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Alison sharvill
09 April 2018 16:19
reviews
Boundary changes

As a resident of Kingsdown, I am writing to object to the proposed boundary changes, put forward by
Dover District Council (DDC) about Ringwould and Kingsdown.
Ringwould and Kingsdown have long been in the same parish and are an integral part of our community.
The two villages are managed by the same parish council, and share a primary school called Kingsdown
and Ringwould Church of England Primary school.
There is a church in each village, the Ringwould church dating from the 12th century. Kingsdown’s church
is newer, dating from 1850 when the village was just a hamlet. They have had the same rector for many
years. Recently these two churches have combined with Ripple and Sutton churches to form a new
ecclesiastical parish, called Cornillo.
DDC is trying to link Kingsdown with Upper Deal Mill Hill and west parts of Walmer. These are urban or
suburban areas, with which we have little in common. It is not a natural association. Ringwould is part of
our community, and we do not want to lose it.
Ringwould is being hived off, in the DDC proposal, to a Whitfield Rural area. Whitfield is a suburb of Dover
and has nothing in common with Ringwould. Ringwould has always been associated with Kingsdown, and
its nearest larger shopping area is Deal, not Dover.
As rural villages, we have a lot in common with those nearby. We believe that the officers at DDC
recommended a new ward of Kingsdown, Ringwould, Ripple and Great Mongeham, with one councillor.
This seems a more suitable and logical proposal. It is very difficult to see why the council did not accept
this recommendation.
We also find that the decisions by DDC were only agreed on 28 March, and that residents must respond by
9 April. This is a very short, and undemocratic timescale. There has been no consultation with the public.
No one from DDC, not even our elected representative, has bothered to explain what is proposed and
why.
Yours sincerely
Alison Sharvill
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Comment text:
As residents of Kingsdown, we are writing to object to the proposed boundary changes, put forward
by Dover District Council (DDC) about Ringwould and Kingsdown. Ringwould and Kingsdown have
long been in the same parish and are an integral part of our community. The two villages are
managed by the same parish council, and share a primary school called Kingsdown and Ringwould
Church of England Primary school. There is a church in each village, the Ringwould church dating
from the 12th century. Kingsdown’s church is newer, dating from 1850 when the village was just a
hamlet. They have had the same rector for many years. Recently these two churches have
combined with Ripple and Sutton churches to form a new ecclesiastical parish, called Cornillo. DDC
is trying to link Kingsdown with Upper Deal Mill Hill and west parts of Walmer. These are urban or
suburban areas, with which we have little in common. It is not a natural association. Ringwould is
part of our community, and we do not want to lose it. Ringwould is being hived off, in the DDC
proposal, to a Whitfield Rural area. Whitfield is a suburb of Dover and has nothing in common with
Ringwould. Ringwould has always been associated with Kingsdown, and its nearest larger shopping
area is Deal, not Dover. As rural villages, we have a lot in common with those nearby. We believe
that the officers at DDC recommended a new ward of Kingsdown, Ringwould, Ripple and Great
Mongeham, with one councillor. This seems a more suitable and logical proposal. It is very difficult
to see why the council did not accept this recommendation. We also find that the decisions by DDC
were only agreed on 28 March, and that residents must respond by 9 April. This is a very short,
and undemocratic timescale. There has been no consultation with the public. No one from DDC, not
even our elected representative, has bothered to explain what is proposed and why. Yours sincerely
Alison and John Sharvill
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Starkie, Emily
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Ben Bano
07 April 2018 21:47
reviews
Review of Ward boundaries - Dover District Council Area

I am writing to raise my strong concerns over the proposed Abolition of the Mill Hiil Ward for the proposed DDC
wards. Mill Hill is one of the most well established areas of Deal with a strong sense of community identity through
its mining heritage. I would be grateful if you coul take this into consideration.
Many thanks
Ben Bano

Cllr Ben Bano ‐ Member for Mill Hill
Deal Town Council
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Dear Sirs
Re: Dover District Council proposed ward changes: proposed addition of
Elvington to Aylesham ward.
I have recently been alerted to the above proposal for parish boundary
changes within Dover DC.
I oppose the Council’s decision to remove Elvington village from Eythorne
ward, and place it within Aylesham ward. The reasons for this decision are
not clear because the predictions about housing and voter numbers are
possibly not well founded.
The population centres of Elvington and Eythorne are currently
administratively conjoined within the same ward in an ideal way. They are
close to each other sharing a sports ground and other facilities. Less than a
mile separates them, while Aylesham is located many miles to the north and
is not even to be found on the same OS Map as Elvington and Eythorne,
Explorer 138. The centrality of Aylesham in the new proposal would
effectively isolate Elvington from its loyalties and services. Moreover, the two
parishes of Elvington and Eythorne are bounded to the north west by the long
and ancient trackway EE335, designated a Byway Open to All Traffic (BOAT)
by the County Highways division - it is no mere public footpath but a highway
of some historical significance both locally and nationally! The parishes also
share with Shepherdswell the East Kent Railway which also runs between
them. Aylesham is remote from these routes which give character to
Elvington and Eythorne and have nothing to do with Aylesham. Finally, the
population of Aylesham does not need to be swelled: it was 4000 in 2011 and
recent building would have increased that number significantly.
Although I do not live in Dover District, I know it fairly well, having worked in
Dover from early 2001 until the very end of 2008, and having explored its
footpaths and other public rights of way as a member of Canterbury Ramblers
with whom I am a walks leader. I have been parish footpath warden for Upper
Hardres since 2009 giving me some understanding of East Kent rural parish
life, and since the end of 2015 I have been Local Footpath Officer for
Canterbury South a zone of 11 parishes some of which share a boundary with
Dover District.
I would be grateful if you would take my views into account in considering the
above proposal.
Yours sincerely
Robert Veltman

8th April 2018

Boundaries and Ward Review of Dover District Council
Personal opinion of Peter Walker

Though I was born and bred in a South Yorkshire mining community I have lived at the above
address for more than 30 years and therefore claim to know and understand the vagaries of mining ,
or ex‐mining, communities.
The current Ward that I live in includes Eythorne, Elvington,Barfrestone,Coldred, Shepherdswell,
Denton and Wootton which is quite extensive and contains a complete mix of ex‐mining
communities and rural communities across an extensive area. The need to rationalise Wards in the
Dover District , though it has come about through Conservative dominations and desires, is a chance
to re‐align more meaningful communities. To this end I firmly believe that Eythorne,Elvington,
Barfrestone and Coldred, with the addition of Tilmanstone substantiates this. Tilmanstone Colliery
closed in the 1980’s but those communities surrounding it included particularly Eythorne,Elvington
and Tilmanstone itself almost exclusively, and when one looks at the polling boundaries
PEX2,PT1,PEX1,and PSL2 it makes sense to put them together at this time for better representation
of like communities.
Given extensive knowledge of mining communities one soon realises that mixing two different
mining communities, such as that of Aylesham and the Tilmanstone area is not a wise move.
Factions would exist very quickly and easily and social problems would increase. Therefrore keeping
them apart aids better government and social provision.
Looking at my proposal to have Eythorne,Elvington, Barfrestone, Coldred and Tilmanstone together
makes good geographical sense when one looks at road boundaries like the A256 and A2 and other
minor roads in those areas. Socially there is a better and more meaningful mix, for example the only
school in the areas is called Eythorne Elvington Primary School, the main meeting places are in
Eythorne and Elvington, children attending secondary schools go into either Sandwich or Dover,
hardly ever into Canterbury or elsewhere, the width of the Ward proposed is no more than 4 miles
and one Councillor would be able to manage duties relatively easily.
Looking at social movement over the years in the proposed area is quite interesting. The ex miners
and their extended families have remained in Elvington, Eythorne or partially Tilmanstone and tend

to focus their shopping habits in the Dover District for most things but for specialise goods may go
into Canterbury or Thanet. For entertainments there are the wo local pubs, activities in social
centres in the area, or wider facilities if people are prepared to travel more than 4 miles.
Transport facilities are good with easy access to both the A256 and the A2, and easy access to either
Dover Priory rail station or Shepherdswell rail station.

I do urge you to seriously consider putting Eythorne,Elvington, Barfrestone,Tilmanstone and Coldred
together as one Ward with one Councillor.

Peter Walker

Starkie, Emily
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

06 April 2018 12:42
reviews
Boundary proposals re Ripple.
iBooks.pdf

Please find enclosed a letter that has been sent to yourselves from my neighbour.
Having lived in Ripple for the last 26 years I wholeheartedly agree with his comments and believe that your proposal
to include us with Whitfield is purely a cost cutting exercise and one which will be detrimental to our area.We have
nothing whatsoever in common with Whitfield and any decisions made concerning housing etc should not have any
bearing on our small village.
Yours sincerely
Dave & Jane Ward

Sent from my iPad
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Both villages are closely related historically and
currently and are served by the Ringwould with
Kingsdown Parish Council.
The villages are currently represented at District level
by one District Councillor.
The villages are essentially rural in nature and are
separated from the nearest conurbation (Walmer) by
open countryside.
The issues for which villagers seek assistance from
their District Councillor are therefore predominantly
rural and those relating to inappropriate development
in the Area Of Outstanding Natural Beauty itself and
within the villages themselves .
Neither village is included in the District Local Plan
relating to future housing provision.
The proposals being put out for consultation ignore the
historic links between the villages of Kingsdown and
Ringwould and do not appear to take into account
their common interests and concerns.
The proposals envisage Ringwould villagers being
represented by District Councillors in an enlarged

Whitfield ward and Kingsdown villagers by Councillors
in an enlarged Walmer ward.
As a Ringwould resident I cannot envisage a more
inappropriate District Council ward to be covered by
than Whitfield.
Whitfield is a large ‐ and expanding ‐ residential suburb
of Dover where the issues requiring District Councillor
engagement are completely different to those in a
small rural community like Ringwould.
It also includes a large ‐and again expanding ‐
commercial/ industrial estate and the issues arising
from this expansion will inevitably preoccupy District
Councillors in the new Ward at the expense of
Ringwould villagers.
I am sure Kingsdown residents have similar concerns
about being included in a Walmer ward which is
currently completely urban and where the concerns of
Kingsdown residents will appear to be of little
electoral consequence.
Finally I am amazed that the District Councillors are
putting forward this proposal which seem to have little
regard for the many issues that concern residents of

the small rural communities which surround the urban
communities of Dover and Deal.
If they were serious about these concerns being
reflected by the rearrangement of District Councillor
wards I would suggest the creation of larger rural
wards comprising groups of adjoining villages.
In the case of Kingsdown and Ringwould this could be
achieved by the creation of a single District Councillor
ward comprising appropriate combinations of the
villages of Kingsdown, Ringwould, Sutton, Ripple and
Great Mongeham.
I seem to remember that when the reduction of
District Council wards was first suggested a proposal
for a Kingsdown Rural Ward similar to that I have
detailed above was published on the internet.

I remain
Yours respectfully

Maurice Webb
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Comment text:
I strongly object to the proposal to re-draw the ward boundary & in doing so split the current
parish of Eythorne. The village of Elvington needs to be represented in it's entirety by the same
ward Councillors, not be represented by different people according to where you live in the village.
The present Parish of Eythorne is represented by Councillors who work for the improvement of the
whole Parish, this would not be possible if different Councillors were to be responsible for different
roads.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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7 March 2018
As residents of Kingsdown, we are writing to object to the proposed boundary changes, put
forward by Dover District Council (DDC) about Ringwould and Kingsdown.
Ringwould and Kingsdown have long been in the same parish and are an integral part of our
community. The two villages are managed by the same parish council, and share a primary
school called Kingsdown and Ringwould Church of England Primary school.
There is a church in each village, the Ringwould church dating from the 12th century.
Kingsdown’s church is newer, dating from 1850 when the village was just a hamlet. They
have had the same rector for many years. Recently these two churches have combined with
Ripple and Sutton churches to form a new ecclesiastical parish, called Cornillo.
DDC is trying to link Kingsdown with Upper Deal Mill Hill and west parts of Walmer. These
are urban or suburban areas, with which we have little in common. It is not a natural
association. Ringwould is part of our community, and we do not want to lose it.
Ringwould is being hived off, in the DDC proposal, to a Whitfield Rural area. Whitfield is a
suburb of Dover and has nothing in common with Ringwould. Ringwould has always been
associated with Kingsdown, and its nearest larger shopping area is Deal, not Dover.
As rural villages, we have a lot in common with those nearby. We believe that the officers at
DDC recommended a new ward of Kingsdown, Ringwould, Ripple and Great Mongeham,
with one councillor. This seems a more suitable and logical proposal. It is very difficult to see
why the council did not accept this recommendation.
We also find that the decisions by DDC were only agreed on 28 March, and that residents
must respond by 9 April. This is a very short, and undemocratic timescale. There has been
no consultation with the public. No one from DDC, not even our elected representative, has
bothered to explain what is proposed and why.
Yours sincerely

Ian & Helen Williams

Starkie, Emily
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Jean Winn
05 April 2018 11:42
reviews
Boundary Changes Ringwould, Kingsdown, Ripple and Sutton

Dear Sir,
I protest most strongly about the current changes, I am told this has been done to even out the number of voters in
each ward, but with NO consideration whatsoever for local links or affiliations, as usual it is the Rural Parishes taking
the brunt of changes.
Ringwould is now to be part of Whitfield! Why it is miles away and of no relevance to Ringwould residents, also the
Parish Council has been Ringwould and Kingsdown for as long as I can remember, but on the District council this is to
be split up , give me a sensible reason other than it made the numbers add up!
We have just gone to great legal lengths to amalgamate the Church of England parishes of Ringwould, Kingsdown,
Ripple and Sutton by Dover into one Parish to reduce the admin needs, but on the District Council they will now all
be affilliated in 4 different places.
Whatever happened to Dover Rural, surely the villages could have been put together to make up the numbers,
village concerns are not likely to be the same as suburban Whitfield
Sorry but it makes no sense apart from to the number crunchers, please look at it again and think of people who are
voters, and not numbers.
Jean Winn
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Comment text:
I note that the Boundary Commission is “minded to reduce the number of councillors for Dover
District Council” to 32. I feel that this will put excessive pressure on those councillors whose
workload involves supporting with casework etc residents who face many and serious problems. Tis
is more likely to be in the areas of deprivation in the town centres of Dover and Deal. Some parts
of Dover in particular face multiple deprivations which need to be recognised and supported and not
ignored in the interests of economy, as this proposal seems to do. I currently live in Priory Hill,
Dover, which is in Tower Hamlets ward. I see Tower Hamlets as having a distinct character and
sense of community, including a Community Forum which is well established and popular. I disagree
with combining Tower Hamlets with another area of Dover such as Maxton and Elms Vale or St
Radigunds. The geography of Dover means that communities have formed in the valley and there is
little direct communication with the neighbouring valley. Putting these together is for administrative
convenience and should be avoided if there is an alternative, in my opinion. I am in favour of
keeping the area BH1 as a one member ward. This could be done by adding Priory Hill, Priory
Grove, part of the High Street, and several streets which are currently in BH2. This makes much
more sense in terms of the community being served than the proposals I have seen linking the
area with other, geographically distinct parts of Dover. This small enlargement also gives it the
required number of electors to make it suitable to be a one councillor ward. I believe also that the
area to the west of Folkestone Road, which has closely packed and sometimes poor quality housing
and very few services, should not be broken up or combined with another area which it has no
links with, such as parts of Tower Hamlets. This has a very distinct character and community and
deserves to have that respected and supported. I have past connection with North Deal. I see from
one proposal that this could be combined with Sholden. I should like to point out the complete lack
of continuity between these two areas. On a map they look adjacent, but in fact North Deal is the
bottom of a sack. To reach Sholden from Sandown, you need to go through Deal town centre and
out again on the Sandwich Road. It makes no sense in terms of geography or community, in my
opinion, to join these two areas together. I also lived previously in Ashley near Sutton, which is
close to Ripple and currently in Cornilo. I notice that there are recommendations for these these
hamlets to be joined to a ward dominated by Whitfied. As Whitfield becomes increasingly a
conurbation suburb or Dover, I feel this is not an appropriate linking with rural villages which have
fought to retain their rural character.
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Comment text:
Size for size, Whitfield has a higher electorate than most of its neighbours and, therefore, should
retain its identity. The majority of Whitfield residents are proud to be in this village and do not wish
to be associated with the town of Dover, either by a new name or otherwise. Whitfield may be
small in area but it has its own history, stretching back many years,
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