
Little Wolford Parish Meeting 

Minutes of the 2013 Parish Annual Meeting 
Wednesday, 17 April 2013, Little Wolford Village Hall 

Present: David Farman, Chairman (DF); Gill Cotter (GC); Chris Heritage (CHe); Jim Heritage; Monika Hücke; Jens Hücke 
(JHü); Helen Hücke; Bob Large (BL); Beryl Braithwaite (BB); Simon Lewis (SL); Henry Warriner (HW); Gill 
Ablewhite (GA); Charles Hobbs (CHo); Jane Hobbs (JHo). 

Guests: Cllr Chris Saint, Warwickshire County Councillor (CS) 

The meeting opened at 7.35pm. 

1. Apologies: Chris Cond, Michael & Jane Revere, Diz Farman (IF), Shirley Large, Colin Ablewhite and Roz Warriner. 

2. Election of Chairman for 2013/14 

There being no other candidate, DF was re-elected, and agreed to serve, as Chairman for a further year (proposed: BB, 
seconded: CHo). 

3. Approval of minutes of the Parish Annual Meeting of 21 March 2012 

GA proposed and CHe seconded the motion that the minutes be accepted, and signed by the Chairman, as a true record of 
the meeting. 

4. Approval of minutes of the Extraordinary Meeting of 28 January 2013 

CHo proposed and CG seconded the motion that the minutes be accepted, and signed by the Chairman, as a true record of 
the meeting. 

5. Chairman’s Report 

(a) Training: DF reported that he had attended a number of training events organised by the Warwickshire & West 
Midlands Association of Local Councils (WALC), Stratford-on-Avon District Council (SDC) and the Shipston-on-
Stour Town Clerk, on topics including financial regulation and the planning process. Out of these had emerged a 
number of issues that needed to be addressed in the course of the present meeting. 

(b) Powers and Precept: At the Extraordinary Meeting of 28 January 2013, it had been resolved that application be made 
to SDC for an order conferring upon the Parish Meeting certain functions of a Parish Council. On 25 February 2013, 
SDC had resolved to exercise its statutory power under Section 109 of the Local Government Act 1972 and, on 6 
March 2013, had made an order that the Powers of a Parish Council to incur expenditure under Sections 133 and 137 
of the 1972 Act, and to precept the council tax-payers of the Parish accordingly, be exercisable by Little Wolford 
Parish Meeting with effect from 1 April 2013. 

The parish precept of £500 would be collected by SDC as a component of council tax, and paid to the Parish Meeting 
in equal instalments in April and September. As a consequence, the Parish Meeting was obliged to comply with 
certain financial regulatory requirements, which would be addressed as subsequent agenda items. 

(c) Village Speed Limit: DF reported that the 30mph speed limit within the village of Little Wolford had finally been 
implemented during the latter part of March, although the positioning of one pair of repeater signs and associated 
road markings differed from that indicated on the agreed plan. DF had been heartened by the level of participation in 
the village consultation process, and acknowledged the assistance of Cllr Chris Saint in obtaining the necessary 
funding for the scheme. He suggested that early participation in the Warwickshire County Council (WCC) 
Community SpeedAware scheme would help underline to regular road users that the speed limit was there to be 
observed. 

Whilst on the subject of road safety, DF congratulated BB on successfully persuading WCC’s Highways Department 
to renew the road markings on the Shipston Gyratory, which had virtually disappeared as a consequence of road 
works and general wear and tear, and acknowledged the assistance of local MP Nadhim Zadhawi in achieving this. 

(d) Neighbourhood Watch: During the course of the past year, CHe had taken over from BL as Neighbourhood Watch 
Beat Co-ordinator. 

(e) Planning Matters: DF reported that SDC’s Draft Core Strategy, which had been out for consultation at the time of the 
previous Parish Annual Meeting, was in the process of being re-drafted in the light of the Secretary of State’s 
decision to overturn SDC’s withholding of planning consent for 800 new homes at Shottery. This left the District 
exposed to greater development than had been intended and, in the absence of District Councillor Stephen Gray, CS 
was invited to comment a little later. 

There had been only two planning applications relating to the parish during the past year, notice of which had been 
circulated to everyone on the Parish Meeting’s email list and posted at the Parish Meeting’s website. Since both 
applications related to properties on the periphery of the parish, DF had not felt it necessary to convene meetings to 
discuss either and, thus far, nobody had taken up his offer to do so if requested. Consultation had closed on the first of 
these applications (for the change of use of a garage to retail premises at Tower Farm) and determination was 
pending. Consultation on the second application (for the conversion of a redundant agricultural building at Wolford 



Fields Farm to form four residential units, demolition of other agricultural barns and the erection of carports) would 
close at the end of the month. 

(f) Broadband: DF reported that the Coventry, Solihull & Warwickshire “Superspeed Broadband” project had gone out 
to tender under EU rules, but that only provider (BT) was expected to respond. The Parish Meeting had been 
requested to help identify the locations of BT’s green distribution cabinets (since BT considered this information to 
be commercially sensitive), but only one such cabinet had been identified within the parish. Being rather isolated so 
far as communications infrastructure is concerned, it was anticipated that the parish would not be accorded a high 
priority in any eventual upgrade programme. 

(g) Dog Fouling: DF reported that the situation had improved significantly since the Dog Warden’s initial involvement 
had led to the issue of fixed penalty and formal warning notices to a few parishioners, although there were recent 
signs that this improvement was not being maintained. He reminded the meeting that the Dog Warden will take action 
in response to complaints, and that the complainant is not identified unless the dog-owner concerned chooses to 
appear before magistrates rather than pay a fixed penalty. 

(h) Street maintenance: Last year, CHe had raised the appalling condition of Broadmoor Lane; DF was able to report that 
WCC Highways Department intend to resurface the lane during the current financial year, probably in the summer. 
CHe remarked that, although some potholes had already been marked with yellow paint, others had been obscured by 
parked cars and consequently missed. DF would take this up with the Highways Department (Action: DF). 

Both DF and CHo had been in discussion with WCC Highways Department regarding damage to the verge in Rosary 
Lane, resulting in the stranding of a drain some 18” from the effective road edge and leading to localised flooding. 
The Highways Department was currently in discussion with SDC’s waste collection contractor regarding the practice 
of backing waste collection vehicles right to the end of the lane, but this discussion had yet to bear fruit. 

BB stated that, despite some recent patching, Little Wolford Road was in a poor state of repair, especially at its edges. 
DF reported that the roads between Great Wolford and the A44, and between Great Wolford and Barton-on-the-
Heath, were scheduled for resurfacing at the end of the month, but that he was unaware of any planned works to Little 
Wolford Road; he agreed to take this up with WCC Highways Department (Action: DF). 

CG reported that SDC had been unwilling to replace without charge her recycling wheelie bin, which had been stolen 
whilst awaiting emptying and its contents strewn across a local farmer’s field. CS offered to take this matter up with 
the appropriate department at SDC (Action: CS). 

At January’s meeting, BB had raised the question of providing signage to numbers 4-6 The Green, which are difficult 
to find unless one happens to know that access is via Broadmoor Lane. DF had discussed this with SDC, which had 
accepted responsibility for providing an appropriate street nameplate, but news of how SDC intends to take this 
matter forward was still awaited. CS offered to pursue this matter (Action: CS). 

6. Guest Speaker: County Cllr Chris Saint 

(a) CS apologised for the absence of District Cllr Stephen Gray, whom he believed had been called away on account of 
family illness; wearing his “other hat” (as Leader of SDC), he would attempt to deal with SDC matters on Cllr Gray’s 
behalf. 

(b) Being also County Councillor for Whichford, CS was well aware of the problems with the provision of broadband 
services to remote users via Long Compton exchange, and encountered similar problems himself, living some miles 
distant from the Shipston exchange. He confirmed that progress on the broadband upgrade project was slow, largely 
due to the bureaucratic processes involved, but believed that the existence of redundant BT repeater stations along the 
A3400 provided potential locations for the provision of additional BT distribution facilities. 

(c) CS acknowledged his part in enabling the village speed limit, and reported that Darlingscote has also benefitted from 
the same funding source, the WCC Stratford Area Committee; Honington and Idlicote, which had previously pressed 
for the introduction of a speed limit, had been offered similar funding but both had declined. CHe suggested that there 
was a need to enforce the speed limits within the village and on the A3400; DF pointed out that, due to funding 
limitations, it was Warwickshire Police policy to enforce speed limits only on A-roads, thus we would need to look at 
other solutions to encourage drivers to comply with the village speed limit. CS reported that, despite early enthusiasm 
for the introduction of the A3400 limit, its implementation had also led to complaints; the camera van that previously 
visited the bus pull-in opposite Broadmoor Lodge had been withdrawn on the unlikely excuse that the ground was 
incapable of supporting the weight of the van! Management of the Camera Partnership had recently changed, 
however, and it was to be hoped that it would become more proactive. 

(d) CS reported that WCC Trading Standards was receiving an upsurge in complaints regarding telephone and email 
scams, and warned everyone to be wary of giving our credit card details via such media. 

(e) GC had reported continuing problems of flooding of the A3400 in the region of Broadmoor Lodge both to CS and to 
DF. CS reported that WCC Highways Department had recently re-surveyed watercourses in the area and reported a 
blockage within a stone culvert beneath a nearby field; HW, who owned the field concerned, doubted the existence of 
such a culvert, however. GC felt that the problem was more likely caused by the inability of a culvert under the 
A3400 to cope with the volume of water concerned. CS, HW and GC agreed to meet outwith the meeting to discuss 
how best to proceed (Action: CS, HW & GC). 

(f) CS felt that, although our MP had received praise for expediting the replacement of road markings on the Shipston 
Gyratory, local County and District Councillors had already made progress but had agreed not to press the WCC 



Highways Department until the timing of planned resurfacing works had been agreed. In the event, the new markings 
would need to be further replaced once the planned resurfacing had taken place. 

(g) CS confirmed that the delay in finalising SDC’s Core Strategy put the area at increased risk of overdevelopment, but 
reported that personnel changes had recently been implemented and that the new Core Strategy should be published 
by July of this year. 

(h) GC reported that the speed limit sign at the junction of the Cherington road and the A3400 obstructed not only the 
view from Broadmoor Lodge but also the footpath; CS undertook to see whether anything could be done, but 
confirmed that the siting of such signs was determined largely by legislation (Action: CS). 

(i) BB raised the danger to pedestrians and drivers alike posed by the present 50mph speed limit on the stretch of road 
between the A3400 and the end of the village 30mph zone. Vehicles leaving the village now tended to accelerate on 
reaching the 50mph sign, whilst drivers turning left from the northbound carriageway of the A3400 often failed to 
slow down sufficiently to negotiate the >90° turn and remain on the left-hand side of Little Wolford Road. As a result 
there had been more than one head-on collision on the Little Wolford side of the turn-off, and near-misses were not 
infrequent. DF observed, and CS confirmed, that it had not been possible to incorporate this stretch of road within the 
village 30mph zone on account of the lack of any property frontage. Accident statistics could form the basis for 
reconsidering the appropriateness of the 50mph restriction in the future, but CS felt it too early for such a request to 
be considered, and that data should first be gathered to support a future request. BB volunteered to consolidate reports 
of incidents, and SL suggested that the Parish Meeting website would provide the best means for consolidating this 
data; DF agreed to encourage reporting of such incidents and to make space available at the website (Action: DF). 

(j) GA reported that, in addition to the previously-reported problem of the “stranded” drain in the middle section of 
Rosary Lane, flooding was also partially due to the collapse of the drain at the top of the lane. CS indicated that 
responsibility for remedying such problems often fell between Severn Trent Water and WCC Highways Department, 
but undertook to pursue the matter through WCC (Action: CS). 

DF thanked CS for his participation, and CS withdrew from the meeting. 

7. Financial Regulations 

DF reported that, as a precepting authority, we were now obliged to adopt financial regulations and to keep proper 
accounts for external audit. The Audit Commission had appointed Grant Thornton to be the External Auditor for all of the 
county’s parish councils and parish meetings; at our minimal income level, this would not incur any fee. 

DF further reported that the National Association of Local Councils (NALC) has produced model Financial Regulations 
for Parish Councils, and a number of other Parish Meetings had adopted a subset of these. He suggested that Little 
Wolford Parish Meeting should do likewise; however, rather than go through the model financial regulations in detail at 
the present meeting, he suggested tabling a draft for discussion, and potentially for adoption, at the next meeting, which 
would need to be convened in the autumn to agree a budget for the following financial year. In the meanwhile, DF 
suggested that the meeting should put in place measures to address the Parish Meeting’s minimum obligations, which were 
to: 

- formally agree banking arrangements; 

- appoint a Responsible Financial Officer; 

- appoint an internal auditor. 

The meeting resolved to adopt this course of action (proposed SL, seconded: BL). 

DF undertook to circulate the model financial regulations to all on the Parish Meeting’s email list, to post them at the 
Parish Meeting’s website and to distribute them to all households in the parish with Notice of the next meeting (Action: 
DF). 

8. Banking Arrangements 

It had been resolved at the 2012 Parish Annual Meeting to open a bank account, without which a precept could not be 
raised, but the meeting had not at that stage been in a position to agree the manner in which such an account should be 
operated. Given the infrequency of meetings, it had been necessary for DF to act on his own initiative, and he now sought 
the meeting’s endorsement of the arrangements he had put in place. 

An account had been opened with the Birmingham-based Unity Trust Bank, which specialised in local authority business 
and that of the not-for-profit sector in general. The account was fee-free and did not include an overdraft facility. DF 
tabled a copy of the account Terms & Conditions for inspection by anone who wished to do so. Credit transactions on the 
account could be carried out electronically, as would be the case for the parish precept, by post or over-the-counter at 
certain banks. 

All debit transactions on the account required two of three independent signatories, who would normally be elected 
officers and/or appointed officials of the Parish Meeting; since the only elected officer of Little Wolford Parish Meeting 
was the Chairman, and no official had been appointed, it had become necessary to identify two other signatories for the 
account. DF had therefore invited two well-respected members of the community, namely CHo and HW, to fulfil these 
roles, and would seek the meeting’s endorsement of these appointments. 

In addition to signing cheques, two of these signatories could independently authorise an online transaction, although DF 
did not foresee many occasions on which this facility might be used. Since cheques were not a very convenient method for 
making small purchases, especially online, the account also offered the facility of a single, pre-paid MasterCard with a 



maximum limit that has been set initially at £100. It was envisaged that this would be used for small purchases, stationery 
and postage for example, and would provide a convenient audit trail. This card would not be issued until the first precept 
payment had been received into the account, and an initial sum credited to the card. 

The meeting resolved to ratify the banking arrangements that had been put in place (proposed GC, seconded: BL). 

9. Appointment of the Responsible Financial Officer (RFO) 

DF advised that the Parish Meeting was now obliged to appoint an RFO, with whom the Audit Commission and the 
External Auditor would correspond and who would bear responsibility for financial probity. The RFO would normally be 
the Parish Clerk, an appointed official of a Parish Council or Meeting rather than an elected officer; in the case of a Parish 
Meeting that did not appoint a Parish Clerk, the Audit Commission would recognise the elected Chairman as the RFO 
unless the Meeting’s Financial Regulations stated otherwise.  

The meeting resolved to appoint the Chairman of the time as the RFO, pending later adoption of formal Financial 
Regulations (proposed CHo, seconded: JHo). 

10. Appointment of the Internal Auditor 

DF further advised that the Parish Meeting was obliged to appoint an Internal Auditor, who should not be an elected 
officer of the Parish Meeting nor one of the authorised signatories on the Meeting’s bank account. 

There being no other candidate, it was resolved to appoint GC as Internal Auditor (proposed: CHo, seconded: JHo) 

11. Delegated spending authority 

DF advised that each item of expenditure should, in principal, be approved in advance by the Parish Meeting; however, 
since meetings were held infrequently, this would be impractical. It was therefore appropriate for the Parish Meeting to 
delegate authority to incur expenditure, up to a pre-determined limit, to an official, who would report such expenditure to 
the Meeting at the next opportunity. This official would usually be the Parish Clerk but, since the Parish Meeting did not 
appoint a Parish Clerk, the appropriate alternative would be the RFO. 

It was therefore resolved to delegate to the RFO authority to incur expenditure of up to £50 (proposed: BL, seconded: 
HW). 

12. Standing Orders 

DF reported that there was no statutory requirement for the Parish Meeting to adopt Standing Orders, although the great 
majority of Parish Councils and Meetings had done so; HW confirmed that the Meeting had not previously seen a need for 
such. [Standing Orders govern issues such as the convening and conduct of meetings, the election and roles of officers, the 
appointment and roles of officials and delegation of powers]. DF expressed the view that Standing Orders would provide a 
framework for the obligatory Financial Regulations which, whilst they could stand alone, would do so rather 
uncomfortably. He therefore took the opportunity to table model Standing Orders, abridged and adapted by other Parish 
Meetings from a template drawn up by NALC for Parish Councils, and suggested that the Parish Meeting should decide, at 
its next meeting, whether these warranted further consideration. 

It was resolved to consider further, at the next meeting, the issue of adopting Standing Orders (proposed: BL, seconded: 
HW). 

13. Issues of particular local importance: Enforcing the 30mph Speed Limit 

DF felt that the average speed of vehicles through the village had dropped since the introduction of the speed limit, but 
that a significant number of drivers were ignoring it. BB identified the school bus, operated by Bakers Commercial 
Services, as a prime offender. DF reminded the meeting that Warwickshire Police would not normally seek to enforce 
speed limits other than on A-roads, but that a number of alternatives were available. In particular, WCC offered two 
SpeedAware schemes, deemed educational rather than enforcement, involving temporary flashing signs that display the 
speed of an approaching vehicle. The main scheme utilised dedicated personnel, and incurred a charge of £250 for a two-
week campaign: this would represent 50% of the parish precept, so was felt to be too expensive for an initial campaign. 
The alternative was the Community SpeedAware scheme, operated by volunteers trained by WCC staff. DF had 
provisionally booked this scheme for a fortnight commencing 1st May, with training on the first day: He and IF would 
volunteer, but several others would be needed for the exercise to be worthwhile. CHe and JHü volunteered, and other 
possible names were suggested. 

14. Matters raised by Electors: All matters raised in advance by electors had already been addressed at earlier stages of the 
meeting. 

15. BL thanked DF for his hard work. There being no further business, the meeting closed at 9.15pm. 

 

Signed as a true record of the Meeting 

 

 

 

……………………………………………. 

David Farman, Chairman, 29 October 2013 


