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1.
We, the Local Government Boundary Commission for England, having carried out our
initial review of the electoral arrangements for the district of Wycombe, in accordance
with the requirements of section 63 of, and Schedule 9 to, the Local Government Act 1972,
present our proposals for the future electoral arrangements for that district.
2.
In accordance with the procedure laid down in Section 60(1) and (2) of the 1972
Act, notice was given on 19 August 1974 that we were to undertake this review. This
was incorporated In a consultation letter addressed to Wycombe District Council, copies
of which were circulated to Buckinghamshire County Council, town councils, parish councils
and'parish meetings in the district, the Members of Parliament for the constituencies
concerned and the headquarters of the main political parties. Copies were also sent to
the editors of the local newspapers circulating in the area and of the local government
press. Notices inserted in the local press announced the start of the review and
invited comments from members of the public and from interested bodies.
3.
Wycombe District Council were invited to prepare a draft scheme of representation
for our consideration. When doing so, they were asked to observe the rules laid down in
Schedule 1"1 to the Local Government Act 1972, and the guidelines set out in our Report
No. 6 about the proposed size of the Council and the proposed number of councillors for
each ward. They were also asked to take into account any views expressed to them
following their consultation with local interests. We therefore asked that they should
publish details of their provisional proposals about a month before they submitted their
draft scheme to us, thus allowing an opportunity for local comment.
4*
The District Council have passed a resolution under section 7(4)(b) of the Local
Government Act 1972 requesting the Secretary of State to provide for a system of whole
Council elections.
5On 9 January 1975 the Council presented their draft scheme of representation. They
proposed to divide the area of the district into 32 wards each returning 1, 2 or 3
members to form a council of 59 members.
6.
We considered the draft scheme together with copies of the correspondence received
by the Council both during the preparation of the scheme and after its- publication, as
well as the comments we received direct. We received representations from several
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parish councils, a parish meeting, a town council, two local political parties and
a residents' association in relation to specific areas of the district.
7. We
Council
decided
ward to

considered submissions from Medmenham Parish Council and Hambleden Parish
and agreed that the two parishes should be linked together. We therefore
that Medmenham parish should be transferred from the proposed Great Marlow
the proposed Hambleden Valley ward.

8. We examined a number of possible modifications which might produce a more even
standard of representation. However,having regard to the geography of the district,
the only feasible ones were adjustments to the boundaries between the proposed
Eastern 1 and Eastern 2 wards; and between the proposed West Central 1 and
West Central 2 wards.
9. We noted that the eight High Wycombe wards were identified by numbers in the
draft scheme and we named then West Wycombe and Sands, Booker and Castlefield,
Oakridge and Plomer Hill, Hughenden Park and Cressex, Greenhill and Totteridge,
Bower dean and Daws Hill, Marsh and Micklef ield, and Keep Hill and Hicks Farm. We
abbreviated the name of the proposed Ellesborough, Kimble and Longwick ward to
'Longwick1.
10. Subject to the modifications referred to in paragraphs 7 to 9 above and to some
minor boundary adjustments suggested by Ordnance Survey we decided that the Council's
draft scheme provided a reasonable basis for the future electoral arrangements for the
district, in compliance with the rules in Schedule 11 to the 1972 Act and our
guidelines, and we formulated our draft proposals accordingly.

11. On 3 December 1975 *e issued our draft proposals and these were sent to all
who had received our consultation letter or had commented on the draft scheme. The
Council were asked'.to make a copy of the draft proposals and the accompanying
map, which defined the ward boundaries, available for inspection at their main
offices. Representations .on our draft proposals were invited from those to whom
they were circulated and, by public notices, from other members of the public and
interested bodies. We asked for comments to reach us by 28 January 1976.
12. Both the District Council and a local political party accepted our draft proposals
in the main although the Council suggested some amendments to the boundaries of our
proposed Hughenden Park and Cressex ward, and Marsh and Micklefield ward. They also
suggested that the parish of Medmenham should be divided into two parish wards, one being

placed in Great Marlow ward and the other in Hambledon Valley ward. In addition the
District Council suggested alternative names for four wards.
13. We received several objections to our proposals for the urban area of High
Wycombe. A local resident urged us to reconsider our proposals and a local amenity
society took the view that the proposed ward boundaries would be destructive to local
community ties. A local political association submitted an alternative scheme, which
provided for 24 single member wards in place of the eight 3 member wards in our draft
proposals. The alternative scheme was supported by two local residents and two
'residents' associations, although one of these associations expressed some reservations.
14. A third residents' association pointed out that the village of Widmer End would be
divided between the proposed wards of Kingshill and Hazlemere North. They therefore
-reiterated- a request, which they had made at the draft scheme stage, for the boundary
of Kingshill to be extended to include the whole of the village.
15- Hadnage Parish Council maintained that they had no associations with the parishes
of Stokenchurch and Ibstone, with whom they were linked to form the proposed Stokenchurch
ward, and that they were nearer to the parish of Bledlow-cum-Saunderton, with which
they had social links. They requested that they should be transferred to Bleolow-cumSaunderton ward.
16. Great Marlow Parish Council and Marlow Town Council objected to our proposal to
include the parish of Medmenham in Hambledon Valley ward,and suggested that the parish
should be transferred to Great Marlow ward. Hambleden Parish Council, however, favoured
our proposed Hambleden Talley ward but considered that its representation should be
increased from one to two councillors.
17. Great and Little Kimble Parish Council and Ellesborough Parish Council objected to
the name 'Longwick' but Longwick-cum-Ilmer Parish Council commented that they had no
objection to the ward being called either"Longwickn or'Ellesborough, Kimble and Longwick'.'

18. In view of these comments we decided that we needed further information to enable
us to reach a conclusion. Therefore in accordance with section 65 (2) of the 1972 Act
and at our request, Mr C E C R Flatten was appointed an Assistant Commissioner. He was
asked to hold a local meeting and report to us. Notice of the meeting was sent to all
who had received our draft proposals, or had commented on them, and was published locally,
19. The Assistant Commissioner held a meeting at High Wycombe on 3 June 1976.
of his report of the meeting is attached at Schedule 1 to this report.

A copy

20. In the light of the discussion at the meeting and his inspection of the areas
concerned, the Assistant Commissioner recommended that our draft proposals should be
varied as follows:
a. The Parish of Medmenham to be divided into two parish wards with the
Danesfield area of the parish being transferred from Hambledon Valley ward to
Great Marlow ward;
b. the boundary between the proposed Hughenden Park and Creseex ward and
Oakridge and Plomer Hill ward to be redrawn;
c. the boundary between the proposed Keep Hill and Hicks ?arm ward and Marsh
and Micklefield ward to be redrawn;
d. the Parish of Radnage to be transferred from the proposed Stokenchurch ward
to the Bledlow-cum-Saunderton ward;
e. the proposed Oakridge and Plomer Hill ward to be renamed "Oakridge and Tinkers
Wood";
f. the proposed Hughenden Park and Cressex ward to be renamed "Oressex and
Frogmoor11;
g. the proposed Longwick ward to be renamed "Icknield";
h. the proposed Pingest and Lane End ward to be renamed "Fingest, Lane End and
Piddington";
21. In view of the representations made at the local meeting about the boundary
between the proposed Green Hill and Totteridge ward and Bowerdean and Daws Hill
ward, the Assistant Commissioner recommended that the District Council should be
asked whether they wished to make any further definite proposals in relation to
that boundary.
22. The Assistant Commissioner also indicated that he was unable to make any firm
recommendation about the boundary between Kingshill and Hazlemere North wards on the
basis of the information available to him. He came to the conclusion that a review of
the parish ward boundaries in that area was desirable before the district electoral
arrangements were finalized. He, therefore, recommended that we should request the
Council to undertake an immediate review of either the parish ward boundaries between
Kingshill and Hazlemere North and the neighbouring area likely to be affected, or, if
they so decided, of the whole of the District where there were parish wards.
23. We reviewed our draft proposals in the light of the comments we had received and
of the report of the Assistant Commissioner.
24. ^e decided against his recommendation at 20h above, as we preferred the
alternative name "Lane End and Piddington" which had been proposed by the District
Council.
25. We appreciated the reasons which had led the Assistant Commissioner to make his

recommendations with regard to the boundaries between (1) the Green Hill and
Totteridge ward and the Bowerdean and Daws Hill ward and (2) the Kingshill/Hazlemere
North wards, but we decided not to accept 'the Assistant Commissioner'sre commendations in these two respects. In particular, we took the view that
the arguments put forward at the local meeting indicated that any alteration of
the Kingshill ward boundary would be more appropriately dealt with in the context
of a complete parish boundary review.
26* We decided to
Commissioner and to
the Council to make
formulate our final

adopt the other recommendations made by the Assistant
modify our draft proposals accordingly* We then invited
the warding orders that were necessary before we could
proposals*

27. Subsequently Marlow Town Council put forward an alternative scheme for
warding the parish of Marlow, which provided for two wards named Marlow North and
Marlow South,, each returning 3 councillors, in place of the two wards returning
2 councillors and the one single member ward, which we had proposed* The
District Council expressed support for the suggestion that Marlow should be
divided into 2 wards but took the view that Marlow South should be represented
by 2 councillors. only. We noted that neither suggestion resulted in an even
standard of representation for Marlow.
We also noted that the pattern of
growth in electorate in the parish was expected to be different from that
originally forecast when we formulated our draft proposals, and that as a result
they no longer achieved the standard of representation which we had envisaged*
Furthermore, on the basis of the revised figures it appeared that the parish as
a whole would be more suitably represented by 6 councillors. We therefore decided
to modify our draft proposals to provide two 3 member wards for Marlow.
28. In addition the District Council requested a minor alteration to the boundary
between the Bowerdean and Daws Hill ward and the Keep Hill and Hicks Farm ward
in order that a developing housing estate might be accommodated entirely within
one ward. We accepted this request and modified our draft proposals accordingly.
29* The Council have now made all the appropriate orders under section
of the Local Government Act 1972.. We are therefore in a position to formulate
our final proposals which include the modifications to our draft proposals
referred to in paragraphs 26 to '28 above.

30. Details of these final proposals are set out in Schedules 2 and 3 to this repot
Schedule 2 gives th«"names of the wards and the number of councillors to be returned by

each. Schedule 3 is a description of the boundaries of the new wards, as shown on the
attached maps.
PUBLICATION

31 • In accordance with section 60(5)(b) of the Local Government Act 1972 a copy of
this report and a copy of the map-- are being sent to Wycombe District Council and will be
available for public inspection at the Council's main offices. Copies of this report
(without the map), are also being sent to those who received the consultation letter and
to those who made comments.
L.S.
Signed:
NICHOLAS MORRISON

(CHAIRMAN)

JOHN M RANKEST

(DEPUTY CHAIRMAN)

PHYLLIS BOWDHJ

TYRRELL BROCKBANK

G E CHEHRY

D P HARRISON

R R THORNTON

LESLIE GRIMSHAW

(Secretary)

25 October 1979
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Local Government Boundary Commission for England.
Review of Electoral Arrangements - District of Vtycombe.
The Local Meeting - Report of Assistant Commissioner.
Part I.

1.

Introduction

I opened the Meeting at 10 am on Thursday 3 June 1976, at Bellfield House,

High ttycombe and referred to my appointment by the Secretary of State.
2.

Thirty-three persons recorded their attendance and the interests they

represented, on the attached list.

3.

The Local Press were represented by a reporter from the Bucks Free Press.

4.

Having stressed the essential informality of the Meeting and my intention to give

everyone an adequate opportunity of expressing views, with the object of meeting
the convenience of as many as possible, I invited suggestions and agreed the

order in which items would be taken.
/
5.

I stated my intention of inspecting the areas, but was not asked to visit any

specific places.
6.

The Meeting concluded at 3-45 pro, everyone agreeing they had had adequate

opportunities for expressing views.
Part II.
1.

Proceedings

I referred briefly to the sequence of electoral events, arising from the

amalgamation

of the 3 areas, the Municipal Borough of High Vtycombe, the Urban

District of Marlow and the Rural District of Wycombe, to form the new District No 3»
in the new County of Buckinghamshire including:a.

The "Existing Scheme".

The arrangements made by the Secretary of State

for the first elections to the new District Council in 1973, which on the
basis of an electorate of 101,067, provided for"24 wards returning 59
councillors, an average of 1,713 electors per councillor, the number of
councillors per ward ranging between 6, in the former Borough area, to 1 in
the former Rural District area.
1

b.

The "District Councilfs Draft Scheme".

This suggested 32 wards to return 59 councillors, an average of 1,714 per
councillor on the 1974 electorate of 101,104 and 1,808 per councillor on the
projected 1979 electorate of 106,660, the number of Councillors per ward being
between one and three.
c.

The "Commission's Draft Proposals".

These retained the District Council's proposals for the number of wards and
of councillors, but provided for some more even balance of representation^ by
adjustment of certain ward boundaries.
2.

The District Council's Draft Scheme had brought comments and objections which

v

had been considered by the Commission when preparing its Draft Proposals, to which
comments and objections were also made, by the District Council and other bodies
and individuals.

The purpose of the Meeting was to enable me to hear local views

and to report them to the Commission with my recommendations.
Part III.
1.

Hambleden Valley and Great Marlow Wards and the Parish of Medmenham.

The "Existing Scheme".
a. Vfhen the district wards were created in 1973? the draft proposals prepared
by the Joint Committee, placed Medmenham Parish in the Great Marlow ward,
Marlow Bottom was envisaged as a separate ward, and the Parish of Turville was
combined with those of Hambleden and Fawley.

The Home Office rejected these

proposals* grouped the Parishes of Pawley, Hambleden and Medmenham to constitute
Ward 20, with one councillor: linked lurville Parish with the area to the
north, viz Stokenchurch, Ibstone and Radnage Parishes to constitute Ward 5» with
2 councillors* and constituted Great Marlow (including Marlow Bottom) as
Ward 21, also with 2 councillors.
b.

On the 1974 figures, the electorate of Ward 20 was 1,976, ie 263 greater than

the average, giving an under entitlement of 0.15: Ward 5 had 170 electors per
member more than the average, representing an under-entitlement of 0.19:

Ward 21 however, had 357 electors less per member -than the average - an
over-entitlement of 0.62.
2.

The District Council's Draft Scheme
a.

This involved the creation of a Hambleden Valley ward,

reiterating the

Joint Committee's 1973 suggestion for the combination of the Parishes of
Hambleden, Fawley and Turville, and adding Medmenham Parish to Great Marlow,
with Marlow Bottom as a separate ward.

The electorate of Hambleden Valley

Ward for 1974 was 1,553f ie 181 below the average, giving an entitlement of
0.91, and slightly less for 1979, ie 238 below average and 0,8? entitlement.
Great Marlow electorate for 1974 was 1,662 - 51 below average, with an
entitlement of 0.97r but the 1979 figures altered the position and gave an
excess of 243 over the average, with an entitlement of 1.36.
b.

The District Council's case included strong local support for Turville's

inclusion with Hambleden: lack of affinity of the whole-of Medmenham Parish
with Hambleden: and a "Marlow" sphere of influence in this area, which
included Medmenham.
c.

The District Council's scheme gave rise to a number of comments, including

support for the grouping of Turville with Hambleden, by "Rirville, Pawley and
Hambleden Parish Councils: an increase in the representation: and Medmenham
Parish Council asking that Medmenham should be left in the Hambleden group.
3.

The Commission's Draft Proposals
a.

These proposed the inclusion of Medmenham and Turville Parishes with

Hambleden and Pawley in the Hambleden Valley Ward, allocating one member to
the 1974 electorate of 2,246, an excess of 532 electors above the average,
giving an entitlement of 1.31.

In 1979? "the figure expected was 455 above

average, with an entitlement of 1.11.

Ety- contrast, Great Marlow in 1974 had an

electorate of 969 "to support one councillor, 745 electors below average, with
an entitlement of only 0.57, but by 1979» "the electorate was expected to have
risen to 1,757f giving an entitlement of 0.97.

b.

These proposals were welcomed by Hambleden Parish Council, which also

asked for the allocation of 2 members to the ward, but both Great Marlow
Parish Council and Mallow Tovm Council continued to support the inclusion of the
whole of Medmenham in Great Marlow.

The District Council, although still

favouring the transfer of Medmenham Parish to Great Marlow Ward, after
discussions with Medraenham Parish Council said it had been agreed that the
Commission should be asked to adopt a compromise solution, viz that the
Parish should be divided into 2 wards, of which ward "A" (the "Danesfield" area)
could be transferred to Great Marlow Ward, while ward "B", comprising the
village of Medmenham and the remainder of the Parish, would remain part of the
Hambleden Valley Ward.
c.

Based on the 1976/77 register, the elestorate for Hambleden Valley, including

290 electors from ward "B", would be 1,791s for Great Marlow, including 397
electors from ward "A", would be only 1,329? but the District Council expected
some 800 electors to be added to the Great Marlow Ward by 1979* hut anticipated
this was only likely in the short term because an adjustment of the Parish
boundaries was expected in the I980 f s, when the M40 would probably be used as
the natural boundary.
d.

Medmenham Parish Council having agreed to these proposals, the District

Council asked the Commission to adopt them as a compromise solution, in
place of the Commission's proposals^ in which case the District Council withdrew
its original proposal for the transfer of the whole of the Parish of Medraenham
to the Great Marlow Ward and would make the necessary Parish warding order
at the appropriate time,
4.

At the Meeting
a.

The inclusion of the part of Medmenham in Hambleden Valley Ward was

supported by Mrs E Hussey, Hambleden Parish Clerk.

b.

Mr H H Button, lurville Parish Clerk, and Mr M C Worster, a Hambleden

Parish Councillor both pressed for 2 councillors to be assigned to the Ward,
on the grounds of the size of the area and the complexity and the amount of
work needed to be undertaken, Mr Worster suggesting a total of 60 members for
the District was within the Commission's guide lines and appropriate.
Mr Button said that formerly, an area of this size (4 miles by 2 miles) and
character, would have had 5 members and Mr Worster listed the sex-vices in, and
the local activities arising from, 5 separate village communities.
c,

Mr S A Barnes, Great Marlow Parish Councillor, supported the transfer of

the "Danes'field" area of Medmenham to Great Marlow.
•d.

Sir John Pestell, Chairman of Medmenham Parish Council confirmed his letter

(5 May 1976) to the Commission, stressing that his Council supported the
compromise solution of the transfer of the "Danesfield11 area to the Hambleden
Valley Ward for the purpose of District Council wards only, but in other
respects the Parish should remain as an administrative unit, and that his
Council was opposed to the transfer of the whole Parish to the Great Marlow
Ward*
e.

Mr L Timms, District Secretary, referred to the Council's first proposals

to combine Turville with Hambleden, Pawley and Medmenham Parishes, with
Great Marlow, which was disapproved by the Home Office.

The Council's second

proposal (the District Council's Draft Scheme) placed Turville with the
Hambleden Ward, for which there was very strong local support, and Medmenhara
with Great Marlow.

Despite Medmenham Parish Council's views, it was

questionable whether a claim of affinity for the whole of Medmenham Parish
with Hambleden could be justified.

In the Commission's Draft Proposals,

Turville, Fawley, Hambleden and Medmenham were combined, but the District Council1
view remained that Medmenham was in the Marlow "sphere of influence". The

District Council was therefore concerned to see if some compromise was possible
and had "been discussing with Medmenham Parish Council, the division of the
area into wards, with the object of making "Danesfield" a parish ward, and
hiving it off as'an isolated service establishment to Great Marlow.

The effect

of these proposals in terms of the 1976/77 electorate had been set out in his
letter to the Commission dated 9 March 1976 (see para 3(0) ante).
f.

Sir John Pestell intervened - nothing he had said earlier was intended to

reduce the Hambleden group's chances of obtaining 2 councillors.
g*

Mr Button understood the Medmenham electorate would be reduced as the

service personnel will have left Medmenham in 2 years but Sir John Pestell
said this was not so as the RAP premises would not become empty, but would
be used for other purposes.
h.

Mr K L Hooper (Cressex and District Residents* Association) Questioned

the position of the 800 electors referred to by the District Secretary, which
were expected to be added to the Great Marlow ward by 1979?'as a result of
housing development on land south of Cressex and at' Holmers Farm.

They would

be separated by the M40 motorway, which-would constitute a formidable-barrier.
i.

The District Secretary said the Council were well aware of the position which

would be dealt with in the Review of Parish boundaries to be undertaken in the
1980*3.

The effect of the additional electorate would be limited in time, the

probability being that the M40 would be used as the new boundary, but the
existing boundaries had to be used for the time being.
j.

Great Marlow Parish Council,

I received a letter dated 1 June 1976 from

Mrs E G Prickett, the Clerk, withdrawing the earlier view of the Council
(see para 3(b) ante) that the whole of Medraenham Parish should be.included in

the Great Marlow Ward and endorsing the arrangements now proposed, that the
"Danesfield area" should "be made a ward of that Parish and included in the
proposed Great Marlow Ward.
5«

Inspections
a.

I inspected the area from Marlow Bottom to Marlow Town and west along the

'A4155 (Marlow to Henley) to Medmenham.

The RAP establishment at "Danesfield" and

its residential quarters, are situated about a mile outside Medmenham Village
on the Marlow side, on both sides of this road.

The service area by its nature

is self-contained and enclosed and physically separated from the Village, not
only by distance but by the enclosed wooded property between it and
Ferry Lane and watercourses running into the Thames, which forms its southern
boundary.

There is no access to it along the river bank and the western

boundary of the RAP property as the proposed new boundary of the Hambleden
Valley and Great Marlow Wards should be clear and satisfactory.
b.

I inspected the area of the proposed Hambleden Valley Ward, west from

Medmenham crossroads to Mill End, where the Hambleden tributary joins the
Thames, and thence north, following the road and stream, through Hambledon
Village and Skizmett, to Turville and Pingest Villages at the head of the
Valley.

The case for Turville (and Pingest Village) being treated as part of

this ward is strong in terms of topography and affinity, and this area west to
Pawley and east through Frieth to the Great Marlow ward boundary, is the
rural hinterland of Medmenham.

Although physically the proposed ward is very

large (approximately 20 sq miles) it is uniformly of great natural beauty,

its

sparse population unlikely substantially to increase.
6.

Assessment of the arguments
a.

There is general support for the creation of Hambleden Valley Ward, with the

inclusion of Turville as originally proposed in 1973* and strongly argued by
Turville Parish Council and the District Council.

There was no opposition and
7

inspection shows that the topography of the area also supports the grouping
of these Parishes (as well as Fingest, as suggested by Turville).
b.

The destination of Medmenham Pariah involved major differences of opinion -

the District Council maintaining throughout, the view, also dating from the
Joint Committee f s recommendation in 1973» that it should be linked with Great
Marlow, to which, inspection shows, it is similar in character.

Medmenham

Parish Council strongly opposed this, as it had successfully in 1973f and
argued its close association with the Hambleden group.
c.

The Commission proposed the inclusion of Medmenham Parish in the proposed

Hambleden Valley Ward and was supported, expect edly, by Medmenham and
Hambleden Parish Councils and opposed by Great Marlow Parish and Marlow Town
Councils.
d.

The District Council did not accept this decision and informed the

Commission that it still preferred the transfer of Medmenham Parish to
Great Marlow.

However, it was discussing with representatives of Medmenham

Parish Council the possibility of warding the Parish and sought an -extension of
time for the possible submission of amendments to the proposals.

In November

1974 the District Councilfs Policy and Resources Committee, in submitting the
Draft Scheme to the Council for adoption, had questioned whether affinity with
Hambleden Valley could be justly claimed for the whole of Medmenham Parish.
It was suggested that although this mig^it well be so for the Village itself,
centred around the crossroads, the remaining electorate (some 5Cffo of the
whole) stemming from the service establishment on the east side of the Parish,
might equally look to Marlow, rather than westwards. It had been suggested
that this aspect might be examined at the future review of parish boundaries,
but it was then regarded as 'logical and convenient1 to combine the whole of

Medmenham Parish with Great Mariow.

The significance of this phrase was not

explained, but without the support of the Medmenham electorate it would have
been difficult to justify the allocation of one councillor to Great Marlow,
with a 1974 electorate of less than 1,000.
e.

The outcome of these discussions was the agreement between the 2 Councils

that the Parish should be divided into 2 wards, and the electorate split
between Hambleden and Great Marlow, for district ward purposes.

This solution

was supported by Great Marlow Parish Council and the other authorities directly
concerned.
f.

Inspection of the Medmenham Parish area confiims that the RAP Station at

"Danesfield" is isolated from the rest of the area: is self-contained as a
community apart from the Village, its external links apparently being more with
the urbanised area of Marlow (ie Marlow Town, not Great Marlow) than with
the west.

It also supports the Parish Council's contention that Medmenham is a

sparsely populated rural area having affinity with the Hambleden Valley, with
Hambleden Village for some local purposes, rather than Marlow.
g.

As to electorate, the splitting of the Medmenham electorate between the 2

wards would bring 'the figure for Hambleden Valley, based on the 1976 electorate,
to 1,791» just above the district ward average.

It would also improve the

position for Great Marlow, which on current figures is seriously below average.
h.

Regarding representation, in neither Hambleden nor Great Marlow, each with

its share of the Medmenham electorate, would the figures justify the allocation
of more than one councillor to each "ward, either on the current or on the forseeable future figures.

Hambleden Valley is a 'no-growth' area and although the

amount and importance of the work in this ward of numerous scattered communities,
particularly in the preservation of the considerable natural beauty, is
appreciated, no allowance is permitted for 'rural weighting'. Its entitlement
would be 1,05, while that of Great Iferlow would be 0.78.

7•

Rec ommendat i ons

The compromise proposal regarding the division of the Parish of Medmenham between
the 2 proposed wards of Hambleden Valley and Great Marlow, agreed by the District
Council and the Medmenham Parish Council, complies with the Statutory Rules as to
equality of representation, easily identifiable boundaries and local ties.

It also

has the merit of being a-solution acceptable to the 3 local authorities chiefly
concerned, and without opposition from other sources.

I accordingly

i

Recoramend:a.

that subject to the District Council making the appropriate order to

divide the Parish of Medmenham into 2 wards, one consisting of the

"Danesfield"

area, the other the remainder of the Parish, as shown on the Map submitted
by the District Councilf the Commission agree to vary their Draft Proposals
by altering the proposed district ward boundary of the Hambleden Valley and
Great Marlow Wards accordingly, so as to transfer the "Danesfield" area from
Hambleden Valley Ward to Great Marlow Ward;
b.

that having regard to the present and the estimated future electorate of

the 2 wards as now to be varied, no alteration be made to the proposed
allocation of one councillor to each of the 2 wards.
Part IV.
1.

High Wycombe

The "Existing Scheme"

The present arrangements, authorised by the Rome Office for the 1973 elections,
consist of 4 wards, each returning 6 councillors.

On the 1974 figures, the

respective elctorates were No 11 - West, 10,197 (average 1,699 per member,
entitlement 5.95)«

^o 12 West Central 10,646 (average 1,774 per member,

entitlement 6.21).

No 13 East Central 9,990 (average 1,665 per member, entitlement

5.83).

No 14 Eastern 10,516 (average 1,753 per member, entitlement 6.14).

10

2.

The District Council's Draft Scheme
a.

This split each of the existing 4 wards into 2, thus creating 8 wards,

each returning 3 councillors.

The District Council, following the suggestion

of the Charter Trustees, divided each of the existing wards, as nearly as
possible by reference to polling districts and without disturbing the ward
boundaries, and did not attempt to create more compact wards in some cases,
by altering certain ward boundaries.

This resulted in some uneveness in

3 wards on the 1974 electorate - ie, 218 above the average per councillor of
1,714* representing an entitlement of 3.38 in Eastern 1, where the electorate •
was 5»796; in Eastern 2, 141 below average per councillor, giving an
entitlement of 2,75, the electorate being 4,720; and West Central 1 - 26? above
average giving an entitlement of 3.47 on an electorate of 5»943.

On the

projected 1,979 electorate, in each case the uneveness did not diminish, but
to a greater or less degree, tended to increase.
^

b.

The Wycombe Constituency labour Party wanted to have single member wards
V

for which they submitted a scheme.
c.

The High Vfrcombe liberal Association criticised the District Council's

decision not to attempt to provide one or possibly two - member wards and
also particularly the formation of the wards in the West Central area.
d.

Councillor M W Mallorie, on behalf of 6 councillors for the West Central

ward suggested alterations to improve the 2 three - member wards to be created
from it.
3.

The Commissions Draft Proposals
a.
the

These maintained the basic plan of 8 wards, leaving 4 wards, intact, but variet
boundaries of the other 4? where the Council's policy of dividing the exist

ing wards on the basis of the present polling districts had resulted in
uneveness in 3 of the wards - Eastern 2, Eastern 1 and West Central 1.
11

b.

The Commission considered the effect, on local communities, of these

variations to produce a more even balance of representation,

and agreed (1) to

adjust the proposed "boundary of Eastern 1 Ward (Marsh and Micklefield) to
transfer 740 electors to Eastern 2 Ward (Keep Hill and Hicks Farm) (2) to adjust
the proposed boundary of West Central Ward (Oakridge and Plomer Hill) to transfer
268 electors in Carrington Road and Conifer Rise, to West Central 2 Ward
(Hughenden. Park and Cressex),

4.

c.

The Commission adopted minor boundary adjustment proposed by Ordnance Survey.

d.

The Commission adopted "geographical" names for the 8 wards,- as follows:Western No 1

- West Vfy-combe and Sands

Western No 2

- Booker and Castlefield

West Central So 1

- Oakridge and Plomer Hill

West Central Ho 2

- Hughenden Park and Cress ex

East Central No 1

- Greenhill and Totteridge

East Central No 2

- Bowerdean and Dawshill

Eastern No 1

- Marsh and Micklefield -

Eastern No 2

- Keep Hill and Hicks Farm

Response to the Commissio'n's Draft Proposals
a.

The District Council suggested alternatives to the Commission's variations

of the District Councilfs ward boundaries, which produced virtually the same
numerical effect, as follows:1.

Eastern 1 (Marsh and Micklefield) and Eastern 2 (Keep Hill and Hicks Farm).

Because of geographical considerations and the possible location of polling
places, the substitution of an area on the north side of London Road and
north-east side of Hattern lane, containing 698 electors, in place of the
area north-west of Micklefield Road containing 740 electors.
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2.

West Central 1 (Oakridge and Plomer Hill) and West Central 2

(Hugfaenden Park and Cressex)
i«

Because of the location of polling places, the severe gradients and the

probable transfer of certain development proposed at Cressex to the West Central
ward in the 1980fst

the District Council asked that the boundary change

proposed by the Commission should not be made.

If the Commission insisted on

a transfer of electorate to secure electoral equality, the District Council
suggested the substitution of 255 electors from Colville Roadt Plomer Road
and part of Desborough Avenue? in place of the 268 electors in Carrington Road
and Conifer Rise proposed by the Commission, for transfer from West Central 1
to West Central 2 Wards.
ii.

The District Council also suggested a variation to improve the boundary

between the wards in the Coates Lane area, which would transfer about 87
electors from West Central 2 to West Central 1 wards.
b.

The Vfcrcombe Constituency labour Party (having assumed their earlier

proposals for single member wards had been ruled out) wrote accepting the
Commission's Draft Proposals.
c.

The ^ycombe Divisional Liberal Association submitted an alternative ward

pattern based primarily on single member wards, with options for multiple
member wards where appropriate, using the 1976 electorate figures.
d.

Mr J Boothman, Mr J H Price and the Hughenden

Park Estate Residents

Association also supported the Liberal's scheme, the Association objecting
specifically to 2 boundaries which they felt impaired local ties.
e.

The Cressex and District Residents' Association gave limited support to the

Liberals' scheme, principally because of single member wards.

f.

Mr H E Green objected to the Draft Proposals and asked the Commission to

give full consideration to any local views.
g.

The High Vfrcorabe Society also objected to the Proposals and revested a

public debate.
5.

At the Meeting
a.

The proposed division of the area into 24 single member wards.

1.

Mr Eric Alexander* Branch Chairman of the K^combe Division Liberal

Association spoke in support of the alternative scheme which his Association had
submitted as part of their comments on the Commission's Draft Proposals.

The

Association had had. difficulty in completing their submission because of the
incidence of recent elections, and there had been a misunderstanding over the
figures for the electorate which had now been corrected, but in formulating
their views, they had spent considerable time discussing the proposals with
local residents associations.

(He explained that the High Vfy-combe Society

were unable through illness to be represented at this Meeting).

The general

consensus appeared to be that to improve the Commission's scheme it was
necessary to design new boundaries for the Wards, generally by dividing the
Xycombe Town area, into north and south, by the Railway.

He emphasised that

although the Association's scheme (referred to locally as "the Andrews Plan")
was designed on the basis of single member wards, it could be appropriate,
some areas, for these to be combined as 3( or 2- member wards.

in

He instanced

that wards 4f 5 and- 6, could become a 3-niember ward: 13 and 14 a 2-raember ward:
or 18 and 19 be combined.
2.

Mr T Andrews, who had prepared the Association's plan, handed in a copy,

revised with corrected figures for the 1979 projected electorate.

He was

thanked for his work,, on behalf of the Commission and the District Council.
He explained that, as far as possible, he- had tried to achieve numerical

equality for the wards: to iron out random boundaries: and not to cut across
natural communities.

The plan described the 24 single member "named" District

wards, which were grouped in threes to provide 8 single member county divisions,
also named.

The average elctorate per ward on the 1974 figures was given as

1,735 (5,206 for the county divisions) and for 1979 was forecast as 1,812
(county divisions 5,436) and the figures given for the electorate of each ward,
indicated a good standard of equality of representation.
.3.
1,

Mr E S Hall, Hughenden Park Estate Residents' Association, made 3 points Elected representatives should have a reasonable chance of serving a

community by expressing the consensus view of that community.

The Council's

(the Commission's) proposals made this difficult.

2.

The lines of

communication within a community should be clear.

3» The area of the wards

should have cohesion - the "Andrews" plan favoured this view.

He also thought

the areas numbered 13, 14 and 15 could.be agreed to as a 3-roember ward. He
would agree to the re-drawing involved of any boundaries. West VJycombe Road
constituted a physical barrier.
4*

Mr I Stone, Chairman of the Bellfield Residents' Association whose area

adjoined the Hughenden Park area (ttos 13 and 14 in the Liberal plan)
supported the views expressed by Mr Hall and the Liberal's plan, but not the
single-member
wards in that area.
»

In his view, other wards, 13 and 14

for example, in the Liberal's plan, should be a 2-member ward.
5.

Mr K L Hooper, Cressex and District Residents' Association, whose area

was further to the south, also supported the Liberals' scheme.
6.

Mr T Fowler, Xycombe Labour Party, said his party also supported the

principle of single member wards in much the same way as the Liberals, but they
differed on the proposed boundaries.

He questioned whether a railway line

provided a natural barrier - he agreed it was arguable that it did in the

West Wycombe Road and Downley areas*

But West Wycombe Road itself was a

barrier — there was only one access to Downley, though another was in view,
further east, in the Totteridge and MicklefieH area, the Railway was not a
barrier.

As to community of interest, both the District Council and the

Commission had failed to take note of its existence, and to allow for it in
the boundaries proposed, eg in Micklefield.
7.

Mr Alexander, referring to the Railway as a boundary, agreed that on the

eastern side it was not too much a barrier, but in certain circumstances a
railway did make a good boundary.
8.

Mr L Timms, the District Secretary said that although the Liberal plan

purported to be a single-member ward scheme, it contemplated possible amalgamations here and there, and could end up with a mixture of 1, 2 and 3 member wards,
which in his submission was not as good as the Commission's clear-cut scheme
for 3-member District Wards, which themselves made good single-member
electoral divisions for county purposes.

The District Secretary said he also

had had limited time to consider the Liberal's proposals, because of the
elections, but also because the Liberal f s finalised plan had only just been submitted.

Therefore he could not go into much detail at this stage, but the

joining up of some wards could be good and produce results similar to those
on the Commission's scheme, but joining the Liberal's wards 1, 2 and 3 for
instance, meant that the boundary straddled the MO, and the ward would embrace
more than one community.

The main difference between the 2 schemes was not so

much a matter of boundaries as of principles.

He regarded the 3-member ward

as appropriate and preferable to meet the needs of an urban area.

In the

Commission's scheme, the 3 members of a ward could well represent 2 or more
communities and it would not be difficult for their respective needs to be met.
9.

Mr Alexander said he disagreed with the District Secretary's views on most

points.

The Liberal's scheme could be used for 3-member, 2-memberor single-
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member wards, and varied to suit particular circumstances.

The areas of

wards 1r 2 and 3 went half way across the town and contained older housing and
the people involved had similar interests.

He was strongly opposed to the

combination of Hughenden Park and Cressex.
10.

Mr Timms had no further comments to make, except that the Commission

was also trying to improve the arithmetical aspects of the proposals.
b.

Eastern 1 (Marsh and Micklefield) and Eastern 2 (Keep Hill and Hicks Farm).

1.

Mr Alexander said that the proposed modification of the boundary between

these 2 wards had not been explained.
2.

Mr Timms said that the District Council had been taking a more detailed

look at these wards in an endeavour to improve the boundary.

The Commission

had altered the Council f s draft proposals to produce a better balance in the
allocation of electorate but the Council felt they could improve the Commissioner^
proposals, which had caused some local concern, fey suggesting an alternative
ar £- a to transfer from Marsh and Micklefield ward to Keep Hill and Hicks Farm Ward,
containing 698 electors, instead of the area suggested by the Commission
containing 761 electors.

The reasoning behind the Council's proposal

involved steep gradients and the location of polling stations and would be
better appreciated when seen on the ground.
3.

Mr Fowler (Labour Party) was unhappy about the District Council's proposals,

which involved changing a long tradition of association of areas.

He felt the

motivation for the proposals would be politically suspect.
c.

West Central 1 (Oakridge and Plomer Hill) and West Central 2 (Hu^ienden Park

and Cressex)
1.. Mr Timms said the changes proposed had arisen from suggestions made by
local people and made a more sensible boundary.

The change in the electorate

was very small.
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2.

Mr Hall, Hugfcenden Park Estate Residents Association was in favour of the

District Council's proposals to adjust the boundary, which he now saw would
remove an anomaly.
3.

Mr Alexander, tforcombe Division Liberal Association, agreed these made some

improvement,, but asked why the boundary was not being taken eastwards to
Manor Farm.

Coates lane and Downley boundary houses would still be in the

Hughenden Park ward. The "Andrews" plan would correct this.
4.

Mr Tirams.said this aspect largely had been dealt with, but he agreed a

few houses still remained unaltered.
5.

No farther comments or objections were made about these changes, which were

acceptable to the Meeting.
d.

East Central 1 (Greenhill and Totteridge) and East Central 2 (Bowerdean and

Dawshi11)
1,

Mrs K Peatey, District Councillor, referred to the East of Amersham Hill

Residents Association,, which had existed for 4 years and was very active. The
present proposal to create wards EC1 and EC2, involves the boundary along the
centre of lucas Road, which divides the Association's area into two. There had
not been much comment -from local residents, but her Association did not want
the boundary east-west along lucas Road, but wanted the Association kept
in one ward.

She thought a boundary running from north to south was preferable,

which would involve transferring 258 electors to ward EC1

(Greenhill and

Totteridge) from EC2 ward (Bowerdean and Dawshill).
2.

Mrs Peatey also represented Mr T H Price, Chairman of the Residents'

Association and a resident of lucas Road, who was unable to attend.

He had

written supporting the Liberal Association's triangular delineation of the
"No 11 Amersham Hill" proposed ward, ie from the Royal Grammar School to the
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Railway "bridge to Gordon Road, on the grounds that it included all their
residential area, instead of dividing ,it by a line along the centre of Lucas Road.
This area was smaller and therefore easier to be represented effectively by a
councillor, and consisted of good size residential units with a common outlook.
3.

Mr P L Seeker, Councillor for the East-Central Ward, referred to the

boundary between the proposed EC1 and EC2 Wards, which had the effect of
dividing Walton Drive into 3 parcels - the west and the east ends were in
EC1f while the middle section was in EC2. This meant that the electors in this
ward would be represented by different councillors from 2 different wards*
If the "boundary could be moved to the south of Walton Drive, the whole of this
residential road could be in EC1.
\

4.

~
The District Secretary said there were 250 electors approximately, involved

in changing the lucas Road boundary and about 300 in transferring Walton Drive
from EC2 to EC1. There was no great objection from the arithmetical aspect
as regards equality of electorate.

The District Council had had no opportunity

to consider this, but he doubted if there -would be much objection on that
account.

As regards Walton Drive, on the question of community of interest,

did it look to the south or to the north? Mr Seeker had made a good point in
suggesting that all Walton Drive should be joined and in the same ward.
6.

Inspections

1 visited the area of the former Borough of Wycombe at different times during the
day.

I inspected the variations proposed in the boundaries between West Central 1 and

2 and East Central 1 and 2 and Eastern 1 and 2 and have no adverse comments, regarding
the District Councils suggested modifications of the Commission's proposals.

I

considered the Railway and the line of the A40 (West Kycombe Road and London Road)
as possible ward boundaries and I do not regard the Bailway or the Road
automatically as barriers, particularly in the inner part of the town.

There are
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good crossing places for pedestrians in the road system and the flow of traffic
though heavy during working hours, abates considerably outside and through traffic
has been reduced by the construction of the M40 motorway since the time when the
4-ward system for tfrcombe Town was devised,
I looked at Amersham Hill which, because of heavy traffic and steepness, in part,
is a physical barrier, arid a possible ward boundary, but traditionally, and in
fact, the residential areas on each side are largely of a kind and have much in
common*
7«

The proposed division of the area into 24 single-member wards
a.

Assessment of the weight of the arguments •

1.

The District Secretary argued that a system of 3-raember wards was appropriate

to the needs of an urban area.

".

As the scheme-making authority, provided the

statutory criteria were observed, the District Council was entitled to adopt
this view, which is widely held, and which was endorsed by the Commission.
As regards equality of representation there was some uneveness, resulting
from the Councilfs policy of retention of the existing polling districts, but
the more obvious cases have been adjusted, as a result of the intervention of
the Commission and modifications proposed by the Council.

As to boundaries

and local ties, the draft proposals being based on the existing wards, a number
of these were preserved, but the division into 2 of each ward meant some new
boundaries and the possibility of the severance of some local ties, although
the preservation of polling districts had militated against this.. Although
the Commission's scheme suffers from the constraints of being based on the
existing ward pattern, its familiarity to those concerned with electoral
matters, is an advantage.
2.

Most of the opposition is based on, or associated with, the Liberal's

proposals.

Althou^i fundamentally a single-member ward system, it was

presented with these grouped in threes r constituting a county division, but
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the wards could be used singly or in twos.
representation was good.

The standard of equality of

Hew boundaries had been designed which tended to run

north/south rather than east/west, and it was claimed these avoided cutting
across natural communities.

Examination of the Liberals' scheme map and

inspection of some individual boundaries confirms this in some cases, and as
an exercise in drafting, de novo, a ward pattern for this area, it is
commendable.
3.

No criticism in any detail of the Liberals1 scheme was forthcoming from

the District Council, but the District Secretary preferred the consistency of
the Commission's 3-niember ward system to the variable grouping of single-member
wards envisaged in the Liberals* scheme.

It was supported wholly or in part

by representatives of 4 residents1 associations at the Meeting, mainly
•\
apparently, because of the idealistic attraction of the single member ward,
although there was division of opinion over its practical application and some
dissension from the principle of single-member wards particularly where a
speaker's own or neighbouring area was concerned.
was the common and the dominant theme.

Community representation

There was no obvious, demonstrable

support for the Commission's proposals, or the principle of 3-meraber wards,
and the advantages which these are regarded as presenting to a modern, large,
local authority.
4.

There was very little real opposition to the Commission's proposals as such

it amounted to the substitution of a different scheme, based on different
premises, the limited support for which was by no means unanimous.

The Labour

Party, who in 1974 had suggested a scheme for 24 single-member wards which they
had not supported with electorate figures, were in favour in principle of such
a scheme, but could not agree with the Liberal Party's boundaries, particularly
as to the role of the Railway as a boundary. 'So far as one could appreciate
the Labour Party's earlier scheme, its treatment of boundaries and local ties
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in many areas, arthough on a single-member ward basis, was similar to some
of the Commissions proposals and to the Liberals* plan, but where it
from either, it appeared to have no particular advantages.

differed

The criticism by

Mr Alexander, of the combination of Hugihenden Park and Cressex in the
Commission's proposals is understandable in isolation, but the characteristic
of the Commission's pattern for the former Borough, is the association in a ward,
of areas on both sides of the MO and the Railway, and of differing types of
development.
b,

Rec omm endat i ons

1.

The essential differences between the 2-schemes are of principle, not about

particular boundaries or local ties, per se*
2.

The Commission's proposals, based, through the District Council's scheme,

on the-advice of the Charter Trustees, follow the general pattern of the
former Borough's 4 wards, each divided into two, with the main objective of
sharing the electorate ecjuitably, but regard being had to fixing easily
identifiable boundaries and to avoiding the severance of local ties. The
criticised combination of Hughenden Park and Cressex is an example of the
preservation of local ties but also of benefit on sociological grounds and
superior to the uniform designation of the Railway as a boundary.

Prom the

(non-party) political angle it avoids the centre of the old town being split
down the middle into north and south wards at its principal shopping and
commercial area.

Neither the 4 old wards nor the 8 new wards, were designed

specifically to serve communities established in the newer-housing estates,
private or municipal, although obviously the boundaries of the new 8 wards
were chosen wherever possible with these in mind, but the preservation of the
original ward framework took precedence in a few cases, even over electoral
equality, hence the Commission's adjustments.
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3.

The Liberals1 scheme however was designed without any such fundamental

constraints, and provided the electorate corresponded approximately to one
twenty—fourth of the total, the boundaries of the wards contained one or more
of these estates as areas of marked community of interest.

Larger areas of

compatible residential development were kept together wherever possible by
grouping the single wards in threes to constitute county electoral areas. The
boundaries of these modern estates tend to be clearer than those in the
Commission's proposals,(derived from earlier developments in the old wards)
which have become blurred..

Where wards are designed in this way, in terms of

the democratic processes, the effect can be quite striking*

When the electors

in a ward are drawn from one or more housing estates, represented by a
residents* association, the councillor, in practice, can become the nominee of
the association,, dependent on it for his election and in effect its
delegate.

This is less likely to happen in a 5-niember ward, particularly when

the electorate represents a wider cross-section.

Whether this is better or

worse than being elected on a party ticket is arguable, but neither the
Statutoiy Rules nor a district council f s constitution and modus operandi caters
specifically for the representation of pressure groups, (although the
particular interests of such groups no doubt would be well served) and the
position would not necessarily be improved by linking 2 or 3 of the groups.
4.

The Liberal Association and Mr Andrews are to be commended for their

industry and public service in preparing their Scheme, and Mr Alexander and
Mr Andrews for presenting it at the Meeting, but neither its merits, nor the
criticisms of the Commission's Draft Proposals, justify the substitution of the
24 single-member wards, singly or in combination, for the 8 three-member wards
proposed by the Commission.
5*' I therefore recommend that subject to the recommendations below (paras 8(b)
and 900) i-ne Commission adhere to their Draft Proposals, providing for the
area to be divided into 8 wards, each returning 3 members.
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8.

Eastern 1 (Marsh and Micklefield) and Eastern 2 (Keep Hill and Hicks Fann)

West Central 1 (Oakridge and Ploraer Hill) and West Central 2 (Hu^ienden Park and
Oressex)
a*

Assessment of the weight of the arguments.

In both cases the changes proposed by the Commission had been raised by
local people directly concerned. In Eastern 1 and 2 inspection confirms
that the terrain is hilly and the Meeting accepted that difficulties over
access to polling stations, particularly to the elderly or infirm would occur.
The only adverse comment was not related to this aspect and no alternative
solution was suggested.

As to the West Central Wards, it was generally

agreed at the Meeting, that the alteratoon improved the boundary, the only
comment being that this line could have been taken further east (as in the
Liberals* proposals).
b.

Rec ommendat i on

Both these proposals having been considered in detail by the District Council's
Special Sub-Committee, and generally approved at the Meeting, having
originated from the local people primarily concerned, I recommend their
adoption by the Commission.
9.

EC1 (Greenhill and Totteridge) and EC2 (Bowerdean and Dawshill) -. -

a.

Assessment of the weight of the arguments

1.

Councillor Mrs K Peatey observed there had not been much local interest

in this question, and the lack of comment at the Meeting confirms this. The
dominant aspect both for her and for Mr Price, was the splitting of the area of
activity of the local association of which he was the Chairman and she a member.
They wanted their Association to be contained wholly in one single member ward
and in support of this they criticised the splitting of lucas Road down the
middle by the ward boundary, and opted instead, for the Liberals' plan for
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this area, which gave a triangular configuration for a single-member ward,
with boundaries running more north-south than east-west, and including whole
roads'.

Secondly Mr Price thought this area, being smaller, made an easier ward

for a councillor to represent.

The discussion engendered no comment from the

Meeting, either for or against, and Councillor Seeker's criticism was limited
to the fragnentation of Walton Drive, to the north, by the proposed ward
boundary.

The question of the eojuality of the electorate was not seriously

involved, as -although the implementation of these 2 proposals meant a transfer
of about 550 electors from EC2 to EC1, there was already some imbalance which
would offset much of the effect of the transfer.
2,

Inspection confirms that the splitting of Lucas Road- and the division of

Walton Drive neither provide satisfactory boundaries nor appear to preserve
local ties, and the District Secretary agreed these could be avoided.
neither case is the alternative position olear.

Bat in

lucas Road is a narrow district

road with detached houses on either side at its west end, and although these
are set well back and screened by trees etc, no doubt the residents on both
sides have common interests.

The eastern end descends steeply, with houses only .

on its west side, the east side being the sharp escarpment of Lucas Wood, but
the Road forms a link with Rectory Avenue, the residents of which would also
appear to have affinity with those of Lucas Road,

Similarly, in theory, all

Walton Drive should be in one ward, but the District Secretary had doubts as
to in which direction its interests lay, and it is difficult to suggest new
boundaries, particularly at its eastern end.

In the Liberals* plan it is

associated with the area to the north-east, in their ward Ho 8 and the difficulty
of the boundary at its eastern end does not arise.
3.

As regards the Residents1 Association, Councillor Hrs Peatey and Mr Price

are really asking for a single-member ward to be created, similar to the
liberals' ward No 11, which would contain the area of activity of their

Association.

While the existence of a local association can be evidence of the

existence of local ties, it does not necessarily follow that these will be
severed by the area of the association coming within more than one electoral
ward, or that the ward boundaries should be altered so as to contain whatever
happens to be regarded as the area of the association.
b,

Recommendat ion

•

As the 2 suggested alterations to the boundary between these 2 wards, have been
raised in writing by the Chairman of the local Residents1 Association and by
2 members of the District Council, but without the Council having had any opportunity of considering them and making any definite comments or proposals
I recommend that the District Council be asked, in view of these representations,
if it wishes to make any further definite proposals as to this boundary*
Part 7.
1.

Names of Wards

The District Council's Draft Scheme

In the "Existing Scheme" the former High Vtycombe Borou^i area is divided into 4
wards:-

"Western", "West Central", "East Central" and "Eastern".

In the District

Council's Draft Scheme, each of these wards is divided into 2 and given the same name
with the addition of "1" or "2".

In submitting these the District Council enquired

whether, to identify them, "High Vfcrcombe" should be added to each name.

For the

rest of the District, in most cases, the District Council included the names of the
parishes which comprised a ward, in its name.
2.

The Commissions Draft Proposals
a.

In the former Borough area, the Commission proposed the substitution of

individual 'geographical' names for each of the 8 proposed wards, and the
shortening of the name of the proposed El les bo rough, Kimble and Longwick ward,
to "Longwick".
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b.

The District Council accepted the names proposed for the former Borough

area wards, except that for "Oakridge and Plomer Hill" they recommended
"Oakridge and Tinkers Wood" and for "Eujienden Park and Cressex", they
suggested "Cressex and Central" or "Cressex and Frogmoor". The Council also
recommended that "Longwick", should revert to "Ellesborough, Kimble and
Longwick", and "Fingest and Lane End" should be altered to "lane End • and
?iddington".

Longwick-cum-Ilmer Parish Council had written that they had no

objection either to "Longwick" or "Elleaborough, Kimble and Longwick". Great
and Little Kimble Parish Council and Ellesborough Parish Council had objected
to the Commission's abbreviation of the name and had requested the return to
"Ellesborough Kimble and Longwick".
3.

At the Meeting
a.. "Oakridge and Plomers Hill".
i.

The District Secretary ejcplained his Council's view that the name

Tinkers Wood" was widely used to represent the surrounding community.
ii.

Mr Hall who lived in this area supported this suggestion and pointed out

that Plomers Hill itself was not in this ward.
iii.

i
ITo contrary views were expressed and there was general acceptance of the

use of "Tinkers Wood" in place of "Planers Hill".

,

b.

."Hughenden Park and Cressex'1.

i.

The District Secretary explained his Council's view that as this ward

embraced much of the old core of the town, and that the use of the name
"Hughenden Park" (which contained no electorate) might be confused with the
adjoining Hughenden Park Estate in the adjacent ward, the name "Cressex and
Central" or alternatively "Cressex and Frogmoor" should be used.
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ii.

No comments were made and either of the District Council's alternatives

seemed acceptable to the Meeting..
c.

Longwick

i.

The District Secretary said that the Commission's recommendation for the

name of this ward had not found favour locally and representations had "been
received urging a more precise geographical description.

The Council had

therefore recommended that the Commission revert to their original proposal
of Ellesborough, Kimble and Longwick.
ii.

Mr C E R Taylor Great and Little Kimble Parish Council said that

Longwick was some 2 miles away from Ellesborough and Kimble and had no obvious
connection with these parishes, so the residents suggested the use of the name
Ellesborough, Kimble and Longwick should be continued.
iii,

Mrs B Scrimgeour Parish Clerk Longwick-cum-Ilmer Parish Council, said she

and Miss J Couper, District Councillor for this ward both favoured "Icknield"
and she believed the other 2 villages did so also.
iv.

Mr Button said it was a pity to do away with the names of villages and

Mr Taylor said he was not keen on Tcknield".
v.

The District Secretary confirmed that Longwick was some distance from the

other 2 villages bat it had the largest electorate.

He thought the District

Council would be equally content with whatever name was chosen.
d.

Pingest and Lane End

The District Secretary said that this name also was not favoured, locally. The
ward included Pingest Village with an electorate of 33: Lane End, electorate
2,064, and Piddington, a more modern development which covered a greater
part of the ward area, with 449 electors.

The Council considered that in

these circumstances, the name "Piddington" should be substituted for "Pingest"
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and the ward named "Lane End and Piddington", Fingest and Lane End Parish
Council had protested "in the strongest possible terms" to the Commission
against this proposal to drop "Fingest" from the title, on the grounds of the
extreme antiquity of Fingest Parish, which formerly had embraced the villages
of Pingest, Cadmore End, Bolter End, Wheeler End and part of Lane End. This
was supported by Mr Button (Turville Parish Council) and others, and it was
said the name "Pingest" was of Saxon origin.
4.

Assessment of the weight of the arguments and Recommendations.
a.

"Oakridge and Plomers Hill".

i.

At the'Meeting there was general acceptance, without dissent, of the

substitution of "Tinkers Wood" for "Plomers Hill".
ii.

Great and Little Tinkers Woods having been an important feature of the
i
landscape of this area over a long period and have
given the name to the

residential development in this district.
iii.

I accordingly recommend that the name be changed to "Oakridge and Tinkers

Wood".
b.

."Eughenden Park and Cressex".
>

i.

The proposal that "Hughenden Park" should be changed either to "Central"

or to "Frogmoox-' gave rise to no adverse comment at the Meeting and either
name was acceptable*
ii.

As the "policy"has been adopted of changing from the 'postal district'

type of name for the former Borough wards, and "FrogmoorJ1 is a name well known
in the old inner area of the town, near the centre of the ward.
iii.

I recommend that the name be changed to "Cressex and Frognoor1*.

c.

"Longwick".

i.

Hot only is the village of Longwick some 4 miles by road from the other

villages of Ellesborough and the Kimbles, bat they are closely grouped, near
to the foot of the escarpment of this impressive stretch of the Chilterns,
while Longwick is out on the plain.

The use of "Longwick", the name of the

largest village, though commendably short, can "be misleading and the
alternative proposed is to revert to the tripartite name, despite its length,
of "Ellesborough, Kimble and Longwick".

All these villages however, are either

within or close to the routes of the ancient Upper and Lower Icknield Ways,
which led to the suggested use of "Icknield".

This did not receive unanimous

approval, particularly from those who wished to preserve the names of the
constituent villages.

Its use could also be criticised on the grounds that

much of the area (but not all)

of the adjoining Bledlow-cum-Saunderton ward

can similarly be identified with "Icknield".

Against this "Bledlow" itself

has a topographical connotation, (the Ridge and Bledlow Great Wood) as well as
being identified with 2 villages (Bledlow and Bledlow Ridge), while Bledlow-cumSaunderton is the name of the Parish.

It is unlikely therefore that recourse

to a 'neutral1 name like "Icknield" would need to be considered for Bledlow-cumSaunderton Ward.

I recommend the use of "Icknield" in place of either "Longwick"

or "Ellesborough, Kimble and Longwick".
d.

Pingest and Lane End.

i.

Despite its antiquity and its history, mentioned'in the Parish Council's

protest, it seems inevitable, with its tiny electorate and the need to avoid
long names, that the District Council's proposal should eventually be adopted.
If however it is decided that tripartite names can be used elsewhere, then
the claim for the retention of "Pingest" in the title should be favourably
considered.

Bat while "Pingest" is still retained in the title of the Parish

Council, which is in every-day use, it could be pedantic to remove it from the
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ward name, which is used far less often.

If the proposition argued strongly

"by Hambleden Parish Council, Mr Button of Turville Parish Council and others,
supported by a petition, that the whole of the village of Fingest (which
inspection confirms is at the head of the Hambleden Valley) has considerable
community of interest with Hambleden, Turville, Pawley etc, to the south, and
little in common with Lane End to the north, is accepted when the parish
reviews take place, then the use of "Fingest" in the parish context (and
possibly in the District Ward context also) may change. Until then, partly
because of its historical importance and partly out of sentiment;
/
A

ii.

I recommend "Fingest" be retained in the ward name with the addition of

Piddington, as "Fingest, Lane End and Piddington".
Part VI.
1,

Radnage

The "Existing Scheme".
a*

The Parish of Radnage is combined with the Parishes of Ibstone Stokenchurch

and Turville, returning 2 members with an average number of electors per
councillor of 1,883 on the 1974 electorate, the average for the District being
1,713.

Of the electorate of 3,765 for the ward, Radnage contributed 571

electors, second in size to Stokenchurch with 2,759.
b.

The Parish of Bledlow-cum-Saunderton returns one councillor with an

electorate of 1,519, nearly 20O electors less than the average, an entitlement
of 0.89.

2.

The District Council's Draft Scheme and the Commission's Draft Proposals

Both provided for the Parish of Turville to be included in the proposed new
"Hambleden Valley" Ward, leaving the "Stokenchurch" Ward with an electorate of
3,530 and an entitlement of 2.06.

Bledlow-cum-Saunderton, with an electorate given

as 1,520, was still nearly 300 electors below average, with an entitlement of 0.89*

tto change in the electorate was expected for 1979t "the entitlement for "Stokenchurch"
being forecast as 1.95 a-^d for Bledlow-cum-Saunderton as 0.84.
Comments
a.

Radnage Parish Council was asking to be included in a ward with Bledlow-cum

Saunderton in 1972, when the arrangements for the first elections in 1973»
were being prepared for approval by the Home Office.

The Home Office were said

to have agreed but for the opposition of the then Rural District Council and
Stokenchurch and Bledlow-cum-Saunderton Parish Councils.
b.

\

Radnage repeated this request to the District Council when its Draft Scheme

was being prepared and the Parish Clerk wrote that the area of the existing
ward Ho 5 was far too large: Radnage had many commitments with Bledlow Ridge:
and the way of life of the 2 villages was similar,
c.

Stokenchurch Parish Council expressed satisfaction with the Draft Scheme,

provided it continued to be represented by 2 councillors, but Radnage
reiterated its previous representations, to the Commission and said these views
had been expressed at a Parish Meeting in 1973f when commitments with Bledlow
about schools, the Women's Institute etc had been mentioned, but Radnage had
never been given any satisfactory reason why its request had been refused.
d.. Both the Chairman and the Clerk of Radnor Parish Council wrote to the
Commission when the Draft Proposals were published, objecting again to the
inclusion of Radnage in the ''Stokenchurch" Ward and in furtherance of a linkage
with Bledlow-cum-Saunderton and were told that the inclusion of Radnage in
the "Stokenchurch" Ward, gave a good standard of equality of representation,
but the report would be farther considered.
e.

At the Meeting there was no response to my invitation to discuss the

matter.
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4.

Inspections
a.

The village of Stokenchurch straddles the MO for about a mile, some 5 miles

north-west of High tycombe, at the junction with the B432 from Marlow.
Immediately north-west of this is the Access Point to the M40. Despite its
position near the head of the escarpment in one of the high areas of the
Chilterns, Stokenchurch gives the impression of being somewhat urban in
character, influenced by the traffic from the Motorway and the A40.
b.

Hadnage is essentially rural, but its small groups of houses and individual

farms and cottages, stretch over a distance of some 2 miles, through narrow,
hilly laiiest from the outskirts of Stokenchurch to the Bledlow Ridge.

It is

difficult to assess to what extent Radnage is dependant on Stokenchurch for
local services, shopping etc, but the impression given is not very greatly.
There are a few local shops in the Bledlow Ridge area, nearer to some parts of
Radnage than Stokenchurch, but at the top of a long steep hill.

But West

Wycombe is also almost as near to Radnage and from West Wycombe, Hi$a Wycombe
is only a matter of 2 to 3 miles further on.
c.

There was some evidence on local notice boards etc showing community of

interest both between Radnage and the Bledlow area, and also with Stokenchurch.
However, recent development in Bledlow Ridge, Bledlow, and in Saunderton with
individually styled detached houses, is probably a factor in attracting
Radnage to links with this area, rather than with Stokenchurch.
5.

Assessment of the Comments
a.

As regards electorate, the Commissions Draft Proposals for the "Stokenchurch"

Ward are very satisfactory, both for the 1974 entitlement (2.06) and for 1979
(1.95).

The Bledlow-cum-Saunderton figures are acceptable (0.89 in 1974,

0.84 in 1979)-

If Radnage is transferred to "Bledlow", the "Stokenchurch"

entitlement drops to 1.73 0-64 in 1979) while the "Bledlow" entitlement rises
to 1.22 on the 1974 figures,

(1.16 in 1979).

Althou^i these figures are not so

satisfactory they are still acceptable.
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b.

There seem to be no difficulties over boundaries, if Radnage is included

in the "Bledlow" Ward.

The new boundary would "be the south-west boundary of

Radnage Parish.
c.

As to "local ties", there are those comments and objections made to the

District Council and to the Commission already mentioned supplemented by
ones impressions from visits to the area.

The case for joining with

"Bledlow" has been consistently argued by Radnage over several years and
examples quoted of activities of common interest.

Qialified opposition from

Stokenchurch has not been sustained and was limited to the preservation of1
sufficient electorate to justify 2 councillors.

Whether in 1972/73 there

was any serious opposition from "Bledlow" is not clear, but if there was, it
has not recently been pursued.
6.

Recommendations.
a.

As the addition of Radnage to the "Bledlow" Ward will not seriously impair

the required standards-of electoral equality: will fix easily identifiable
boundaries: and so far as information is available, will not break local ties,
but without significant opposition will meet the wishes of the local residents,
as expressed by the Parish Council;
b.

I recommend that for District Ward purposes, the Commission transfer the

Parish of Radnage from the proposed "Stokenchurch" Ward to the "Bledlow-cumSaunderton" Ward.
Part VII Kingshill/feazlemere North Hards
1,

The "Existing Scheme",

The Kingshill Ward of the Parish of Hughenden (Ward No 8), with an electorate
for 1974* of 1,473 (district Average 1,713) returned one councillor (entitlement
0,86).

The Hazleaiere Ward of the Parish of Hughenden (Ward No 9), later referred

to as Hazleraere North, with an electorate of 4,476, returned 2 councillors
(average per councillor 2,238 entitlement 2.61).
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2.

The District Council's Draft Scheme.
a.

When the District Council prepared its draft proposals, the Widmer End

Residents* Association, whose claimed area of activity was divided by the
boundary "between the Kingshill and Hazlemere Forth District Wards, (which was
also the parish ward boundary) submitted its own proposals, for the whole area
i
of the village"to be more clearly defined and for such area to be contained
in one ward for both parish and district electoral purposes, viz Kingshill, and
not to be divided between the 2 wards.

The Association also approached the

aighenden Parish Council who supported the Association's claims and asked the
District Council to approve a new parish ward boundary line.
b.

The District Council, however, took the view that proposals such as this,

referring to parish boundary matters, were premature, and would be dealt with
when the Review of Parish Boundaries was .undertaken by the Commission in the
1980's.

Accordingly the District Councilfs proposals did not provide for any

change in the Ward boundary at Widmer End: they repeated the electoral figures
for both the wards for 1974;

an

^- for 1979 projected Kingshill as having an

electorate of 1,480 (entitlement 0.82) and Hazlemere North as 4,470
(entitlement 2.47).
c.

The Widmer Ehd Residents* Association registered their formal objection

to the scheme, so far as it affected the village^in relation to .the boundary
between the 2 wards and submitted a report dated August ^974, entitled
"Widmer End - Village Boundaries", which sought a definition of "the village"
of Widmer End, based on their researches, and the variation of the parish and
district ward boundary to unite 'Hhe village" to enable it to be represented
by its own councillors within the Parish of Hughenden.

The main grounds of

objection to the scheme were that a settlement of the boundary between the
district wards as proposed, would pre-empt a change in the parish ward
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boundaryf and the continued division of "the village", by the district and
parish ward "boundary.

The Association maintained that this effectively

prevented "the village" from ever gaining direct representation on the
District Council and caused those residents who were in the Hazlemere North
Ward to feel unrepresented and over-shadowed by the larger population of
Hazlemere and to want to leave that ward. The Association had determined the
line of the boundary which they wished to secure, which in their view, would
result in the whole of "the village" being in the Kingshill Ward and they
estimated the effect would be to add 1,065 electors to this ward, reducing
Hazlenere Ward by the same number.

The Association said the resulting total

of 2T721 electors in the Kingshill Ward would justify 2 councillors, increasing
the total for the Council to 60.

They said there should be an adjustment of

boundaries with the adjoining Chi Item District.
3.

The Commission's Draft Proposals.
a*

T&ese continued the Kingshill/faazLemere North boundary unchanged and the

Residents1 Association repeated their earlier objection in an amplified form.
They asked the Commission to give them the opportunity of stating their case
at a local meeting.
b.

The Association having sent a copy of their objection to one of their

district councillors, (Mr V G Gee) he replied in his capacity as Chairman
of the Hazlemere Residents* Association.

Althou^i he had been pressing for years,

for boundary revisions, including for separate representation for Widmer End,
he criticised much of their case as inaccurate, and premature and
undiplomatic in its presentation.
c.

"Hie effect on the electorate of implementing the boundary change sought

"by the Association, would be to transfer about 1,000 electors from
North to Kingshill.

The effect would be to reduce Hazlemere North's
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entitlement, on the 1974 electorate, from 2.61 members to 2,02, (on the 1979
electorate from 2.47 members to 1.91) and. to increase Kingshill f s entitlement
from 0.86 to 1.45 (1974) and 0.82 to 1.38 (1979).
d.

The District Council's Special Sub-Committeeihaving re-examined the

Association's case, including in the light of the 1976/77 electorate,,
appreciated that there were many adjustments ultimately to be made to both
administrative and electoral boundaries, particularly in the eastern part
of the District, including Widmer End, did not wish to make an isolated
recommendation which might prejudice the consideration of the whole area at
the appropriate time*

The Council's Policy and Resources Committee felt

"unable to support the Association at the present time on the grounds of
prematurity" but at the subsequent Council meeting this phrase was deleted
and the Council expressed sympathy, in principle, with the Association's
proposals.
4.

v

At the Meeting.
a.

Mr F G Moreton, Chairman of the Hughenden Parish Council, denied that the

interests of Widmer End Village had been neglected through lack of
representation.

These had been safeguarded through the Hazlemere Ward of

Hughenden Parish Council and over the years, Widmer End had tended to be
over—represented, in proportion to other areas.

He named several members of

the Parish Council (and of the former Rural District Council) from 1959 onwards,
up to and including the present time, who had lived in Widmer End. He was
Chairman of the Parish Council and lived at Great Kingshill, where there was
no residents association and he regarded it as important to see that all
interests, including those of Widmer End, were put forward.
b.

Mr E B Smith, Clerk of the.Hughenden Parish Council, submitted a

memorandum giving a brief history of the composition of the Council since 1948
and of the activities of the Hazlemere Residents' Association and its
influence on the establishment and activities (including its objective
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of a separate identity) of the Widmer End Residents* Association.

It commented

on many of the matters included in the Widmer End Association's case, in
particular their campaign to define the boundaries of

lf

the village" and to

have it all included in Kingshill parish ward, or in the event of Hazlemere
"becoming a separate parish, to have Widmer Sid as a separate ward of
Hughenden Parish.

He said much of the campaign was founded on rumour and the

Association submitted a report to the Parish Council on 2 September 1974, which
attempted to establish the historical boundaries of "the village";,

He said

this area was known a century ago as "Wycombe Heath" and local residents would
not accept that the areas of "Pour Ashes", "Cryers Hill" and "Grange Farm" are
part of "the village".

Eazlemere Residents1 Association accepted that the

triangle of land, (Windmill Lane, Brimmers Hill and Primrose Hill), could be
included in Kingshill Ward for electoral purposes, subject to agreement about
the lighting rate.

Mr Smith said Great Kingshill Village is split between 2

Districts and 2 Parishes, and there were many other similar anomalies which
would be dealit with by the District Council at the appropriate time.

Hughenden

Parish Council has supported the principle of adjustment subject to
negotiation and has accepted that the Widmer End problem can be dealt with
satisfactorily, when that time arrives.
c*

The Widmer End Association representatives-rejected the Parish Council's

observation that its interests had been adequately represented.

Mrs P Jones,

their Chainnan said they had had only one Association representative for many
years and only after the last election had they been able to get a second
representative in.

Mr O'Brien also contradicted Mr Moreton's account of the

position - their nominee for co-option was tuxned down - the splitting of
"the village" between 2 wards stultified cohesion. Mr Bailey, former Secretary
of the Association said the injustice was that Widmer End had no means of
securing representation as of right*

In the past they had only been
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represented, by Council members agreeing that one seat could be designated
to someone coming from Widmer End. How that the population had doubled this
was no longer satisfactory.

The Association contended that the ward boundary

cuts "the village" into 2 - the whole of "the village" should be united within
"the Kingshill Ward, instead of being divided between 2 wards.

Hazlemere was

large enough to look after itself - Widmer End residents were out-numbered
three to one in Hazlemere.

There was a strong community spirit within "the

village" and it wished to retain control of its village amenities - the village,
hall, recreation ground etc, in the hands of its local residents. The
Association had regard to what the Commission has said in its Report No 6,
paras 16" and 28 and in the light of the Council f s favourable decision it was
vital that action to amend the ward boundary should be taken now. Mr S Jonea
said naturally Hazlemere wanted a Parish Council of its own and Mr Gee and
Mr Tomkins had been working hard to get it and they needed Widroer End to be
retained in their parish ward to give them the necessary numbers.
had affinity with Kingshill and there were local ties.

Widmer End

The Residents* Association

had members on both sides of'the line and both sides used the local facilities
eg school and village hall.
d.

Hazlemere Residents* Association were represented by Mr V G Gee, President

of the Association and Mr D Gantzel. Mr Gee a founder member of the Association,
a member of the District Council for Hazlemere (Hughenden) ward, said the
Association rejected the Widmer End Residents f Association's assertion that they
had been unfairly represented in the past and in the present, at District and
Parish level.

The reasons he gave were virtually identical with those given

by the Hughenden Parish Council. He also said he and his colleague on the Distric'
and Parish Councils, Mr Bryan Torokins, were certainly not against Widmer End
having separate representation on the Parish Council.

They were mainly

concerned about the timing of any change. The difficulty was the total
electorate which could be ceded from Kingshill and from Hazlemere, would only
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justify one parish councillor, but would "be insufficient for a district
councillor, whereas at present, Widmer End's interests were looked after by
2 district councillors and several parish councillors. Mr Gee said many misleading statements had been made on behalf of Widmer Ehd Residents1 Association.
There was cross representation in various matters irrespective of ward boundaries.
Widmer Sid facilities were used by Hazlemere people and Hazlemere understood
that Widmer End, having established the village hall and the recreation ground,
wished to retain control of them. The adoption of Widmer End Association1 s
suggestions would simply mean transferring their problem to Kingshill, which
would itself become unrepresented.
e. Mr S Jones intervened to say that Mr Gee's and Mr Tomkins objective was to obtain
a Hazlemere Parish Council, and to do this they needed the Widmer End electorate.
f« Mr Gee handed in a statement which he had been asked to present by his
Association.

The Association was first formed in 1948, and had been constantly

pressing for boundary revisions to district and parish wards.. .The statement '
said it was because of this activity that the Widmer End Association was applying
for the revision of the ward boundary and no objections of any sort were raised
before the formation of the Widmer End Association.

Hazlemere was divided

amongst 2 district and 3 parish councils, with a combined population of 12,000.
They had been told repeatedly that any boundary changes must await the/Commission
and although county, district and parish councils were unanimous that the
boundaries to the north of High Wycorabe needed revision, they understood they
must wait until the 1980fs. On the present position of ward boundaries in the
Hughenden Parish, his Association contended that Widmer End should only be
considered in the context of the Parish as a whole, because of the existing
anomalies in so many other areas which will have to be remedied - and only
after the full facts of the Widmer.End/Hazlemere relationship had been revealed
to those living in the area claimed, ie the boundaries and extent of the area
of land suggested for transfer should also be carefully considered. Mr Gee
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doubted the degree of affinity said to exist between Widmer End and Great
Kingshill.

Hazlemere and Widmer End were inevitably closely associated by-

proximity and mutual use of facilities such as shops, banks, churches etc.
He agreed there is a good community spirit in Widmer End.
g.

Mr B T A Holland, District Councillor for the Kingshill Ward, who was

Chairman of the District Council's Special Sub-Committee on proposals for
i

Medmenham Parish and Widmer End area, arrived as the Meeting was ending and
handed me a letter saying that he fully supported Widmer End Residents 1
Association plea for boundary amendments to enable "the village" to become,
in the electoral sense, a fully united community.

He considered the whole of

Widmer End should be in a single district ward and later the parish
boundaries could be re—arranged to allow for "the village" to be made a ward
of Hughenden Parish.

He thought the whole of Widmer End should become part

of Kingshill Ward, notwithstanding the enlargement of the electorate. He
believed that as the District Council, having considered the matter in
Sub-Committee, Committee, and Council "had withdrawn the proviso that this
submission is premature", the Commission should now favourably consider the
plea.
h.

Mr O'Brien.

Following the announcement of the date of the Local Meeting,

as Honorary Secretary of the Widmer End Residents' Association, he had written
. to the Commission welcoming this and expressing1 the view that the results of
the recent local government elections

reinforced their case for the

alteration of the ward boundary so as to place all "the village" in Kingshill
Ward on grounds of greater affinity or compatibility.

None of the 4

candidates supported by the Association had succeeded, which the Association
interpreted as "creating Widmer End minorities" in the 2 district wards, and
as "'a denial of self representation

on both District and Parish Councils".

The Association claimed that even with a 100$ turn out of the 1,000 plus
electors in Widmer End, "the village" would still not have an equal opportunity
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of securing seats, in contest with Hazlemere, dominated by its (larger)
Residents1 Association, and similarly in the Kingshill Ward.

However

enegetically campaigned, Widmer End would never gain seats in the Hazlemere
Ward because electorate growth in "the village" was restricted by planning
constraints*

They were awaiting a favourable response from the Commission

as they wished the ward boundary to be altered now, so that they could secure
^village" representation on the District and Parish Councils at the 1979
elections.

t
At the Meeting, Mr O'Brien handed in a "Precis of Information to be

presented verbally to the.Assistant Commissioner", which was expressed to be in
addition to previous submissions by the Association,

This immediately

developed a statement in his previous letter, to the effect that Wycombe
District Council in February 1976 had withdrawn their objections to the
Associations proposals and that both Hughenden Parish Council and the
Association of Parish Councils,

had recorded their support "for the removal

of the present injustice which divides our village and denies democratic
representation".

The "Precis" asserted that the full (District) Council now

"positively agreed to support" the Association's proposals.

The District

Council's decision on 8 March 1976 "that the Boundary Commission and the
Widmer End Residents' Association be informed that this Council is sympathetic,
in principle, to the Association's proposals" was orioted by the Association as
the authority for this view, which was also interpreted as '"the full Council
deliberately over-turned a recommendation of one of its Committees and resolved
in favour of this Association's recommendation".

The Association said that

no objections to this procedure were raised and suggested that if the matter had
been debated in full Council earlier, their proposals would have been included
in the Council's Draft Scheme and in all probability also on the Commissions
Draft Proposals*

The initial submission had been misunderstood by the

District Council insofar as it was considered premature and solely concerning
the revision of parish boundaries and it was not until March 1976, the Precis said,
that the District Council recognised it was a clear case for an immediate review
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of the district ward boundary and therefore withdrew its objection.

The Precis

also reiterated many of the points previously made by the Association.
i.

The District Secretary was concerned at the way the "Precis" from the

Widmer Sid Residents' Association had interpreted the Council's decision. The
District Council was sympathetic in principle to, but was not fully
supporting, the .Association's request.

The Council had not agreed that there

would by any particular change in the boundaries.
to consider making a parish ward order.

The Council would be prepared

An order could be made within a few

months but it would not necessarily be done before the 1979 elections.

There

were the Questions, referred to by Hazlemere Residents' Association, of the
wide variation in the 1976 electorate and the representation of Khaphill and
Hughenden, and Kingshill and Haslemere.
to be- increased by one member.

Haziemere-and Knaphill were both asking

Kingshill was by no_means under—represented.

A parish boundaries review would be a big problem.

The rules in the 11th

Schedule, referred to in para 16 of the Commission's Report No 6, had to be
observed and he did not want to prejudice or anticipate these.

The District

Secretary referred to his letter to the Commission dated 9 March 1976, giving
the results, in terms of electorate, of the Widmer Old Association's proposals
on the Commission's Draft Proposals, on the Kingshill and Hazlemere (North)
Wards.

The effect of transferring the 1,000 electors from the Hazlemere North

would leave the average for each of the 2 councillors as 1,783 electors,
practically the same as the District average of 1,714.

The figure for Kingshill,

would be 2,552 - about 800 electors above the average - but still tolerable.
He repeated that the District Council had sympathy with the Widmer End Residents'
Association's views - but it was sympathetic in principle.

If the Commission

agreed and took the view that the necessary order should be made, the District
Council would do it and the Council could agree an appropriate boundary.
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j.
5»

Mr O'Brien' enquired why could not the changes be made straight away?
,-

Inspections.

I approached Widmer End from Cryer's Hill and also from Pour Ashes, to compare the
nature of the development of that part of Kingshill Ward with that in the Primrose Hill
area in Hazlemere North Ward.

I also saw the village hall, opposite the Royal

Standard Public House, and walked the bridle-path (the existing ward boundary)
towards Grange' Farm, adjacent to the undeveloped land, proposed by Widmer End
Residents' Association for transfer from .Hazlemere North Ward to Kingshill Ward.
6*

Assessment of the weight of the arguments.
a.

The essential issue involved is comparatively simple - whether in the

terms of para 28 of the Commission's Report No 6, the interests of good warding
will be better served by the alteration of the District Ward boundary in the
Commission's (and the District Council's) draft proposals, between Hazlemere
North and Kingshill, as suggested by the Association, so as to transfer the
triangular piece of land shown on the Association's plan, containing about 1 t OOO
electors and some undeveloped land, from Hazlemere Ward to Kingshill Ward."
b.

The procedural aspect is, complicated however, in that this boundary is also

the parish ward boundary, so that acceptance by the Commission of the case for
altering the district ward boundary cannot be implemented unless and until the
District Council has agreed correspondingly to alter the parish ward boundary*
c.

The District Council, to an extent, has mollified its former attitude to this

suggested boundary alteration, in the sense that when formulating its

Draft

Scheme in 1974, either it discounted or it disregarded, the pressure which the
Widmer End Residents' Association was then generating on this issue.

It also,

apparently deliberately, maintained this attitude when, the District Council's
Scheme having been submitted to the Commission, the Association registered its
opposition in virtually the same terms as those of today.
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d.

But this mollification goes only as far as expressing "sympathy in
/
principle" with the Association's proposals, "but without" commitment to any
specific boundary change and provided the Commission first took the decision. .
It has now been made clear that the assertion ty the Association that the
District Council's opposition has been withdrawn and its former attitude
converted into positive support for the Association's proposals, is without
foundation.

But whether the District Council's decision implies that it is

now satisfied with the justice of the Association's cause and is only waiting
for the appropriate time to make the necessary parish ward change is not clear.
Neither is it clear that the District Council accepts the immediacy

of the

Association's claim that the change should be made forthwith.
e.- If the District Council is so satisfied on both these counts, then it would
appear that all that is required is some expression of general approval from
the Commission, and the District Council will proceed to change the parish
ward.

Hit the District Secretary mentioned other parish, boundaries in this

neighbourhood, and Hazlemere Residents' Association, for example, is known
to be advanced in its consideration of ward changes.
other parts of the District are said to exist.

Similar situations in

It seems unlikely and perhaps

unfair, therefore, -that this one issue, which is not acute in terms of the
criteria for district wards, could or should be decided in isolation from the
others in the neighbourhood, or even from those in the rest of the District,
which so far have apparently remained dormant on the general understanding
that the time is not yet appropriate for a parish review.
f.

Whether it is properly a function of the Commission to relieve the District

Council of any part of its responsibility for parish ward boundaries by giving
(vide the District Secretary) "a final decision", after which the District
Council "would make the necessary parish ward change to facilitate the district
ward adjustment" is a matter for the Commission to decide.

Whether this would

be limited to a simple decision on the specific proposition put up by the
Widmer Old Association is not stated, but the District Council's earlier view
that there should be a general review of parish matters in the 1980fs has not
been abrogated, and the representatives of both Hazlemere Residents*
Association and Hu^ienden Parish Council were strongly against it being dealt
with in isolation.

There is little support for the Association's view that in

the case for the review of this ward boundary, there are circumstances of
such immediate significance in the area of Widmer End as to make it
imperative and urgent.

The District Council in its original decision and

Eughenden Parish Council and Hazlemere Residents* Association, all took the
view that the proper time would be in the 1980's, and the District Council at
its Meeting on 8 March 19?6, deleted from its decision its own Committee's
recommendation "not to support Widmer Ehd's proposal on the grounds of
prematurity", but made no correspondingly positive pronouncement as to when
the boundary should be altered.

Councillor Holland's view in effect, is that

now the reference to "prematurity" has been withdrawn, the District Council
ward boundaries should be changed, to be followed later by the re-arrangement
of the parish ward boundaries.
g.

As to the ratio of the number of electors in the 2 wards, in relation to the

District average, there is some disparity in the elctorate figures for 1974,
for 1976 (see para 4(i) above) and in those projected for 1979, and the
boundary change sought by Widmer End Residents* Association would improve the
position for Hazlemere (North) Ward to near perfection,

(assuming no other

changes are imminent for this ward) but would considerably worsen the position
of Kingshill by over—entitlement, but not beyond tolerable limits in a rural
area.
h.

But this disparity in the ratio alone, hardly calls for immediate action.

As regards "local ties" in relation to Widmer End village, it is not so much

a matter of breaking existing ties, (except according to the evidence of the
Hazlemere Residents' Association) as, according to the Widmer End Association,
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of failing to recognise and consolidate ties already existing between the 2
parts of "the village11.

Hazlemere Association argue, however, that their part

of Widmer Bid forms part of the community of Hazlemere, sharing church-life,
shops, banks, schools etc.

Politically, it could be, that Widmer End is better

off by being served by the representatives from 2 wards, irrespective of
"local ties".
i.

But although the case advanced by the Widmer End Association relates to

"local ties", in fact the more important aspect to the Association, seems to be
its failure, under prevailing circumstances, to secure the election of its
sponsored representatives either to the District Council or to the 2 parishes.
The Association considers that if the existing wards are adjusted so as to
consolidate into one ward (Kingahill Ward is the objective) that part of the
electorate considered to be sympathetic to the aspirations of the Association,it should succeed in getting elected its nominees (who in fact have been its
officers) instead of the Association having to liase with and be represented
by, individuals who have been elected by the vote of the generality of the
electorate and/or have been sponsored by the Hazlemere Association.
j.

Having regard to the Rules in the 11th Schedule, it is questionable whether

lack of success at the polls, of one particular person or group of people, is a
good reason for altering a ward boundary-and transferring about a thousand
electors, not just into another ward, but with a substantial amount of rateable
value and about 155 acres of undeveloped land, into another parish area.
k.

The claims by Widmer End Association about social, cultural and civic links

being severed by the ward boundary were substantially discounted by the
Haalemere Association, a larger body of longer standing.

It is questionable

also, in a rural area, how important the occasional incidence of local elections
is,

for the average resident, and where "one votes and for whom, on the growth of

civic interest and the development of everyday local community affairs.

Perhaps
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it is more important that the representatives should be local and accessible,
than by whom they are sponsored.
1.

Assuming there is substance in Widmer End Association's case for the

combination of. the electorate of the 2 parts of "the village", 2 questions
arise (1)

what is the strength of the case, (apart from improving the

electorate ratio, already mentioned) for transferring the area westwards into
the Kingshill Ward?

On the subject of "local ties", there was as much

evidence from Hazlemere Association in particular, of the ties being towards
the east (2)

as to the area suggested for transfer, should not this be limited

to the developed area generating the electorate?

The disposition (and subsequent

use and control) of the undeveloped land which is expected to be used for
purposes other than residential, is a matter for the District Council
primarily, in a context other than that of electoral arrangements.
m,

Widmer End Association also maintained that it had more in common with

Kingshill as a rural area, than with Hazlemere which was predominantly urban in
character and had a tendency towards an urban outlook on planning, preservation
and conservation.

This was denied by Mr Gee of Hazlemere Residents* Association

who gave examples of his Association's attitude to planning and preservation.
7*

Recommendation.
a.

As the district ward boundary between Hazlemere Worth and Kingshill is

also a parish ward boundary, the Commission are precluded by the 11th Schedule
of the Act, from altering the district ward boundary unless the District Council
is prepared to alter the parish ward boundary.
b.

The Widmer End Residents 1 Association was canvassing its proposals at

least as early as June 1974, before the District Council was officially
invited to prepare a draft scheme by the Commission, but the District Council
did not incorporate the Association's proposals for this part of the District,

in its draft, "but in general terms, decided to inform parish councils and
other bodies, that their suggestions were outside the scope of the district
ward review and/or were premature to the parish boundary reviews to be
undertaken in a few year's time,
c.

The District Council had further opportunities of revising its attitude

to the Association's proposals during the long course of the Commissions
procedure, but maintained its decisions until the District Council Meeting on
8 March 19?6.

Neither the Special Sub-Committee, the Policy and Resources

Committee, or the Council itself made any positive decision in support of the
Association's proposals but the Council deleted the Committee's reference to
"prematurity" and expressed "sympathy in principle" leaving "a final decision
to the Commission".

This meant, according to the District Secretary, that

if the Commission thought the district ward boundary should be altered, then
the District Council would change the parish ward boundary, but whether this
particular boundary only would be involved, or others in the vicinity also, or
even those in the whole district, was not clear.
d.

The practical effect of such a "decision" in these circumstances, by the

Commission, would be to advise the District Council, not merely as to the
decision it should take on the parish ward boundary» but actually to take
that decision, (which so far the District Council hag consistently refused to .
do, because (inter alia) of the wider issues involved) on a matter which is
the concern of the District Council and not that of the Commission.
e.

Bat on the views expressed and referred to at the Meeting, it is by no

means clear, in the terms of the Statutory Rules, either as to the need for,
or the urgency of, the change in the district ward boundary desired by the Widmer
End Association, or that this is necessarily the only or the ideal solution.
Seme contrary views were expressed, there is the problem of the excess electorate
of Kingshill, there was criticism of the timing, and it is conceivable that if
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the area is examined on a broader basis than just the question of Widmer End
village, other and better solutions could commend themselves, and the general
'public in this wider area will be more likely to feel that justice has been
done, instead of one area being singled out for priority treatment.

Informal

discussions affecting Chepping Wycombe and Hughenden Parish have been mentioned
and Hazlemere Residents* Association have proposals under consideration, and
/
there are areas in other parts of the District with parish boundary problems.
f.

There is also the area of land suggested for transfer, a substantial part of

which has no electorate, but has a possible future for public purposes. The
destination of this land, and therefore the fixing of the boundary, (if a new
one is to be made) of the 2 parish wards, is a matter for the District Council,
rather than for the Commission, at least in the first instance.
g.

The District Council referred repeatedly in its decisions, to other parts

of the District with parish boundary problems and these were referred to by
others at the Meeting.

Are the deficiencies in electoral registration in the

Widmer End area, in terms of the Statutory Riles, so acute and urgent that they
must be isolated and dealt with, perhaps several years in advance of other
areas?

Apart from the possible impact of a Widmer End decision, the case for

revision of these other areas may be as vital and urgent to their residents,
who have been abiding by the District Council f s timetablej as Widmer Ehd is
said to be, by the Residents* Association.

There is considerable measure of

agreement, however, that the 2 residential areas of "the village" should be
united in the same parish ward and inspection of the area lends some support
to this view, which was so ably and forcefully put by the Widmer End Residents'
Association.
h.

For these reasons, I recommend that the Commission inform the District

Council that a Parish Ward Review should be undertaken first, by the District
Council, either of the Kingshill and Hazlemere North Wards and the neighbouring
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area likely to be affected, or if the District Council so decides, of the
whole of the District where there are parish wards, and when the results of
-this are known, such adjustments of the district ward boundaries as appear
appropriate would be made by the Commission.
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SCHEDULE 2

DISTRICT OP WYCOMBE:

NAMES OP PROPOSED WARDS AND NUMBER OP COUNCILLORS

NAME OF WARP

NO. OF COUNCILLORS

Bledlow-cum-Saunderton

1

Booker and Castlefield
Bourne End- cum-fledeor
Bowerdean and Daws Hill
Cressex and Frogmoor
Downley
Plackwell Heath
Great Marlow

3.
23•
3
1
2
1

•

Green Hill and Totteridge
Hambleden Valley
Hazlemere North

3
1
2

Hazlemere South
Hugienden Valley

1
1

Icknield
Keep Hill and Hicks Farm
Kingshill

1
3
1

Lacey Green and Hampden

1

Lane End and Piddington
Little Marlow
Loudwater
Marlow Bottom
Marlow Horth
Marlow South
Harsh and Micklefield
Haphill-cum-Bradenham
Oakridge and Tinkers Wood
Princes Hisborough
Stokenchurch
The WooBurns
Tylers Green
West Wycombe and Sands

2
1
1
1
3
3
3
1
3
3
2
2
2
3

'
•

SCHEDULE 3

WTCGHBE DISTRICT

.

-

,
•/

Note: Vhere the boundary is described as following a road, railway, river,
canal or similar feature*, it should be deemed to follow the centre
line of the feature unless otherwise stated*

,
7*

VEST WCOMBE AND SANDS WARD

CofflBencing at a point where the access road from Lane End Road to Grove

'"' • 'boundary of
" Vest Vyconbe Rural CP, thence north'
Tarn meets• the eastern
%-•£/
eastwards, northwestwards and following the said eastern boundary and
continuing along the southern boundary of Bradenham CP and south western
boundary of Vest Vyconbe Rural (Dat) CP to the road known aa Flomer Hill,
thence southwestwards along said road to the path running between Plomer
Hill and Kiddlebrook Scad, thence southeastwardscalong said path to a
point opposite No 42 Hiddlebrook Road, thence southeastvards along ««1H
road to a point opposite the eastern boundary of No 42 Middlebrook Road
thence southwestwards along the said eastern boundary to the rear boundary
of No 133 Southfield Road, thence southeaatwards along the rear boundary
and sonthweatwards along the eastern boundary of said property crossing
Southfield Road to and along the eastern boundary of No 142 Southfield
Road and in "prolongation thereof to the railway thence southeastwards
along said railway to a point opposite the southeastern boundary of No 170
Vest. Vyeombe Hoad, thence southwestwards along said boundary to West
Wyconbe Road, thence southeastwards along said road to Desborough Park
Road, thence southwestwards along said road to Copyground Lane, thence
northwestwards: along said lane to a point opposite the southeastern boundary
of No 9 Copyground Lane thence southweatwards to and along said boundary
and northwestwards along the rear boundaries of Nos 9 to 29 said Lane
and northwards along the western boundaries of Nos 27 and 29 said lane
to and southwestwards along Rutland Avenue to a point opposite the
northern boundary of No 26 said Avenue thence northeastwards to and along
said boundary and continuing along the rear boundaries of Nos 2 to 232
Spearing Road and the western boundary of Castle field County Primary

/-

School to the southern boundary of Bowliff Wood* thence northwestwards
along said boundary to New Bead, thence northwards along said road to
.•
\
Bookerhill Road* thence westwards along said road to a point in prolongation of the eastern boundary of No 2 Bookerhill fioad thence
to and along said prolongation and said boundary to the Bear boundary
of last mentioned property, thence southvestvarda along the rear boundaries
of properties nos 2 to 8 Bookerhill Eoad to and crossing Boundwood Road in
a straight line to the northern boundary of property No 10 Bookorhill
Road, thence northeastwards to and along said northern boundary to the
rear boundary of last~oentioned proper tyt thence generally southveatvards
and eoutheastwardsc along the rear boundaries of properties nos 10 to 28
Bookerhill Head and southeastvards along the southern boundary of laatmentioned property to and southwards along said Road to the northern
boundary of property no 30 Bookerhill Road, thence generally northwestwards along said northern boundary and the rear boundaries of properties
nos 12 to 2** Higiwood Crescent and continuing along the rear boundaries
of the garages and the western boundary of Bound Wood to a point Nat* Grid
reference SU 838939290? thence southwestvards in a straight line to the
.northeastern boundary of the garages situated northeast of No 113 Arundel
Road thence generally southwards along the eastern boundary of said
garages and continuing along the rear boundaries of Nos 113 to 128
Arundel Road crossing Higfawood Crescent and continuing along the rear
boundaries of Nos 1 to 52 Arundel Road to the northern boundary of Booker
Coanont thence westwards along the said northern boundary to Lane End
Road, thence southwestwards along said road to a point opposite the
southern boundary of parcel No 55^7 on OS 1:2500 plan SU 82/8392 Edition
of 197**t thence generally westwards along aaid southern boundary and
northeastwards along the western boundary of said parcel to the northern'
boundary of parcel no 2853, thence westwards along said boundary to the
eastern boundary of parcel no 9962, thence generally southwestvards along
the said boundary and the southeastern boundaries of parcel Nos 93^

7628 to the access road between Lane End Road and Grove Farm/thence Northwestwards along said road to the point of commencement.

BOOKER AND CASTLEFIELD WARD
Commencing at a point where Holmers Lane meets the northern boundary of Great
Marlow CP, -thence southwestwards and following said boundary to the eastern
boundary of West Wycombe Rural CP, thence generally northwestwards along said
boundary to the southern boundary of West Wycombe and Sands Ward, thence
eastwards and following the said boundary to a point opposite the rear boundary
of No 2 Whitelands Road, thence southwestwards to and along the rear boundaries
of Nos 2 to iVt Whitelands Road to the western boundary of No iMf said road,
thence southward along said boundary crossing Whitelands Road to the rear
boundary of No 69 Chiltern Avenue and continuing southwards and southwestwards
along the rear boundaries of Nos 69 to 171 Chiltern Avenue to and northeastwards along Chairborough Road to and southwestwards along the footpath leading
to Halifax Road, thence southwestwards and eastwards along Halifax Road to
the path running between Halifax Road and New Road, thence southeastwards along
said road to Cressex Road, thence southwestwards along said .road to Holmers
Lane, thence southeastwards along said lane to the point of commencement.

OAKRIDGE AND TINKERS WOOD WARD
Commencing at a point where the southern boundary of the Jolly Bodger public
house meets the eastern boundary of Booker and Castlefield Ward, thence
generally northeastwards along said eastern boundary and the- eastern boundary
of West Wycombe and Sands Ward to the southern boundary of West Wycombe Rural
(Det) CP, thence generally northeastwards and southeastwards'along said
boundary and the southern boundary of Hughenden CP to NG ref SU 86060 9^89^,
thence southeastwards to and along the western boundary of Hughenden Park to
Coates Lane, thence eastwards along said lane to a point opposite the eastern
boundary of No 21 in said lane, thence southwards to and along said boundary,
the rear boundaries of Nos 1 to 5 Tancred Road and the rear boundaries of

Nos 1 to 17 Earl Close to the northern boundary of the wood situated "to the
north of the engineering factory, thence southeastwards and southwards'along
said boundary and the eastern boundary of said' wood and continuing southwards
along the western boundary of the printing works to Hughenden Avenue, thence
westwards along said avenue to a point opposite the northeastern boundary of
No 1 said avenue, thence southeastwards to and along said boundary and
generally southwards along the rear boundaries of Nos 1 to 23 Hughenden Avenue
to the southern boundary of the last mentioned property, thence westwards to
a point opposite the rear boundaries of Nos 25-39 said road,thence southwards
to and along said rear boundaries to the southern boundary of the last
mentioned property, thence northwestwards along said southern boundary to and
southwards following the base of the slopes to the rear boundary of No ^5
Hughenden Avenue,'thence generally southwestwards along the rear boundaries
of Nos ^5 to 6? said avenue and crossing Garratts Way to the southeastern
boundary of No 8 Garratts Way, thence generally southwestwards and northwestwards along the southeastern boundary of the last mentioned property'and the
rear boundaries of Nos 8 and 6 Garratts Way and continuing northwestwards to
and along the rear boundaries of Nos k to 2 Garratts Way and Nos 69 to 91
Hughenden Avenue crossing the school entrance to and along the rear boundaries
of Nos 93 to TO? said avenue to Kelvin Close, thence generally southwestwards
along said close to a point opposite the eastern boundary of No 1 Kelvin Close,

*
thence southwards to and along said boundary to the rear boundary of said
property, thence generally northwestwards along the rear boundaries of Nos
1 to 37 Kelvin Close to the southwestern corner of the last mentioned property,
thence southeastwards in a straight line to NG ref SU 85728 93622 being a
point on the railway, thence southeastwards along said railway, to NG ref
SU 86049 93509i thence southwards to the path leading from the railway goods
yard to West Wycombe Road (A4o) (west of the church), thence southwestwards
along said path and crossing said road to Westbourne Street, thence generally
southwestwards along said street to and westwards along Desborough Road to
Desborough Avenue thence southwestwards along said avenue to Kitchener Road,

thence northwestwards to and along said road to a point opposite the eastern
boundary of No 3 Kitchener Road, thence southwestwards to and along said
.eastern boundary to the rear boundary of No 3 Kitchener Road, thence northwestwards along said rear boundary to the eastern boundary of No 2 Plumer
Road, thence southwestwards along said boundary and in prolongation thereof
to Plumer Road, thence northwestwards along said road to and southwestwards
along Carrington Road to a point opposite

the eastern boundary of No 6

Carrington Road, thence southeastwards to and generally southwestwards along
said eastern boundary to the rear boundary of No 10 Carrington Road, thence
southwestwards along the rear boundaries of Nos 10 to 26 said road and the
;rear boundaries of Nos 32 to 19 Mount Close continuing southwards along the
access way, to the rear of Nos 26 to 30 Conifer Rise, to the northern boundary
of the last mentioned property thence southwestwards in a straight line to
the rear boundary of. No J1 Conifer Rise, thence southwestwards along said
boundary to the southeastern boundary of No 32 Conifer Rise, thence south-'
westwards along said boundary to the rear boundary of No 62 Carrington Road,
thence generally southwestwards along the rear boundaries of Nos 62 to 108
of said road to and westwards along the southern boundary of the last
mentioned property and the southern boundary of Carrington Road to a point
opposite the eastern boundary of No 11? Carrington Road, thence northwards,
to the southeastern corner

of said property, thence westwards along the

southern boundary of No 11? Carrington Road and in prolongation thereof to
the rear boundary of No 18V Chairborough Road, thence southwards along the
rear boundaries of Nos 18?- to 191 said road to the southernmost

corner of

the last mentioned property, thence southwards in a straight line to the
eastern boundary of blocks of flats numbered 193 to 2^5 Chairborough Road,,
thence southwestwards along said boundary to a point opposite the northeastern boundary of the Jolly Bodger public houseflthence northwestwards in astraight line to the southeastern boundary of said public house, thence
southwestwards and westwards along said boundary and the southern boundary
of said public house to the point of commencement.

:

6

CEESSEX ANDFROGflOOR WARD
Commencing at a point where the eastern boundary of Booker and Castlefield
Ward meets the northern boundary of Great Marlow CP, thence northwestwards and
generally northeastwards along said ward boundary and the eastern boundary of
Oakridge and Tinkers Wood Ward to the southern boundary of Hughenden CP,
thence eastwards along said southern boundary to the road known as White Hill,
thence generally southwards along said road, Hughenden Road and the road known
as Temple End to the railway, thence southeastwards along said railway to
Priory Road, thence generally, southwards along said road, Church Street and
the road known as Paul's Row to and westwards along the unnamed road west of
The Angel public house, to the subway from said road to Lily's Walk, thence
southwestwards along said subway to Abbey Way, thence southwards along said
way to the roundabout junction with Queen Alexandra Road, Marlow Hill and
Queen Victoria Road, thence, southwestwards and southeastwards along the northwestern and southwestern carriageway of said roundabout to the road known as
Marlow Hill, thence southwestwards along said road and the motorway link
(A*tC4) to the northern boundary of Little Marlow CP, thence generally westwards along said boundary and the northern boundary of Great Marlow CP to '
the point of commencement.

GREEN HILL AND TOTTERIDGE WARD

Commencing at a point where the eastern boundary of Cressex and Prograoor
Ward meets the railway in Priory Road, thence northwestwards, and northwards
along said eastern boundary to the southern boundary of Hughenden CP, thence
generally eastwards along said southern boundary and generally southwards
along the western boundary of Chepping Wycombe CP to Totteridge Lane, thencesouthwestwards along said lane and Totteridge Road to a point opposite the '•'
eastern boundary of No 2^3 Totteridge Road, thence northwards to and along
said boundary and westwards along the rear boundary of said property and
northwards along the eastern boundary of No 11 Elora Road to the said road,
thence westwards along said road to the southern boundary of No 6 Elora Road,
thence southwards and westwards along said boundary and generally northwards

along the western boundary of said property and the rear boundaries of Nos 1*f
to 20 Uplands Close the western boundary of the allotment gardens in Uplands
Close and continuing along the western boundary of No 1 South Drive to the
said drive, thence northwestwards along said drive to a point opposite the
eastern boundary of No 6 South Drive, thence northeastwards to and along said
boundary and the rear boundaries of Nos 1? to 23 The Crescent to the rear
boundary of No 29 New Drive,, thence eastwards along said boundary to the
eastern boundary of said property and northeastwards along said eastern
boundary to New Drive, thence northwestwards along said drive to a point
opposite the western boundary of No 26 New Drive, thence northeastwards to
and along said boundary and the eastern boundaries of Nos 26 to 3^ West Drive
and continuing along the eastern boundary of No 19 North Drive to said drive,
thence eastwards along said drive to a point opposite the western boundary
of No" 18 North Drive, thence northeastwards along said boundary to the rear
boundary of No 61 Totteridge Drive, thence westwards along the rear boundaries
of Nos 61 to 81 Totteridge Drive and northeastwards along .the western boundary
of No 81, crossing Totteridge Drive and continuing along the western boundary
of No 86 Totteridge Drive to the rear boundary of No *f Hobart Close, thence
generally southeastwards along the rear boundaries of Nos k to 12 Hobart Close
and Nos 55 to ^3 Walton Drive, thence northwards along the eastern boundary
of No kj> said drive crossing Walton Drive and continuing along the rear boundaries of Nos 1 to 1? The Quadrant to the rear boundary of No 9 Walton Close,
thence northwestwards along the rear boundaries of Nos 9 to 1 Walton Close and
Nos 52 to 136 Walton Drive to the western boundary of the last mentioned
property, thence southwestwards along said boundary to Walton Drive, thence
northwestwards along said drive to a point opposite the rear boundary of No 1
Chippendale Close, thence southwestwards to and along the rear boundaries of
Nos 1 to 41 Chippendale Close and the eastern boundary of No ^8 said close and
westwards and northwards along the rear boundaries of Nos kS to 22 Chippendale
Close to the southern boundary of No 86 Arnison Avenue, thence northwestwards
along said boundary to Arnison Avenue, thence southwestwards along said avenue
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to Sheraton Drive, thence westwards and southwestwards along said drive to
a point opposite the northern boundary of No 1 Sheraton Drive, thence
eastwards to and along said boundary to the rear boundary of No 75 Arnison
Avenue, thence generally southwestwards along the rear boundaries of Nos
75 to *f1 Arnison Avenue and Nos 93 to 45 Mayhew Crescent and in prolongation
thereof to the rear boundary of.No 15 Terry Road, thence generally eastwards
and southwards along the rear and eastern boundaries of said property and
the eastern boundary of No 17 Terry Road and continuing along the eastern
side of Bellamy Road to the southern boundary of No 3^ Adam Close, thence
southwestwards in a straight line to the easternmost corner of No 10
Pretoria Road, thence generally southwards along the western boundary of
Lucas Wood to Lucas Road, thence northwestwards along said road and Shrubbery Rd
to Benjamins Footpath, thence "southwestwards along said footpath crossing Priory
Road to a road known as The Greenway, thence southwestwards along said road
and in continuation thereof to the railway, thence northwestwards along the
said railway to the point of commencement.

BOWERDEAN AND DAWS HILL WARD
Commencing at a point where the eastern boundary of Cressex and Progmoor
Ward meets the northern boundary of Little Marlow CP, thence northeastwards
along said eastern boundary to the southern boundary of Green Hill and
Totteridge Ward, thence southeastwards, generally northeastwards and southwards along said southern boundary to the path running from the junction of
Wingate Avenue and Totteridge Road to the unnamed road running to the west
of the Furniture Factory, thence southwestwards along said path and continuing along said unnamed road-to the railway, thence northwestwards along said
railway to the pedestrian subway linking Duke Street with Station Road,
thence southeastwards along said road to Saffron Road, thence southwestwards
along said road and the path linking said road to Easton Street to" Nat Grid
Ref SU 8709092765 being a point in Easton Street, thence southwestwards in a
straight line to Nat Grid Ref -SU 8672891721 being a point on the western

boundary of High Wycombe Air Station, thence continuing southwestwards along
said boundary to Daws Hill Lane, thence southeastwards along said lane to the
northern boundary of Little Marlow CP, thence southwestwards and following said
northern boundary to the point of commencement.

KEEP HILL AND HICKS FARM WARD

• "•'

Commencing at a point where the eastern boundary of Bowerdean and Daws Hill
Ward meets the northern boundary of Little Marlow CP, thence generally northeastwards along said.eastern boundary to the southern boundary''of"Green Hill
and Totteridge Ward, thence northeastwards along said southern boundary and
northeastwards and southeastwards along the western boundary of Chepping
Wycombe CP to the western boundary of Hangingcroft Wood, thence generally
southeastwards and southwestwards along said western boundary, thence southwestwards in-a straight line 'to- the easternmost corner of No 15 Welles Road,
thence southwestwards along the rear boundaries of Nos 15 to'2 Welles -Road,
•i
•
•
i
thence southwestwards in a straight line to the easternmost corner of No 48
Gayhurst Road, thence generally northwestwards along the rear boundary of No 48
Gayhurst Road, thence southwestwards along the northern boundary of No 48
Gayhurst Road, crossing said road to and continuing along the northern
boundary of No 59 Gayhurst Road, thence southeastwards along the rear boundaries of Nos 59 to 49 Gayhurst Road, thence southwestwards along the rear
boundaries of Nos 5 to 1 Colne Road and in prolongation thereof 'to the rear
boundary of No 106 Hicks Farm Rise, thence generally southeastwards along
the rear boundaries of Nos 106 to 56 Hicks Farm Rise, thence southeastwards
along the eastern boundary of No 56 Hicks Farm Rise to the road known as
Hicks Farm Rise, thence southeastwards along said road to a point in prolongation northeastwards of the southern boundary of No 29 said rise, thence
westwards along said prolongation and said southern boundary to the rear
boundary of No 2 Misbourne Avenue, thence southwestwards along the rear
boundaries of Nos 2 to 6 said avenue, thence southeastwards along the. southern
boundary of No 6 said avenue to a point opposite the rear boundary of No 10
Misbourne Avenue, thence generally southwestwards to and along the rear

10

boundaries of Nos 10 to 48 said avenue, thence due westwards to the footpath
at the rear of No ?1 Hennerton Way, thence generally southwest wards along ••
said path to a point opposite the southern boundary of No ^OHennerton Way,
thence to and along said boundary to the road known as HennertonWay thence .
generally south-westwards along said way to St Hugh's Avenue, thence generally
southeastwards along said avenue to a point opposite the northwestern boundary
of No 33 said avenue, thence southwestwards to and along said boundary and in
prolongation thereof to the railway, thence southeastwards along the railway
to a point opposite the eastern boundary of No 99 Guinions Road, thence
southwards to and along said boundary crossing Guinions Road to and along the
eastern boundary of No 96 said road, thence eastwards along the southern
boundary of No 1 Micklefield Road to Micklefield Road, thence generally southwards along said road to London Road thence northwestwards along said road to
i
a point opposite the eastern boundary of Gregory's Garage, thence southwestwards
to and along said boundary and in prolongation thereof to the River Wye, thence
- generally westwards along said river to the dismantled railway, thence southeastwards along said dismantled railway to Bassetsbury Lane, thence northwestwards along said lane to a point opposite the eastern boundary of the property
known as The Elms, thence southwestwards to and along said boundary and northwestwards along the rear boundaries of the properties to the south of Bassetsbury
Lane to and along the rear boundary of the property known as Avallon in said
lane, continuing along the southern boundary of the property known as The Trees
thence northwestwards along said boundary and in prolongation thereof to the
eastern boundary of No 33 Lime Avenue, thence southwestwards'along said eastern
boundary and continuing southwestwards ina straight line to and southwestwards
along the eastern boundary of No 42 Lime Avenue and southwestwards and westwards
along the rear boundaries of Nos 88 to 36 Keep Hill Drive, thence southwestwards in a straight line to the northwestern corner of parcel No 3^58 on 051:2500
plan SU 86/8791 Edition of 1973i thence southwestwards along the northwestern
boundary of said parcel to the northern boundary of Little Marlow CP, thence
generally northwestwards and southwestwards following said northern boundary to
the point of commencement.
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MARSH AND MICKLEFIELD WARD
Commencing at a point where the eastern boundary of Keep Hill and Hicks Farm
Ward meets the northern boundary* of Little Marlow CP, thence generally northeastwards along the said eastern boundary to the western boundary of Chepping
Wycombe CP, thence southeastwards, southwards and generally westwards along
the said western boundary and continuing generally northwestwards along the
northern .boundary of Little Marlow CP to the point of commencement.

BLEDLOW-CTJM-SAUNDERTON WARD
The parishes of Bledlow-cum-Saunderton
Radnage

BOURNE END-CUM-HEDSOR WARD
The parish of Hedsor
and the Bourne End Ward of the parish of Wooburn.

DOWNLEY WARD
The Downley Ward of the parish of West Wycombe Rural (Det).

FLACKWELL HEATH WARD
The Flackwell Heath Ward of the parish of Chepping Wycombe.

GREAT MARLOW WARD
The Bovington Green Ward and the Great Marlow with Booker Ward of the parish
of Great Marlow
The Danesfield .Ward of the parish of Medmenham.
HAMBLEDEN VALLEY WARD
The parishes ofFawley
Hambledon
Turville
and the Medmenham Village Ward of the parish of Medmenham.

HAZLEMERE NORTH WAED
The Hazlemere Ward of the parish of Hughendon,

HAZLEMERE SOUTH WARD
The Hazlemere Ward of the parish of Chepping Wycombe.

HUGHENDEN VALLEY WARD
The Hughenden Valley Ward of the parish of Hughenden.

IKNIELD WARD
The parishes of Ellesborough'
Great and Little Kimble
Longwick-cum-Ilmer

KINGSpLL WARD
The Kingshill Ward of the parish of Hughenden,

LACEY GREEN AND HAMPDEN WARD
The parishes of Great and Little Hampden
Lacey Green

LANE END AND PIDDINGTON WARD
The parish of Fingest and Lane End,
and the Piddington Ward of.the parish of West Wycombe Rural,

LITTLE MARLOW WARD
The- parish of Little Marlow.

LOUDWATER WARD
The Loudwater Ward of the

parish of Chepping Wycombe.

MARLOW BOTTOM WARD
The Marlow Bottom Ward of the parish of Great Marlow.
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MAKLOW NORTH WARD
The Marlow North Ward of the parish of Marlow.

MARLOW SOUTH WARD
The Marlow South Ward of the parish of Marlow.

NAPHILL-CUM-BRADENHAM WARD
The parish of Bradenham
and the Naphill Ward-of the parish of Hughenden.

PRINCES RISBOROUGH WARD
The parish of Princes Risborough.

STOKENCHURCH WARD •
The parishes of Ibstone
S-tokenchurch

THE WOOBURNS WARD
The Wooburn Green and the Wooburn Town Wards of the parish of Wooburn.

TYLERS GREEN WARD
The Tylers Green Ward of the parish of Chepping Wycombe.

