/Full 
Council” (if outside Budget Policy Framework). 
 

Review of the Disposals & Acquisitions Strategy: 

The key documents referenced in this paper to this point are the constitution and the 

Asset Management Board Terms of Reference. As elected members will know, the 

constitution is reviewed annually and the Asset Management Board Terms of 

Reference (TOR) were reviewed in November 2023.  

 

The document that is most in need of review is the Disposals & Acquisitions Strategy, 

last reviewed in 2017. This document sets out the role of Asset Management Group 

(referred to as Asset Management Board in the Strategic Asset Management Plan and 

TOR) and guides asset related decisions to ensure compliance with our Section 123 

(best consideration) duties, amongst other things.  

 

At the 11 November 2025 Council, the Portfolio Holder referenced the review or the 

Disposals and Acquisitions Strategy. This review is underway now following the 

adoption of the Strategic Asset Management Plan which is the overarching strategic 

document that informs the Disposals and Acquisitions Strategy.  
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WINGERWORTH LIDO 

 

ASSET MANAGEMENT BOARD 
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Terms of Reference  
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AMB Briefing Note – dated 29 August 2024 
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Lido Location Plan  
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Lease Agreement with Clay Cross and District Angling 

Association (CCDAA) – dated 30 August 2006  
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Notice to Quit – CCDAA   
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