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Parish Report
County Councillor K Bulmer
South Stoke Parish Council Meeting – 18th January 2022

HGV Routing motion
Pleased to have my HGV motion for routes (which hopefully will mean they avoid the majority of our
village's and market towns) passed unanimously by council today. The administration has agreed to bring its
proposals into there freight and logistics strategy in the new year.
Wording as follows:Motion by Cllr Kevin Bulmer
Seconded by Cllr Stefan Gawrysiak
The pandemic has seen an increase in goods traffic through certain of our villages and market towns. This
home delivery phenomenon has coincided with more residents taking the welcome step of increasing the
number of journeys they take by bicycle and on foot. As well as serving to make our roads less safe for
pedestrians and cyclists, the rise in HGV traffic has contributed to air pollution and affected the wellbeing of
residents, who are subjected to the noise and vibrations emitted from larger vehicles.
Many rural roads were not built for HGV traffic and there will be adverse consequences for many of our
highways if this increase does not abate. Moreover, it is a regrettable fact that even where weight
restrictions are implemented, they are too often ignored.
This Council resolves to base the new freight and logistics strategy for Oxfordshire on the principle of ‘avoidswitch-improve’.
Working with local firms, the Road Haulage Association and neighbouring authorities, the Council will
establish a regional network of well-serviced HGV through routes, and bring in measures to assist or
encourage.
1.

Communities to report HGV restriction infringements;

2.

Thames Valley Police to take appropriate action against persistent offenders;

3.

Technology and haulage companies to reflect the strategy within their GPS systems;

4.

Delivery firms to switch increasingly to hybrid or electric vehicles; and

5.
The installation of appropriate and enforceable 20mph speed limits, together with physical highways
restraints, in the areas worst affected

First They Banned ‘Chairman’, Now They Want To Ban Meat & Dairy
I as per my previously report the lib/green/labour administration has now banned meat and dairy products
from being served at Council catered events and meetings. Veganism is a personal choice that should be
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respected but this attempt to dictate the diet of others is totally unacceptable. I have proposed an
amendment that does not ban meat and dairy but ensures a vegan option is available was not accepted.
We also found out that all catering staff at county have been made redundant just before Christmas and
replaced with a vending machine with I assume just vegan options.

Proposals For 20mph Speed Limit Across Oxfordshire Towns & Villages
Although I think the current proposals by OCC is a poor one it’s the only one being offered so I’ve supported
a number of PC who’ve expressed an interest.

Bit off a short report, County due to the covid situation was a bit off a last minute hybrid affair.
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A Report on The Park
Clerk & Assistant Clerk
South Stoke Parish Council Meeting – 18th January 2022

In recent years, there have been calls on the Parish Council to better use the land adjacent to the
village hall, known as The Park. This land is currently split in three parts. One part remains unused,
whilst the other two parts are tenanted for the grazing of horses and the keeping of chickens. It was
resolved previously to allocate some of The Park for use by the primary school.
The Park is approx. 9,000sqm which is leased for 999y to the Parish Council and allows community
buildings to be built as part of this lease. The Park has very few neighbours, and is backed onto by
both the school and the Church burial ground. The train line runs along the west hand side and can
be accessed currently via an entrance on Cross Keys Road by passing the Village Hall. Please see
outline map below:

During the latter half of 2021 two plans were drawn up with how best to use The Park. Under the
terms of our lease, the Park can be used for “community use to extend to amenity use, a community
shop, car parking, the grazing of animals, any agricultural, equestrian or conservation uses, a burial
ground/cemetery and other communal uses only to include, but not be exclusive to, building a new
Village Hall (possibly also including a community shop) and associated car park on the Park, with the
necessary access way or ways for vehicles to /from the nearby highway and establishing community
playground and/or sports field on the Park, possibly with an associated pavilion”. Any usage beyond
this definition would require an amendment to the lease with permission from the Freeholder of the
land.
Currently there are two plans proposed for future use of The Park which have been published: one
from South Stoke Wildlife Conservation Group and one from Cllr P Wortley.
•
•

SSWCG proposal for a Community Garden - not published in the Newsletter, however
shown in newsletter format so the documents are comparable.
Cllr Wortley Park Proposal - published in the Newsletter

The community has been encourage to send comments on both proposals to the Council, these
collated comments can be seen in the following pages.

SOUTH STOKE WILDLIFE & CONSERVATION GROUP: ANOTHER IDEA FOR THE FUTURE OF THE PARK
Purpose South Stoke Parish Council has initiated a public consultation to determine the future use of The
Park, a public space held by the Council on a 999-year lease. The consultation is planned to be completed by
the end of 2021. This proposal is SSWCG’s input to the consultation.
Proposal in summary We propose that this public space be used for a community venture to improve the
biodiversity of our environment, to promote the community’s understanding and engagement with wildlife
and nature, and to produce high quality organic food. The approach would be to create a community
garden with a minimal environmental impact, using sustainable products with low embodied carbon and
with recycled materials wherever possible. This garden will be designed, built and operated by the
community, using permaculture principles to maximise biodiversity, soil health and food production. The
site will be designed to encourage public access to communal
areas to promote the enjoyment and understanding of the
site’s biodiversity, whilst maintaining security and integrity of
food growing areas and standing crops. We have devised a
concept and outline design for The Park, which is shown here.

14.Plant/produce stall for sale/given free surplus produce, and an information noticeboard to promote
forthcoming events, etc.
Environmental The biodiversity of the site will be dramatically improved through careful selection and
planting of trees, hedges and wildflowers, and the addition of a pond. There will be a significant increase in
the carbon storage capacity. Gardeners will be encouraged to use techniques to maximise soil health,
including compost-making, which will further improve the carbon storage capacity. The enterprise will be offgrid, generating its own power and using its own groundwater and collected rainwater, to avoid the use of
Mains water for irrigation.

At the heart of our community
1. There are 13 plots in the design, of nominally 25m x 10m.
These would be let out to local families, individuals, the
school or groups and clubs. The mix will be adaptable to
meet the changing needs of the community over time.
Rents will be modest, and come with an obligation to
contribute some time to maintaining our communal areas
and to abide by organic principles. Depending on demand,
it might be beneficial to rent some half plots.
2. Communal growing areas, including raised beds suitable for
disabled access and a polytunnel, will be cultivated by the
community and the produce shared in the community.
3. A communal covered area with seating and shed will
provide a focal point for the gardening community and for
the secure storage of tools, seeds and crops, as well as for
shelter, training and administration.
4. An orchard area, hazel and willow coppice and a wildflower
meadow will improve biodiversity, carbon storage and in
time will provide top fruit crops, bean rods, pea sticks and
basketry materials.
5. A wildlife pond stocked with appropriate local species and
fed from the garden’s sustainable drainage system will
improve biodiversity and provide interest and pond-dipping
opportunities.
6. Log piles and insect habitats/hotels, bird and bat boxes
around the site will encourage a variety of wildlife into the
area.
7. A fenced area of grassland has been allocated for use by
the school, with a separate access. This will enable the
engagement of all ages in the natural world, and the school
will be encouraged to participate in other activity on the
wider site.
8. A water tank, borehole and solar panels are included to
deliver a sustainable water supply and shed lighting.
9. Communal compost, leaf, manure and wood chip bays (with
controlled access for local tree surgeons) to provide a useful
service to local people, and useful products to improve soil
fertility on the site.
10.Composting toilet with clean water supply to promote site
hygiene.
11.Disabled access and additional car parking, using the
existing access to the village hall, to allow easy and safe
access to help encourage less physically able people to
participate.
12.A reinforced ground access track and turning circle to allow
occasional deliveries of bulk materials
13.Footpath access connecting Ferry Lane with the Bier Path at
the Village Hall to provide a new walking route for the
community.

Community, wellbeing & mental health This proposal will
provide more opportunities for local people to meet, to create
and manage the garden, exchange ideas, knowledge and
produce in a very pleasant natural environment in the heart of
our village.
Engagement of the community with nature The benefits of
close engagement with the natural environment are well known.
This proposal will provide many opportunities to engage and
improve understanding, including with expert-led guidance.
Learning opportunities There is a lot of knowledge and many
skills amongst our community, on environmental matters,
horticulture, timber construction, renewable technology, food
production, orchard management, cider making and bee
keeping. This development will promote the sharing of this
resource, presenting learning opportunities across the
community.
Food This proposal should result in the production of a large
quantity of high-quality food. The health benefits of eating more
fresh organic produce are well known, and locally produced food
means reduced food miles and reduced packaging. There is
potential for distribution of crop surpluses for charitable
purposes, and possibly to provide supplies to our community
shop.
Funding SSWCG believes that grant funding can be arranged for
the capital works, provided that a suitable long-term agreement
with the Parish Council can be achieved. Some potential sources
of funding have been identified. Revenue costs for insurance and
specialist maintenance will be serviced from modest rental fees
for the cultivation plots.
Management and operation SSWCG is researching best practice
amongst various successful community gardens, with a view to
forming a community garden management committee, should
this proposal be accepted by the PC. The management
committee will finalise a design, apply for any necessary
consents and grant funding, and manage the set-up and ongoing
activity. Whether or not this organisation needs to be a
registered charity, and whether that would need to be a new
charity is being considered. Informal soundings around the
village indicate that there will be sufficient demand for the plots
and enough willing participants locally.
Timescale We anticipate that, subject to the PC’s consultation
and early agreement, works could commence in March 2022 to
enable the first crops to be produced in the 2022 season.
South Stoke Wilife & Conservation Group

Have your say about this idea! Please send all comments, ideas, questions
etc to clerk@southstoke.org.uk or by letter to South Stoke Parish Council,
Clerk, 13 Wallingford Road, RG8 0JD.
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A Report on The Park
Clerk & Assistant Clerk
South Stoke Parish Council Meeting – 18th January 2022

COMMENTS RECEIVED
Comments pertaining to Both Proposals & General Comments
Comment dated 4/12/21:
I have seen both “plans” for the park [and] the community gardens plan has my vote.

Comments dated 4/12/21:
Regarding this proposal, has anyone costed it? How much will it put our precept up?

Comments dated 4/12/21:
Prompted by the creative suggestions from the SSW&CG I have given this project some thought.
Ultimately this is a community decision but I am concerned that whilst individuals have come up
with good ideas, both for the Recreation Ground/Village Hall/Community Shop and now the Park,
delivery is a problem. The limiting factor is always money, not ideas.
The Park could be the solution and not another good idea which runs into the ground for want of
funds.
The whole field could be turned into a solar farm which would be funded by OPM, other peoples
money. The profit would then be split with the funder(s) and the Parish Council. This “free money”
can then be used to finance the village hall and community shop.
I claim no expertise in this field but there are people who specialise in this. The solar farm would
need planning, access and grid take off. It will also have to be permissible under the ground lease.
If there is any enthusiasm for this I am willing to at least undertake preliminary research as I know a
man who knows

Comments dated 6/12/21:
Thank you for the 2 options for The Park development proposals- from the PC and the South Stoke
conservation group.
In considering the conservation group plan which generally is my preferred plan I trust you will
consider the following comments to take forward to the PC.
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•

•
•

•
•
•

•

Vehicular access from Cross Keys road to the Park area is fraught with issues for the drivers
due to the tight entrance between walls on the boundaries of each property- the turning
allowance in less than minimal and on occasions causes extreme anxiety to all drivers and
pedestrians. In addition emerging from the Hall/park area the visibility for drivers of likely
pedestrians is almost blind
Only pedestrian access should be planned from Cross Keys Rd
As a consequence of the first comment I feel it’s imperative that vehicular access IS ONLY
from Ferry Road as long as this is compliant with Highways regulations on safe distance from
the railway bridge
A gated access here is to be welcomed and ideally would be on the far corner from the
bridge as out lined on the PC plan
SSW&GC group plan has more sympathetically allowed space for the School area
immediately behind the school
By limiting the orchard planting in the SSW&CG an allowance could be left for the future
extension to the graveyard should this be needed and Plot 13 is likely to be excess in the
requirement for community garden plots
It is likely that the residents of the houses backing onto the Park would be more sympathetic
to community plots on their boundaries than school children and their outdoor activities

I trust you will find these comments helpful to your decision making on these plans and weigh up the
collective points for the benefit of the whole community.

Comment dated 9/12/21:
Having now received details of the Community Gardens proposal, which did not appear in the
November newsletter along with other suggestions about the future of The Park, I would like to
make some comments.
1. I hope that there will be full consultation and a public meeting about the various proposals
before any decision is made.
2. Please ensure that dates of such consultation are widely circulated; do not rely on Facebook
to do this.
3. When and how was the decision made to allocate some of The Park to the school? How
much land? Will the school pay rental? If so, how much?
4. Any decision to offer plots of land for sale needs to be carefully considered in respect of the
terms of the lease and the rights of all villagers.
5. Potential usage of a tennis court and bowling green needs to be established before these are
considered and future maintenance costs need to be identified.
6. Is there evidence of the need for an extended graveyard? If so I would support it and assume
that the church would maintain it.
7. The Community Gardens proposal has a lot of merit. It supports many National objectives
for land use and as the trend now is for houses to have small gardens, I think it would be
well used by village residents. I assume that grants would be available for such a project?
Several surrounding villages e.g Brightwell cum Sotwell have established community
gardens/ orchards/ nature reserves and these appear to be successful. The proposed layout
has been carefully planned and contains all the necessary elements to make the scheme
successful as well as making good use of all the available space, in addition to providing all
necessary facilities for users.
8. The proposal in the newsletter leaves too much green space without a particular use which
would need extensive maintenance. Too much land is allocated to the school- what are their
plans for its use?
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9. Access to the site is a problem and needs to be carefully considered. An extended car park is
essential.
10. Please consider usage, rental incomes, grants, and future maintenance and management
before making any decision. We do not want a repeat of the problems associated with the
White Hill Quarry project.
In summary, I strongly support the Community Gardens proposal and feel that would provide the
best future for The Park

Comments pertaining to Cllr Wortley's Proposal
Comment dated 2/11/21:
I respond to the request made by Cllr. Wortley in the November Newsletter for comments on the
future use of the Park land.
Firstly, some points of principle:
1. The Park land use should promote interest by and benefit to as wide a section of the
community as possible.
2. The goal should be a vision that achieves an ecologically sound use of the land.
3. The Park is a community asset and should not be nibbled away to satisfy private interests
4. Use of the Park land will incur capital and maintenance costs and, where reasonable, these
should be met by the users.
Now for the detail:
•

•
•

•

•

•
•
•

The area allocated to the school looks massive. What possible use could a school of 50
children make of this area? Does the school accept the costs of fencing and maintaining an
additional green area? Does the school have budget surplus to cover the capital and running
costs to maintain the land acquired?
The three plots allocated to private rental should be reconsidered.
The graveyard extension may be a wise provision but does the church want or need it in the
foreseeable future? With dwindling church attendance and income it is conceivable that the
additional financial burden of more land is what the church does not want
A wider community benefit is not demonstrated by the plan as submitted. There should be
specific ecologically-sound areas of interest/engagement (e.g. community garden,
allotments, support facilities) for all age groups and facilities for elderly and disabled users
(e.g. benches, raised beds, flower gardens, water feature, level paths)
Access from Ferry Road looks possible but Highways and Planning will need convincing - it
may be permitted as an occasional, controlled access point. There is a cost involved in
excavating the bank, forming the roadway and gating the new entrance. It would seem that
pedestrian access could be via the lane up to the hall but this will need resurfacing to make
it wheelchair friendly.
Parking for users of the Park would be advantageous and may support ongoing use of the
existing hall.
Sports facilities if required should be on the recreation ground
How much cash is the Parish Council able to invest in capital improvements and
maintenance? How much would have to be borne by user groups? Have capital and
operating cost grants been investigated that could be accessed for the development of a
community project with green credentials?

Appendix C
•

There are various potential planning matters involved - will the PC front and pay for the
applications?

Some suggestions:
•
•
•
•

•

•

plant lots more trees to help the environment
significantly reduce or eliminate the area allocated to the school dependent on the school's
explanation of need and means to pay.
Increase the area of ecologically managed community garden/allotment for the benefit of
the young, the disabled and ecologically-minded growers.
Grow food in the community garden for use by the village - this will reduce food delivery
miles and a provide healthy and cheap alternatives to imported supermarket fruit and
vegetables.
Set up a strong and motivated subcommittee of the PC or the Amenities Charity to establish
a shared community vision for the Park, to arrange funding of capital and maintenance
works and to manage the ongoing running. It seems the project needs an injection of
focused energy to bring it to a consensus decision point.
Use the community garden management model tried and tested by other communities.

Comment dated 27/11/21:
You asked for comments on the plan that you published for The Park, by 30.11.21.
1. A lot of hard work went into getting The Park allocated as a public asset. As you should
know, it was negotiated as compensation for the new buildings at Manor Farm. It would be
deeply ironic if some of this land was now sold to those same properties. I am not sure how
you can legally dispose of public land to a specific purchaser. The land would need to be
subject to competitive tender. In any case, I object to the idea of disposing of any of this
public asset.
2. The creation of a long, presumably metalled access track across the whole site urbanises a
green space, reduces its biodiversity and is unnecessary. It should not be built.
3. It is right that some space be allocated to the school, but I believe the space shown in your
plan is too big, and is an inappropriate share of this public land. Some controls will be
needed as to what the school does with any land that it is given, in order to avoid the upset
caused last time they built something.
4. If there is demand for a public tennis court then this would be better sited at the Recreation
Ground, where the very lightly used basketball court could be adapted for dual use with
tennis at much less cost than a new court. More tarmac on the green space of The Park is
not appropriate. If there is sufficient demand for a bowling green (which I doubt) then that
could also go on the recreation ground.
5. I’m not sure what you think a community garden is, but the space allowed for it on your plan
is far short of what would be required to make one work.
6. An alternative plan for The Park is about to be published by South Stoke Wildlife Group. I ask
that you extend your consultation period to allow the community to respond to it, and given
that the next PC meeting is in January I expect that this can easily be accommodated.
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Comment dated 5/12/21:
Currently we enjoy watching horses grazing, various animals including foxes and deer are regular
visitors and the wild nature of it probably offers a haven for many other creatures.
Looking at the various proposals with our limited experience of past ideas, we can only comment on
the immediate.
A tarmac road into the area, would totally change all characteristics of the area, diminishing the
green area available for absolutely no obvious reason…
An extension to the current graveyard, if space is required seems sensible.
Tennis court, such limited interest for this, good courts/clubs available locally, expensive to build and
maintain, unused courts around the village that would be better utilised!
Car park for the village hall - why? When all other plans we have seen are to move the hall… access is
not good enough to encourage further vehicles, and the hall is within walking distance for virtually
everyone in the village and ample parking for the few who require it.
School allocation - makes sense, on a lease basis, although would have to consider school numbers.
Local demographics and whether the demand for school places will be there locally. Eg. traditionally
Goring overflow came to South Stoke, but Goring struggling for numbers and reducing class intake …
Community garden - lovely idea, but as most people have gardens in the village would the demand
for allotments locally be there? If the allotments etc. then go to those outside of South Stoke, who
have to drive, increasing the traffic in the village, requiring parking, this then ceases to be a local
community garden….
Overall we would love to see more trees planted, wildflowers, natural benches, horses grazing,
fences maintained and the space maintained for villagers to relax in and enjoy as they walk
past/through to the church etc. Maybe natural picnic tables, but a totally different but
complimentary feel to the other fabulous South Stoke (play) park

Comments dated 8/12/21:
Dear South Stoke PC. What a brilliant idea. It looks well thought through to us, but I’m sure you’ll get
lots of other ideas from locals This could make a far better Community Asset than another one which
is now deceased,
I see there is a track presumably for vehicles. Will this be big enough for a tractor / lorry whatever to
deliver stuff? Are there any plans to increase the size of the car park by the village hall -- it may be
that others might like to visit when it gets going. Also are there going to be any benches for
people to sit on. People might sponsor one to remember a loved one.
Finally will free roaming dogs be welcome? (I hope not! -- only those on a lead!)

Comments Pertaining to Community Garden Proposal
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Comment dated 1/12/21:
I would like to go on record as being fully in favor of the plan recently produced by the Wildlife
Group.
In the past allotments have been raised as a provision have been suggested for the village but there
were no takers. This proposal already has good support and is a considerable improvement on
simply providing allotments.
It would provide many opportunities for people to meet, to learn and to chat and I for one would be
happy to make regular visits regardless of whether I had a plot of my own or not.
It is well known that projects of this kind can make a significant impact on the problems of loneliness
that people living on their own often struggle with.
Perhaps some of the Network Rail mitigation funds could be directed towards funding the project?
Nothing brings a community together like shared activity so I hope the Parish Council will think very
carefully before adopting something that meets the needs of South Stoke less well than the
excellently conceived and planned proposal from the Wildlife Group

Comment dated 4/12/21:
Can I express my views regarding the park after receiving the community gardens proposal from the
SSWCG in a letterbox drop off,
Since the very beginning I think extra land should be given to the church for burial plots.
The SSWCG are great but seem to want to take over most things including the river land, I think the
village has enough wildlife as it stands and if this is allowed it becomes like the recreation ground a
habitat not a place to enjoy or pay respect to those who are not here,
So I object to this very strongly.

Comment dated 5/12/21:
I fully support, in principle, the proposal of the South Stoke Wildlife and Conservation Group for
Community Gardens to make good use of The Park.
My comments are
-the project ought to be clear as to whether it is a community managed project allowing for
individually leased plots ( as an allotment) or a wholly run community enterprise
-in either case a clear set of rules would be needed governing use of the area
-a clear set of principles to be used as criteria in settling disputes and responsibilities which may well
arise where there is a conflict of ideas and interests
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-there should be a board of trustees or management committee
-ideally a set of volunteers with a proper organisation ( as for Sonning Common Green Gym, noting
they have undertaken three tasks in the village including planting of a row of daffodils in the
Recreation Field by the lineside and putting in rabbit proof wiring along the railway fence)
- it would be very important to ‘carry’ the community including all the diverse interests even in a
small village without sustained energy and continued enthusiasm the project will suffer and needs
more than one or two strong driving personalities

Comment dated 5/12/21:
I believe the South Stoke wildlife conservation group -SSWCG- have done a great job in producing
their proposal for the community garden. In my opinion it a well thought plan which will appeal to
and be used by a wide range of villagers. This land was given to the village to be used by the village.
There are other proposals that include tennis courts and the possible sale of land to villagers adding
the site. Proposals of that nature will only benefit a limited number of villagers.

Comment dated 5/12/21:
I would like to register my support for the proposal put forward by the South Stoke Wildlilfe and
Conservation Group as it lays out The Park being available to the whole village community young
and old.
I am aware that the park was granted to the village which is why I support this proposal.
I am hopeful that all other proposals will be shared with the villagers in a transparent and timely
manner prior to the end of the consultation period.

Comments dated 5/12/21:- FWD from SSWCG
Dear SS Wildlife group. What a brilliant idea. It looks well thought through to us, but I’m sure you’ll
get lots of other ideas from locals
I see there is a track presumably for vehicles. Will this be big enough for a tractor / lorry whatever to
deliver stuff? Are there any plans to increase the size of the car park by the village hall -- it may be
that others might like to visit when it gets going. Also are there going to be any benches for
people to sit on. People might sponsor one to remember a loved one.
Finally, will free roaming dogs be welcome? (I hope not! -- only those on a lead!)

Comment dated 5/12/21:
I have seen the proposal put forward by the South Stoke Wildlife and Conservation Group, to turn
The Park into Community Gardens, and would like to express my wholehearted support for this plan.
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It would be an inventive way to turn this land into a resource for everyone in the village, one that is
also friendly to the environment and wildlife, and I also welcome the proposal to offer pedestrian
access directly from Ferry Lane.
The school area would an extra bonus for younger generations, one that is greatly needed.
I urge you to adopt the plan.

Comments dated 7/12/21:
We would like to state our support for the proposal put forward by the South Stoke Conservation
Group for a Community Garden at The Park.
Its an exciting initiative and would be a marvellous facility for the village as a whole.
We hope the PC will approve the plans and put its weight behind getting this off the ground!

Comments dated 8/12/21:
What a great idea from the Wildlife Group. It’s a “Yes”

Comment dated 07/01/22:
Whereas we are not opposed to making better use of the space known as The Park, we believe the
proposal is far too complex.
There is no real need for thirteen plots, polytunnels, raised beds in a village like South Stoke.
Furthermore putting a road through the middle will only increase traffic volumes when we should be
encouraging people to walk in nature.
Some of the prosed changes - introducing Orchards, Coppices and seating areas for the local
residents - are along the right lines and using some of the Park for these initiatives should be
explored further.
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Financial Documents
Clerk & RFO
South Stoke Parish Council Meeting – 18th January 2022

To approve payment schedule for 1st November 2021-31st January 2022
Current Account
Voucher
39
42
38
40
41
48
43
51
49
44
53
46
52
54
50
45
47

Date
24/11/2021
24/11/2021
24/11/2021
24/11/2021
24/11/2021
26/11/2021
26/11/2021
16/12/2021
16/12/2021
21/12/2021
22/12/2021
22/12/2021
22/12/2021
22/12/2021
19/01/2022
31/01/2022
31/01/2022

Reserve Account
NONE

Description
Dog Waste
Scribe Software
Slipway Licence
Newsletter Printing
Grass Cutting
Water - The Park
Salary
Insurance Contribution - Bus Stop
Newsletter Printing
Salary
SIM Costs - Refund L White
Salary
Norton - Refund L White
Grass Cutting
Newsletter Printing
Salary
Salary

Supplier
South Oxfordshire District Council
Scribe - Starboard Systems Limited
Environment Agency
Goring Press
G Ambler
Castle Water
L White
Berkshire Oak Barns
Cllr P Wortely - SoloPress
L White
Giff Gaff Ltd
S Archer
Norton
South Stoke Wildlife Group
Cllr P Wortely - SoloPress
L White
S Archer
Total

Net
VAT
Total
89.70
17.94
107.64
485.00
97.00
582.00
80.35
0.00
80.35
440.00
0.00
440.00
90.00
0.00
90.00
5.92
1.19
7.11
0.00 2,116.00 2,116.00
285.16
0.00
285.16
6.67

1.33

8.00

64.99
250.00
204.43

0.00
0.00
0.00

64.99
250.00
204.43

3,474.70 2,233.46 5,708.16
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To note receipts for 1st November 2021-31st December 2021
Current Account
Voucher Code
23
The Park

Date
01/11/2021

28
33

The Park
Allowances Expenses Training

10/11/2021
24/11/2021

29

The Park

01/12/2021

Description
The Park Chickens
The Park - Grazing
Training
Contribution
The Park Chickens

Supplier
C J Gothard / Jarvis

Net
20.00

VAT
0.00

Total
20.00

S Allen
Goring-on-Thames Parish
Council
C J Gothard / Jarvis

40.00
175.00

0.00
0.00

40.00
175.00

20.00

0.00

20.00

Total

255.00

0.00

255.00

Net
13.75
13.31
27.06

VAT
0.00
0.00
0.00

Total
13.75
13.31
27.06

Reserve Account
Voucher
30
31

Code
Bank Interest
Bank Interest

Date
10/11/2021
10/12/2021

Description
Bank Interest
Bank Interest

Supplier
TSB Bank Plc
TSB Bank Plc
Total
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To note the reconciled bank account and reserves balances as at 31st December
2021

Appendix E
Title
Authors
Meeting

The Newsletter
Clerk – from Proposal of Motion Forms
South Stoke Parish Council Meeting – 18th January 2022

1. INTRODUCTION

The Village newsletter is a valued part of the community and an important method for sharing information
between those parts.
Whilst the newsletter is open to all for contributions it should be noted that it is operated and paid for by
the Parish Council with money from the precept (part of the council tax), with a volunteer appointed as
Editor of the newsletter.

Two motions have been proposed for this meeting:
To approve Terms of Reference for the Role of Editor if the Parish Newsletter
Background: As with any ‘job’ whether private, public, or voluntary sector, clarity of the role is critical to
success. In the context of the Newsletter this can be provided with a Terms of Reference.
To approve creating a Newsletter working group to review draft copy, appoint members and approve
Terms of Reference.
Background: Outside of attendance at Parish Council meetings, the newsletter can be considered to be the
primary means of communication between the PC and the Parishioners. It is therefore critical that any
messages from the PC are both clear and timely.
This can place an undue burden on the Editor as to what should and should not be included within the
newsletter. It is impractical for the full PC to review every item in the newsletter, and would also impose
unrealistic timescales on the editor when collating all articles before going to press.

2. NEWSLETTER EDITOR TERMS OF REFERENCE
1. Introduction to the Newsletter
The South Stoke Parish Newsletter is a community newsletter published and funded by South Stoke
Parish Council to provide a regular, on-going sense of South Stoke village life with all its diverse
activities, individuals and viewpoints
•
•
•

Publicise appropriate activities and decisions of the Parish Council.
provide information about developments which might have an impact on parish residents
(specifically planning and other Local Government activities)
enable organisations and groups based in, or serving the community of South Stoke to increase
the public awareness of their aims and activities
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•
•
•

provide an opportunity for residents to raise matters of interest and to express their views on
specific topics
Provide an opportunity for local businesses to advertise their services to residents at a realistic
cost.
Benefit the parish as a whole.

2. Role of the Editor
The Editor’s role is to collate all aspects and content of the South Stoke Parish Newsletter, ready for
printing, including any necessary editing to enable articles to fit the available space and arrange
placement in the magazine.

3. Duties of the Editor
The Editor should aim to have the South Stoke Parish Newsletter printed in time for distribution on
the first weekend of a due month. An electronic copy should also be sent to the webmaster of the
Parish Council website, for publishing on the website.
The Editor should review all submitted items to make sure they conform to the objectives of the
South Stoke Parish Newsletter. All changes including editing for space limitations, except for
grammar, spelling and typing corrections should be notified in advance with the author of the article.
Following the Editor review, the newsletter should be reviewed and accepted by the Newsletter
Working Group, with at least 3 days to review before the print deadline.

4. Frequency; Content & Aims of the Newsletter
The South Stoke Parish Newsletter should be published at least every other month, though more
frequently as budget and editor time allows. Each issue will provide the date of the target date of
the next issue and the deadline for submissions.
All published items should be attributed, either with a signature at the end of an item, or by being a
report from a particular club or organisation.
Each issue should include a summary of relevant Parish Council meetings. The Clerk of the Parish
Council may be asked to prepare this, or if the Editor is a member of the Parish Council, then they
may prepare it. Approval of final copy of the Parish Council update to be delegated to the Clerk in
consultation with the Chairman of the Parish Council, prior to publication.
Whilst one of the aims of the South Stoke Parish Newsletter is to provide an opportunity for
residents to raise matters of interest and express their views, the Editor should ensure where
possible that a balanced opinion is achieved for the benefit of the community of South Stoke. The
Editor may contribute opinion pieces provided that it is clear that they are his/her own, and not the
Parish Council’s. Furthermore, if the Editor is a Parish Councillor, he/she must abide by any relevant
Parish Council decisions, and, if space is limited, the Editor should give priority to other opinions
before publishing his/her own.

5. Appointment of the Editor
The Editorship is to be appointed by the full Council is to be reviewed at least at each annual council
meeting (held in May each year).
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6. Review
This Terms of Reference document was approved for use at the meeting of the Parish Council on 18th
January 2022, and will be reviewed periodically, but not less than once per council term (nominally 4
years).

Dated: 18th January 2022

Signed:

B Urbick, Chairman

3. NEWSLETTER WORKING GROUP TERMS OF REFERENCE
1. Remit
The Working Groups is responsible for the review of the draft copy of the South Stoke Parish
Newsletter, ensuring it conforms to the objectives of the South Stoke Parish Newsletter.

2. Frequency of Meetings
Due to the unique nature of this working group, review will generally be completed by email in the 3
days prior to sending the edition to print. If required an online or in person meeting can be held to
discuss more detailed points.

3. Appointment of members
The working group will be comprised of 2 members appointed annually at the Annual Council
Meeting, plus the Editor of the Newsletter, with a quorum of two and not less than 2 members of
the Parish Council (should the Editor not be a member of the Parish Council). In the event of an
absence, holiday or unavailability, any member of the council may be a substitute member of the
working group.

4. Chairman
The Chairman is to be elected annually by the working group at their first meeting, before
proceeding to any other business. The office shall be held for one year.

5. Voting
Only members (or substitute members) appointed to the working group may vote and participate at
the meeting. In the case of an equal vote the Chairman of the Working Group shall have a second or
casting vote.

6. Specific Delegated Powers
To review and approve the final copy of the Newsletter prior to being sent to print, ensuring it
conforms to the objectives of the South Stoke Parish Newsletter, being:
•
•

Publicise appropriate activities and decisions of the Parish Council.
Provide information about developments which might have an impact on parish residents
(specifically planning and other Local Government activities)
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•
•
•
•

Enable organisations and groups based in, or serving the community of South Stoke to increase the
public awareness of their aims and activities
Provide an opportunity for residents to raise matters of interest and to express their views on
specific topics
Provide an opportunity for local businesses to advertise their services to residents at a realistic cost.
Benefit the parish as a whole.

7. Review
This Terms of Reference document was approved for use at the meeting of the Parish Council on 18th
January 2022, and will be reviewed periodically, but not less than once per council term (nominally 4
years).

Dated: 18th January 2022

Signed:

B Urbick, Chairman

