
Hampton Lucy Parish Council 
 
(Minutes of meeting held on March 12th 2018 in the village hall – the meeting opened at 19.45pm) 

Present – Councillors Schroeder, Dobson, Whyman, Matthews and McKenna together with 4 members of 
the public. 

1. Public Open Session 
1.1 There were no speakers. 
 

2. Apologies 
2.1 None. 

 
3. Declarations of interest 

3.1 Councillor Matthews declared an interest in the Warwick Rural Housing project. 
 

4. To approve the minutes of the January 10th, January 10th Finance, February 1st and February 
19th planning meetings. 
4.1 Councillor Whyman propose accepting the minutes of all these meeting. 
4.2 This was seconded by Councillor Dobson and all were agreed. 

 
5. Service Changes at SDC, projector use / Wi-Fi in village hall. 

5.1 The Clerk explained that the District Council would no longer be sending out paper copies of 
planning applications and that we had been given a data projector. The Clerk suggested that 
perhaps the Village Hall could have Wi-Fi access for meetings. The Council felt that this was a 
good idea even though planning details could be downloaded first and then brought to the 
meeting for display. 

5.2 It was resolved that: Councillor Matthews raises the matter of Wi-Fi access at the next village 
hall meeting. 
 

6. Revised Code of Conduct training on March 22nd. 
6.1 The Clerk asked who was going to this training. Only Councillor Schroeder was attending. 

  
7. Freedom of Information requests 

7.1 The Clerk explained that Warwickshire Association of Local Councils’ (WALC) advice was to 
give the email but with the email address and direct ‘phone contact number redacted. This 
had been done as a result of a recent request and complaint. 
 

8. Vexatious Correspondence and Complaints Policy 
8.1 The Clerk explained that Hampton Lucy only actually had four policies in total but one of his 

CiLCA assignments had asked for between six and twenty. WALC had suggested that a policy on 
vexatious correspondence was an important one to have and the Clerk had produced a draft 
for consideration. 

8.2 Councillor McKenna proposed accepting this policy and this was seconded by Councillor 
Matthews, all were in favour. 

8.3 It was resolved that: All the Council’s policies go on the Parish Council website but on a 
separate page. 

 
9. Freedom of Information Policy 

9.1 The Clerk explained that there was no policy on Freedom of Information and that he had 
produced a draft based on a model from the ‘Information Commissioner’s Office’. However, it 
was not easy to understand. 
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9.2 Councillor Whyman suggested asking WALC what they thought of this draft. Councillor 
Schroeder proposed accepting this advice and this was seconded by Councillor McKenna, all 
were agreed. 
 

10 Complaints Procedure and Policy 
10.1 Councillor Schroeder suggested that the date should be changed. 
10.2 Councillor Whyman proposed accepting this policy. This was seconded by Councillor Schroeder 

and all were in favour. 
 

11 Further Parish Council policies 
11.1 All were agreed that the Council needed a Data Protection policy.  
11.2 It was also felt that there was a need for a Health & Safety policy. Councillor McKenna offered 

to provide an example and this was agreed. 
 
12 County Councillor Anne Parry. 

12.1 Council Tax - WCC voted in favour of a 4.99% increase in Council Tax of which a 2% increase 
has been ring-fenced to help fund the increased pressures on Adult Social Care and Children’s 
Services.  This will represent an increase of £1.25p per week on a Band D property. 

12.2 Stratford on Avon District Council is increasing its element of the council tax by 1%, 
Warwickshire County Council by 4.99%, Police and Crime Commission by 6.25% which means 
the rate for a Band D property in Hampton Lucy will be £1767.08 which is less than residents 
living in Wellesbourne and  a bit more than those in Charlecote. The element of Council Tax 
which goes to WCC is £1363.68 per annum for a Band D property. 

12.3 The 6.25% increase by the PCC follows an extensive consultation with residents throughout 
Warwickshire and equates to an extra £1 per month and means the force can retain around 33 
police officer posts that might otherwise have been lost 

12.4 Due to the success of Warwickshire’s growing economy and its prudent management of 
finances, the county is on a sound footing to protect important front line services and in 
particular the most vulnerable people.  The following additional investment was also agreed at 
the Budget Meeting in February: 
o Invest £300,000 over two years in Mental Health, Drug and Alcohol services.  
o Invest £200,000 to attract £12million into digital fibre optic hubs in 20 schools. This will 

allow the Schools and surrounding communities to benefit from a broadband experience at 
new superfast Gigabit speed. 

o Invest £330,000 into dedicated provision for school based Special Education needs. A local 
approach to keep vulnerable children in their own school community. 

o Invest £108,000 to maintain Sunday opening in WCC’s main Libraries and support the 
volunteers and community groups that operate from these libraries. WCC will also invest 
£100,000 in digitalisation of its heritage collection, linking the villages and towns of 
Warwickshire, the 100th Anniversary of the end of World War 1 and Coventry City of Culture 
– this will enable the county to keep a record and cherish the memories of Warwickshire 
folk. 

o Last year WCC created the Capital Investment Fund. In 12 months WCC has been able to 
invest up to £30m extra in projects and this investment fund will be continued. 

12.5 The next Full Council Meeting is taking place on Tuesday 20th March 2018. 
  

13 District Councillor Peter Richards 
13.1 Councillor Richards pointed out that Monday is actually a good day for Hampton Lucy’s Parish 

Council meeting because both he and Councillor Parry have planning meetings on a 
Wednesday. 

13.2 £50 000 has been put into the budget for high speed broadband in rural communities. 
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13.3 The transport strategy has not yet been endorsed and it will form part of the Warwickshire 
County Council plan. 90% of the objections to the plan say that there is not enough detail and 
it does not have complete support from SDC itself. The Eastern Relief Road may yet get built 
with additional housing that is required. The delivery of both the relief roads needs to be 
addressed. 

13.4 There are ‘Empty Houses Assistance’ grants of £20 000 for owners to get the properties back 
into use. 

13.5 Councillor Matthews asked if this scheme was linked to housing associations. Councillor 
Richards replied that the scheme is only for private landlords. 

13.6 SDC has appointed PBA associates to carry out the socio-economic survey for the Avon 
Navigation Scheme. PBA will soon contact the Parish Council about this and the final report is 
due in May. 

13.7 Councillor McKenna asked if riparian owners will be consulted, the reply being yes they would. 
13.8 Councillor Schroeder said that a Freedom of Information request from someone who works in 

the parish about navigation had been passed on from the Planning Department because ‘it was 
not considered to be a planning matter’. Councillor Richards said that he was dealing with 
this. 

13.9 Councillor Schroeder said that the new flats in Arden Street had ‘To Let’ signs. Councillor 
Richards replied that these were full. 
 

A member of the public left the meeting. 
 

14 Valefresco – concerns of the local community 
14.1 The Valefresco agent, present at the meeting, said that there was some concern from both 

councillors and the public at the last meeting. She would like to try and address these and 
was here to listen. 

14.2 Councillor McKenna said that there were a number of issues and concerns from parishioners 
to do with planning matters and these were all in the public domain. They have been voiced 
before but not a lot has changed despite these concerns. 

14.3 The agent replied that she knew about the minibus concerns but what about the other 
concerns, what exactly are these? 

14.4 Councillor McKenna continued to say that these included the speed of minibuses through the 
village, their frequency and that they shouldn’t be taking workers from Old Pastures Farm to 
other sites. She also said Valefresco had offered driver training for this year. 

14.5 The clerk intervened to check that the main concerns were not just the speed and frequency 
of the minibuses but also where the workers were travelling from. This was confirmed. 

14.6 Councillor Matthews said that parishioners had concerns and that her impression was there 
was disquiet among many of the parishioners because of a history of irregularities. In 2010, 
construction of the polytunnels went ahead without consultation, although this was not the 
fault of Valefresco. Some of the conditions at the time were not discharged. Councillor 
Matthews provide a note of her concerns for the Valefresco agent. 

14.7 The clerk again intervened to check that the lack of consultation in 2010 was not the fault of 
Valefresco and this was confirmed. 

14.8 The bund had been built in 2010 without planning permission, higher than originally 
intended, and also a reservoir without consultation, an error on SDC’s part, again not the 
fault of Valefresco. However, the parishioners felt that the reservoir had been built in an 
area prone to flooding and that they understand there was no permission from the 
Environment Agency. This was a cause for concern. 

14.9 The agent asked if the reservoir had now been approved and Councillor Matthews confirmed 
that it had, although again without consultation due to an error on SDC’s part. 
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14.10 Councillor Matthews continued to say that the accommodation block, built in 2008, had been 
unlawful as it was built without planning permission and that parishioners were not happy 
with this. ‘That did not sit well with parishioners’. There has been a retrospective 
application from Valefresco for the accommodation block. This application was granted but 
the feeling in the village is that Valefresco, by their own admission, have been bussing 
people from Old Pastures Farm to the other farms, such as in Hunscote. There are eyewitness 
statements from lots of people to this effect and the accommodation block has also been 
lived in outside the agreed dates. There are statements from the Operations Director of 
Valefresco that Conditions 9 and 11 of the Accommodation Block planning permission have 
been breached. 

14.11 Councillor Matthews said that no one in the village objects to businesses but not one that 
flaunts the planning process. This is upsetting and disrespectful. The feeling in the village is 
that Valefresco brings no benefit to the community and causes harm because of the heavy 
vehicles, the state of the roads and proliferation of the polytunnels that will destroy this 
beautiful historic valley. 

14.12 Councillor Whyman had nothing extra to add except that Councillors Matthews and McKenna 
had covered what the Valefresco agent wanted to hear. 

14.13 Councillor Whyman did question the statement that Valefresco had admitted various things 
since that had stemmed from an unminuted informal meeting. This was actually under 
dispute. 

14.14 Councillor Dobson added that there was no doubt that workers were being transported to 
other places but not necessarily from the Old Pastures Farm accommodation block. His 
understanding was that over 250 people were employed by Valefresco and deployed from Old 
Pastures but not from the residential block. Councillor Dobson reported that the director of 
Valefresco had said that workers residing at Old Pastures were not transported to other 
farms. 

14.15 The agent wanted to know whether this was upsetting because it was disrespectful. Was this 
flouting of the planning laws the key issue? 

14.16 Councillor McKenna said it was not just that, but Valefresco do not employ local people. 
Their contribution to local employment is negligible, it is just a business. 

14.17 Councillor Dobson felt that people were jumping to conclusions and did not know what 
Valefresco’s employment policy was. 

14.18 Councillor Schroeder felt that to be fair to Valefresco, they did actually support the local 
community in their own way. Perhaps Valefresco could be more open about the way it 
operates since the public perception is not good. For example, when a tractor goes to 
Hunscote, it does not necessarily follow that the driver is resident in the Old Pastures 
accommodation; it is a matter of perception. 

14.19 Councillor McKenna agreed that perhaps some of it was perception and lack of understanding 
to be fair but they do not follow the planning rules as local residents have to. They come 
across as deliberately obstructive to the truth and the evidence tends to perpetuate this. 

14.20 A member of the public said that the restriction put on the accommodation block was to 
reduce the traffic through the village. The general feeling was that the unique historic value 
of the area should be preserved. There was a lack of understanding about the objections of a 
section of community from Valefresco about the proposed polytunnel extension. 

14.21 Councillor Schroeder replied, pointing out that they were running a business. 
14.22 Councillor Dobson added that the only historic parts of the area were Warwick and Stratford-

upon-Avon.  
14.23 Another member of the public said that they had a very cavalier attitude to planning rules. 
14.24 A third member of the public wanted to know if the agent would go back to Valefresco with 

these concerns. 
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14.25 The agent agreed that there seemed to be a lot of unrest at the last meeting and she would 
now go back to Valefresco to see how these concerns could be addressed and then advise on 
any future plans. 

14.26 Another member of the public said Valefresco were very good farmers and that ‘we want 
them to do well’ but perhaps a little more sympathy to the community was needed. 

Another member of the public left the meeting. 

 
15 Email from Brodie Planning Associates 

15.1 Councillor McKenna felt that it was very important to address the specifics of the email from 
Brodie Associates namely, ‘there appeared to be an underlying current of discontent from 
two Councillors in particular towards the enterprise’. 

15.2 The agent confirmed that she felt that there was an undercurrent that needed to be 
addressed. 

15.3 Councillor McKenna confirmed that she had absolutely no underlying discontent against 
Valefresco as an enterprise. However, there are concerns about their interaction with the 
community but in discharging her duty as a councillor, she was not personally prejudiced 
against Valefresco. 

15.4 Councillor Matthews agreed, “Ditto”. She was there to represent the community and had 
nothing against Valefresco personally as long as it followed the rules and planning law, which 
it was not doing as a matter of fact. 

15.5 The agent thanked the two councillors for the clarification. 

Another member of the public left the meeting. 

16 Replacement dog fouling notices 
16.1 Councillor Whyman reported that there was still some dog fouling in the village and asked if 

the Council could fund some new signs. 
It was resolved that: The clerk obtains some quotes for replacement signs. 
 

17 Navigation on the River Avon between Warwick and Stratford update 
17.1 Councillor Schroeder said that there was nothing to add except that all the riparian owners 

who had been consulted were definitely against the navigation scheme. There are two riparian 
rights owners still to be consulted. 

17.2 Councillor Dobson suggested checking that the riparian owners are actually consulted by PBA 
associates. 

 
18 Neighbourhood plan update 

18.1 There was not much to add but the neighbourhood plan group was still on target for the 
consultation document in September. 

18.2 In response to Councillor Dobson, Councillor Schroeder confirmed that the plan would go to 
the Parish Council before the consultation with residents and businesses.  

 
19 Parish field, allotments and spinney licence 

19.1  A list of allotment owners has been produced and this is being checked by the clerk.  
19.2 Councillor Schroeder suggested a token charge and Councillor Matthews offered to produce a 

pro-forma. A plan of the area needs to be produced. Councillor Dobson suggested an annual 
charge of £5, this was seconded by Councillor Whyman and all were agreed.  

19.3 It was resolved that: An annual charge of £5 is made for the allotments by the village hall. 
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20 Village Hall update 

20.1 Councillor Matthews confirmed that there would be a meeting soon to discuss further plans for 
the hall. 
 

Councillor McKenna left the meeting. 
 

21 Affordable Housing in Hampton Lucy 
21.1 Councillor Schroeder confirmed that this was a sensitive issue and that nothing further will be 

heard for several months. 
 

22 Playing Field Inspection and Repair quotes 
22.1 The clerk was unable to get three quotes because Sovereign had been snowed off and will not 

be returning until March 13th. Councillor Schroeder proposed accepting the quote from AMW in 
Solihull unless Sovereign turn out to be cheaper. Councillor Whyman seconded this and all 
were agreed. 
It was resolved that: AMW carry out the repairs unless Sovereign are more competitive. 

 
23 Six month audit 

23.1 This has been carried out by Guy Wakeley. 
 

24 Charitable donations of £200. 
24.1 Councillor Whyman proposed a donation of £100 to Shakespeare Hospice. This was seconded by 

Councillor Schroeder and all were agreed. 
24.2 Councillor Whyman also suggested a £100 donation to ‘Carers for Carers’. This seconded by 

Councillor Schroeder and all were agreed. 
 

25 Wordpress personal plan and Website domain 
25.1 Simon Dobson has asked if the Council could buy a new domain, www.hamptonlucy.org.  
25.2 Councillor Matthews proposed accepting this idea. This was seconded by Councillor Schroeder 

and all were agreed. 
 

26 Payment authorisations. 
26.1 Payments for Clerk’s expenses Sept ’17 to March ’18 (£43.73), Village Enhancement Group 

(£100), Grapevine (£140), CiLCA training with SLCC (£250), Village Hall (£55), Village Hall 
annual grant (£1000) and Website expenses (£150) were all authorised. 

 
27 Financial Position 

27.1 This was briefly discussed. There was a suggestion for splitting the savings to make it clearer. 
The Youth Club grant was queried and the clerk said that he would contact Kate Evans. 

27.2 The PCC have yet to contact us about their annual grant. 
  

28 Exchange of information with public 
28.1 The clerk asked where the grit bin was to be sited in Hatton Rock because WCC had suggested 

that there was no point in ordering it until we know where it is going. 
28.2 Councillor Matthews said that she would let the clerk know. 

Meeting closed at 21.48pm  
John Dunkerton (March 18th 2018) 

 
Dates of next meetings for 2018:  May 9th (Annual Parish Meeting), July 11th, September 12th and 
November 14th. 


