Aylesham Parish Council

13th August 2018
To whom it may concern,
Aylesham Parish Council (hereby the council) does plea strongly for the number of
councillors allocated to the Aylesham Ward remains at two members.
The council is also keen for the correct population figures to be factored in to the process,
as the current housing programme taking place in Aylesham will see the number of houses
rise, thus number of people, rise significantly over the next election cycle. As you can see to
date 340 homes are completed and now occupied, this meaning that there are a minimum
of 300 – 600 electorates and you are stating that these have been taken into account. A
Local Government Officer, (Planning Delivery Officer) from Dover District Council quoted at
a meeting held with Aylesham Parish Council on Monday 23rd July 2018 that by 2020
another 400 properties will be built, with 400 – 800 electors per property (averaging 2
electors per household), between 2020-2023 it is predicted that every 2-3 years we are
growing at a rate of 400 houses (400 – 800 electors per property, again averaging 2 electors
per property), this is along with further land that has been identified for further planning on
top of what we already have. As you will appreciate this is a direct contradiction with the
figures given in the Draft Recommendations Report. By 2023 we are not going to have the
proper representation, is there a plan to review in 2023 when we do go over the variance?
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Other developments such as the recently granted permission for 17 houses and flats at
the Former Greyhound Public House site in Dorman Avenue South, and Dover District
Council’s house building programme - 40 houses to be built for the Council’s waiting list,
and the proposed development of Aylesham Sports Club, Burgess Road of 19 selfcontained flats do not even appear to have been taken into consideration?

We cannot stress enough how we feel that the correct figures have not been provided in
the Draft Report, and we would like a response as to why these figures are incorrect.
Incorrect figures will effect these communities just as much as Aylesham, this is not fair for
anyone.
The council does not identify any links with the Elvington community, which is socially,
constitutionally, geographically nearer to the Eythorne community. Also, there is a great
deal of work involved in and around the Elvington community. Further dilution of time from
councillors would not benefit neither Aylesham, Nonington nor Elvington. The only similarity
is that both Elvington and Aylesham are former mining communities, but this is obsolete
now.
There is, again, no direct link (apart from a train journey) between the villages of Aylesham
and Shepherdswell with Coldred. These communities and the distance to travel by a
Councillor, as well and the varying needs, will be difficult. When we say link, we again mean
social, constitutional and geographical. The distance to cover for a councillor would be
4.49miles (7.23km) with Shepherdswell and the distance for aligning with Elvington is
3.36miles (5.4km). When you consider this, the burden placed upon the councillors, who are
already busy and engulfed with casework and issues affecting the current boundaries.
To conclude, Aylesham is a growing community and finally realising its true potential that
Patrick Abercrombie saw back in the 1920's. Aylesham, as a village, is currently larger than
some of the local Towns in East Kent. The difference being there being a distinct lack of
facilities and provision for such a status (Sandwich has two secondary schools, Aylesham has
none). This is even before the large expansion is due to finish. Also, once the current
Aylesham Development is completed over the next decade, the local plan may look to
harness land adjacent to Aylesham for further development. Aylesham does have a high
level of needs with reference to employment, training and skills. Housing is also an issue,
especially identifying ways of forming a cohesive community between the existing
community and the newer residents. Aylesham is also an active village, with a great deal of
clubs, groups, and organisations. We have a large industrial estate within the boundary that
is another set of needs that a Councillor has to deal with.
Finally, with the current rate of expansion and development, Aylesham Parish Council will
be flying the flag to see if Aylesham can obtain an 'upgraded' status in terms of a 'Parish' to
perhaps a 'Town'. This will be to the detriment of the other communities in the Ward
boundary, because the district councillors will be split to thinly. (Sandwich ward boundary
covers Sandwich only and deals with Sandwich Town Council only). No other Town Council
area will have one set of councillors covering such a large area of the district.
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Aylesham Parish Council does therefore believe that the current Aylesham boundary does
warrant two councillors, with the current boundary lines not taking in the communities of
Elvington, Shepherdswell or Coldred.
Yours faithfully,

Aylesham Parish Council
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Starkie, Emily
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

28 July 2018 13:31
reviews
Draft Boundary Review

Good Afternoon
I am emailing on behalf of Ripple Parish Council to say we are delighted that the initial proposal of putting Ripple in
the Whitfield Ward has been reconsidered following many objections.
Ripple parish Council agree and fully support the new draft proposal to include Ripple in the ward of Kingsdown
Rural.

Regards
Karen Castle
Clerk to Ripple Parish Council
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Dover District
Personal Details:
Name:
E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: Woodnesborough Parish Council

Comment text:
Eastry Rural Ward Proposal. Woodnesborough Parish Council strongly objects to this
proposal. The Parish has no links with the villages of Eastry, Northbourne or Tilmanstone.
There are however strong social and community links with Sandwich. The main doctors
surgery is in Sandwich, there are church links with Polders Gardens and St Barts. The
new village hall is used by a number of groups from Sandwich. The physical boundary
between Woodnesborough and Sandwich is nearly seemless, with just a short break in the
houses on the Sandwich Road. Eastry and Woodnesborough villages are separated by
open countrysides. If voter numbers are the problem then the members would suggest
that Worth is moved into the Eastry Rural ward. Eastry and Worth rural parishes already
have a working relationship in connection to speeding issues in Felderland Lane.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

Dover District
Personal Details:
Name:
E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: St Margaret's at Cliffe Parish Council

Comment text:
Whilst St Margaret's at Cliffe Parish Council is happy to accept the draft recommendation
that it is joined as a Ward with Guston, should the current objection by Sholden be
upheld, the Parish Council is prepared to accept the inclusion of Ringwould and
KIngsdown, with this size of Ward to attract 2 Ward Councillors.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

Dover District
Personal Details:
Name:
E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: Walmer Parish Council

Comment text:
Walmer Parish Council is strongly opposed to this proposal in which three of the four
current Walmer wards are merged. Walmer is a very large parish with four distinct areas,
each with characteristics of their own. The traditional four wards of Upper Walmer, St
Saviour's. Gladstone and Wellington reflect the historic identities of the parish and
residents relate to their own particular area and are familiar with the councillors
representing them there.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

6/14/2018

Local Government Boundary Commission for England Consultation Portal

Dover District
Personal Details:
Name:
E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: St Margaret's at Cliffe Parish Council

Comment text:
St Margaret's at Cliffe Parish Council is in agreement with the draft proposal that the ward be
joined with that of Guston with one District Councillor to cover that ward

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/13187
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