
 

 

MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF DYRHAM AND HINTON PARISH COUNCIL 
HELD ON THURSDAY 9TH OCTOBER 2018 AT DYRHAM VILLAGE HALL AT 7.30PM 

  
Present: Councillors: Kerry Sawyer (KS),) Andrew Banwell (AB) Philip Boulton (PB) Sharon Sasada (SS) 

 Ward Councillor Steve Reade, Kate Lockey (Resident) and the Clerk Christine Howard.   
Members of the Public  

Kate Lockey came to discuss her recent planning application. The Parish Council had received, 
communications from several residents expressing their concerns with this application.  The main objections 
are  

• Noise.   

• The proposed site is too close to residents gardens 

• Possible floodlighting 

• Horse related Clutter 

• Change of use and future commercial use 
The Conservation Officer had also recommended the application be refused due to adversely affecting the 
character and appearance of the field. 
These concerns were discussed with the applicant who is willing to make changes to the application in order 
to alleviate some of the concerns   The Ward Councillor present suggested that Mrs Lockley contact the 
planning department of SGC and the Conservation Officer and make some changes.  The Chair thanked Mrs 
Lockley for attending the meeting.  

1. Apologies for absence 
Bruce Gawler (BG) Ben Stokes (BS) 

2. Declaration of Interests under the Localism Bill  
None 

3. Reports on meeting attended by Councillor’s and Clerk 
Clerk to attend the Town and Parish Forum meeting next Wednesday and SLCC training course on 24th 
October. 

4. Confirm the minutes of the last meetings 26th July 2018 2018  
KS proposed acceptance seconded by SS all who attended agreed and they were duly signed by the 
Chairman.  

5 Matters Arising from the Minutes – not an agenda item 
 4.    Brooklyn Cottage.   The Clerk had arranged a meeting with PB and the Pucklechurch handyman. PB 

reported this matter had now been dealt with satisfactorily. 
 9.    Updated Grant Applications document now on website. 
 21.  Mobile oven for village hall AB produced a price – still ongoing.  
   21.  Painting of benches – now completed 
 21.  Chairs that have gone missing – The Clerk to write to BS and ask if they have found them and have they 

checked every user of the hall to find out who took them. 
 6 Correspondence Received 

South Gloucestershire Council  
None   
Others 
An email had been received from a resident of Healey Drive, complaining that SGC have removed the trees 
screening the sewerage plant on the green. This has left the area extremely unsightly. Further investigation by 
the resident found that this had been done by mistake. Discussion took place and it was resolved that the 
clerk contact Ian Turner of SGC to ascertain the proposals for improving the situation. Residents should be 
involved in the type of re planting undertaken. 
Resolve: The Clerk to write to Ian Turner at SGC and ask if they could please put some screening 
around this as it unsightly and dangerous and could they tell the residents and Parish Council what 
trees they are planting as a replacement.     

7. Planning Applications 
 No objections/Neutral 
 Objection by PC 

None 
Discussed at meeting 
PK18/3995/F. Boyd House, Dyrham. Formation of a manège. After further discussion, councillors decided that 
due to the amount of concerns expressed by residents, they could not support this application. AB proposed 
we object with our comments and ask SGC to take resident’s concerns into consideration. PB seconded, 
carried unanimously. 
Agreed by SGC 
None 
 
 
 



 

 

8. Accounts - payments since last meeting 
     £           £net 
  
 Clerk Wages August             236.75 
 Yate Computing (website)             40.00 
 K Helps                28.98 
 C. Howard - paper              11.98 
 Clerk – Wages Sept            236.55 

Yate Computing               40.00 
 C Howard go daddy  £167.76         201.31  
 PKF Littlejohn   £200.00         240.00               
 Clerk Expenses to September              64.08 
 HMRC Clerks Tax             177.40   
 Yate Computing                40.00 
 PR and SE Lawson  £220.00          264.00 
 B Gawler items for apple press £19.75             23.70 
 K Pitman maintenance               80.00 
 SLCC – Training  £75.00             90.00            
     
9.          Bank Reconciliation and Income and Expenditure by Budget and Receipts 
             The Clerk distributed these.   
10. Confirmation of External audit and their comments 
 The Clerk read out the comments and stated in next year’s information to the auditors she would state that 

Council had seen the documents. 
11. Community Benefit Money 
 Parish Hall 
 A meeting, chaired by SR, had been held with two councillors and village hall trustees. The purpose of the 

meeting was to discuss the VHT’s application for a substantial grant from the PC. See appendix 1 for 
councillor’s notes on the meeting. 
The chair summarised the concerns expressed in the notes; There has been no consultation with the village 
or parishioners. 
The works have been grossly over specified (almost £40,000 spent on what amounts to 60 sq metres of 
paving). 
No improvements to the remaining car park. 
Although this project has been in detailed design for some time, the PC have not been consulted and have 
simply been presented with a fait accompli that the VHT refuse to change. 
The PC’s request for a representative on the VHT has been vehemently opposed without giving a valid 
reason. 
Several options were discussed. During the meeting with the two committees, the trustees had stated that 
they currently had 90% of the money required and only needed 10% from the PC. This amounts to £3800. 
However that could leave the VHT vulnerable and unable to meet their ongoing financial obligations. A 
suggestion was made to make a payment of £5000 to the trust in order to leave a safety net to cover any 
unexpected expenses until reserves are built up again. 
This will be subject to a sub committee being formed for any future projects where the VHT require funding 
from the PC and the PC must be involved from inception. AB proposed and SS seconded. Carried 
unanimously. The clerk to send a copy of the agreement to Ben Stokes for his signature before the money 
would be paid. 

 Wildflower Meadow 
 The Dyson Estate had been e mailed by the Clerk with KS’s request for a wildflower project, the Clerk had 

also when on a site visit to the estate given the Estate Manager a copy personally.  To date no reply. 
 Wildflower planting on the common  
 PB reported on this.  This needed to be undertaken in the Spring and he had found a special tool for planting 

them and also a place to get the wildflower seeds.  As its is common land the Clerk would get an appointment 
with Matthew Lipton to discuss if we could take over responsibility for some or all of the common land. Also, it 
was agreed that the Clerk get an Arboriculture Company to quote for coming to look at all of the trees on the 
common.  

 Pathway at Hinton Hill 
 As agreed above PB and the Clerk will meet with Matthew Lipton from SGC  
 Speed Signs on the roads  

The flashing speed sign recently erected in Hinton has now been removed by SGC. Residents had expressed 
appreciation of the sign and will no doubt be disappointed by this. The data collected from the sign showed 
that only 15% of drivers were exceeding the speed limit and this is not sufficient for SGC to put one 
permanently in the village. 



 

 

However, it could be possible for the PC to purchase their own flashing sign on the condition that it’s removed 
every 12 weeks and sighted in a different location. The clerk to contact SGC to ascertain the costs involved 
for this. 
Miscellaneous 
Rector’s Path – KS had been contacted by Dyrham Park with regard to repairing the Rector’s Path.  This is 
still in the preliminary stages and no decisions would be made until we have more information. 

12. Flooding Drainage and erosion in the Parish  
 No report 
13. Armistice Celebrations 
 Dyrham Park had invited KS to light the Beacon of Light on 11th November, if a serving officer or a retired 

military person could be found in the village they would be asked to do so in her stead.  
14. The Parish Plan 
 KS reported that he Parish Plan Committee had suggested that the Parish Council could purchase a bench to 

be sited on the Cotswold Way, in a suitable place found by them and inspected by her.  PB would ask the 
landowner Richard Pearce for his permission.  KS proposed that if we get the permission that we go ahead 
with this, seconded by AB – carried unanimously.    

15. Items of Report for next meeting and Information from Ward Councillors 
 None 
28. Date of Next Meeting 
 29th November 2018 

30th January 2019 
 28th March 2019 
 25th April 2019 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 

APPENDIX 1 
Memorandum of Meeting 

VHT and PC 14 September 2018 
 

Those Present: 

Chairman: Steve Reade – South Gloucestershire Council 
VHT:  Ben Stokes – Chairman 
  Tom Jones – Retiring Treasurer  
  David Lowry – Treasurer Elect 
  Chris Grose 
  Ed Walsh 
  Ann Brennan 
PC:  Bruce Gawler – Vice Chairman 
  Phil Bolton 
 
Steve Reade opened the meeting by explaining that he was not a member of either the VHT or the PC and Ben Stokes 
had asked him to chair the meeting as a neutral referee. 

He confirmed that he had examined the notice board and noted that the meeting had not been publicised so was 
convened as closed meeting. 

In answer to a request from the chair, Bruce Gawler explained that the Community Benefit Money, which accrued 
from the wind turbine and solar park, was not the PC’s money. The money belonged to the community and that it was 
the PC’s duty to ensure that it was used effectively and economically for the benefit of the community and not for 
vanity projects. He confirmed that improvements to the Village Hall could qualify for support from Community benefit 
funds but that there was competition for the limited funds. He also mentioned that the income this year was expected 
to be reduced du to the fine weather and lack of wind. 

He asked the VHT to confirm that, although their funds accrued from a different source, the VHT was similarly 
constrained. Ben Stokes confirmed that they were. 

Chris Grose outlined the purpose and scope of the project which had previously been presented to the PC at a site 
meeting and explained that it had been on the “back burner” for several years. The detailed design work accompanied 
by the appointment of consultants had only begun 12 to 15 months ago. 

Bruce Gawler stated that in his view, as a professional engineer, although the estimate of almost £40,000 was not 
unreasonable for the works specified, the works had been grossly over specified and that almost £40,000 was a lot to 
spend on what amounts to about 60 Sq m of paving, a drop kerb and a few bollards. 

There followed a lengthy discussion on the timing and philosophy behind the imposition of the conditions appertaining 
to amounts greater that £5,000. Bruce Gawler explained that the Community Benefit fund had only been in existence 
for a short time during which disbursement regulations had evolved. The £5,000 figure, which had been agreed by the 
PC about 2 month’s ago, was in fact a relaxation of constraints as prior to that the PC could request representation on 
the controlling body for any amount. 

Chris Grose stated that he was vehemently opposed to PC representation on the VHT and stated that he would resign 
immediately if a PC member was co-opted onto the VHT. He did not give a reason for his opposition. 

He did accept that regular meetings could be convened to inform the PC of progress with the project. (In my view this 
would be of little value as this is a very short duration project and it would not give the PC any element of control.) 



 

 

In order to clarify the position Bruce Gawler, read out the exact wording of the regulation emphasising that the PC 
“may, at its discretion and as a condition of approving a grant, require that a Council member is Co-opted as a full 
member of the applicants controlling body.” 

Ben Stokes asked if this would always be a requirement to which Bruce Gawler replied not necessarily giving the 
example that if a request was for the cost of a single contract, such a say £7,500 for repairs to the lead on the Church 
Tower, the PC could well waiver the condition. 

Phil Bolton queried the logic behind spending £40,000 on improvements to the village hall when the income was only 
about £6,000 PA making the pay back period about 7 years. Steve Reade explained that this was often the case with 
this type of project as the return was community benefit not financial. 

There followed a discussion concerning the make up of the VHT as previously the PC had appointed a member to the 
VHT. Previously the Trustees had been nominated by several village parties, but this had fallen into abeyance and the 
Trustees at that time had changed the constitution allowing the sitting Trustees to act as a cabal and appoint whoever 
they chose. 

Bruce Gawler pointed out that one of the PC’s main objections was that the project had been in detailed design for 
over a year but that the PC had not been consulted or had the opportunity to discuss or influence the design in any 
way. Chris Gross stated that the design was fixed and could not be changed. He further stated that they had enough 
money to undertake 90% of the project and that works would commence on 1st October. This was a surprise to Ann 
Brennan who had apparently not been informed and had accepted bookings for the hall. He refused to reveal how 
much or what part of the project could not be undertaken with the funds that they had available.  

Bruce Gawler asked if the VHT had consulted anyone in the villages with respect to the design or implementation of 
the project. Chris Grose said that had not consulted anybody. The VHT had however received one letter concerning 
disabled access. 

Bruce Gawler asked if the VHT had investigated any other sources of funding for the project. Chris Grose said that they 
had not. 

Asked about the VHT’s future plans Chris Grose stated that they intended to pave the whole of the car park with the 
same sort of paving and that the contractor had indicated that his price for the work would be in the order of £60,000. 

Bruce Gawler stated that the PC’s main objection was that they had been presented with a “fait accompli” and had 
not been consulted during the development of the project. 

In order to break the deadlock between the VHT and the PC Bruce Gawler proposed the following for consideration 
by the PC.  

The PC has only relatively recently been in control of the substantive Community Benefit funds for disbursement so 
the procedures for disbursement were still evolving. For this reason, he would propose to the PC that, as a one-off 
case only, the PC used its powers of discretion to waive requirement of a PC member being co-opted as a trustee of 
the VHT as a condition of disbursement. This would be conditional on prior formal agreement between the VHT and 
the PC that for all future VHT projects where a Community benefit contribution was sought, the project would, from 
inception, be developed and controlled by a sub-committee consisting of equal numbers of members nominated by 
the PC and VHT. Subject to such an agreement coming into force, he would recommend that the PC agreed to release 
in excess of £5,000 for the project. 

Chris Grose asked whether Bruce Gawler was agreeing to release £15,000 for the project. He replied definitely not. 

Steve Reade added that from a procedural viewpoint this was a closed meeting so binding financial decisions could 
not be taken and there was not a quorum present from the PC in any case. 

B C F Gawler 

17 September 2018 


