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To the Ht Hon Roy Jenkins, MP
Secretary of State for the Home Department

PROPOSALS FOR FUTURE ELECTORAL ARRANGEMENTS FOR THE
SWALE DISTRICT IN THE COUNTY OF KENT

1.

We, the Local Government Boundary Commission for England, having carried out

our initial review of the electoral arrangements for the Swale district, in
accordance with the requirements of section 65 of, and Schedule 9 to, the Local
Government Act 1972, present our proposals for the future electoral arrangements
'i

for that district.

2.

In accordance with the procedure prescribed in section 60(1) and (2) of the

1972 Act, notice was given on 10 June 1974 that we were to undertake this review.
This was incorporated in a consultation letter addressed to Swale

District Council,

copies of which were circulated to Kent County Council, Parish Councils and
Parish Meetings in the district, the ^ember of Parliament for the constituency
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,

5»

Swale District Council were invited to prepare a draft scheme of represen-

tation for our consideration.

When doing so, they were asked to observe the

rules }.aid down in Schedule 11 to the Local Government Act 1972, and the guidelines which we 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 vith
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.

*t.

In accordance with section VfcXb) of

tne

Local Government Act 1972, the Council

have exercised an option for a system of elections by thirds.

5»

On the £8 November 197^» Swale District Council presented their draft scheme

of representation. They proposed to divide the area of the district into 25 wards,
each returning
6.

1, 2 or 3 members, to form a council of 50 members.

We considered the draft scheme submitted by the Council, together with

comments which had been made upon it, some of which proposed an alternative scheme
for the wards in the Isle of Sheppey area,

Vte noted that the draft scheme complied

with the rules in Schedule 11 to the Local Government Act 1972 and our own guidelines, and we considered that it provided a generally satisfactory basis of
representation for the district.

We carefully considered all the comments and

the alternative scheme for the Isle of Sheppey.

We decided to propose only one

modification to the draft scheme, that the parishes of ^are and Luddenham should
be transferred from the proposed Davington Priory ward (where they were grouped
with a port of the successor parish of Faversham) to the proposed Teynham and
Lynsted ward (a group of rural parishes).

We proposed that the two wards, as

so altered, should each continue to be represented by 2 councillors. After
consulting Ordnance Survey, we also proposed several minor boundary alterations.
We then formulated our draft proposals accordingly.

7.

On 26 March 1975» «e issued our draft proposals and these were sent to all who

had received our consultation letter or had commented on the Council's draft scheme.
The Council were asked to make these draft proposals, and the accompanying maps
w:dch defined the proposed 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 members of the public and
interested bodies.

We asked that any comments should reach us by 15 May 1975*

8.

Representations against the draft proposals were submitted by a Town Council,

3 ^arish Councils, an Association representing the parishes in the district, a
minority group of councillors who had previously submitted an alternative scheme
for the Isle of Sheppey, and others with local interests.

The majority of these

representations reiterated comments made at the previous stage of the review,
the main exception to this being the submission of ah alternative scheme for the
"parished" area.

9.

In view of these comments we considered 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, you appointed Mr R E-Millard, CDE as an
Assistant Commissioner to hold a local meeting and report to us.

10.

Notice.- of the local meeting was sent to all who had received our draft

proposals or had commented on them, and was published locally.

11*

The Assistant Commissioner held the meeting at the Council's offices in

^ittingbourne on 22 October 1975 and visited the areas which were the subject of
comment.

12.

A copy of his report is attached at Schedule 1.

In the light of the diecussion at the meeting and of his inspection of the

area, the Assistant Commissioner recommended a number of changes to the draft
proposals and a reduction in the total membership of the council from 50 councillors
to 49.

Details of his recommendations are given in paragraphs 32, 52, 59» &9, 77,

8O and 83 of the report at Schedule 1.

'}j>.

We considered again our draft proposals in the light of the comments which

we had received and of the Assistant Commissioner's Report.

We noted that the

modified scheme recommended by the Assistant Commissioner provided a generally
satisfactory standard of representation and that it went some way to meeting local
wishes.

We therefore decided to modify our draft proposals as recommended by the

Assistant Commissioner,

We formulatod our final proposals accordingly.

1*1.

Details of these final proposals are :;et out in Schedules 2 and 3 to this

report and on the attached maps.

Schedule 2 gives the names of the wards and the

number of councillors to be returned by each and Schedule 3 shows the proposed
order of retirement of councillors.

The boundaries of the new wards are defined

on the attached maps.

PUBLICATION
1%

In accordance with Section 6o(5)(b) of the Local Government Act 1972 a copy of

this report and a copy of the maps are being sent to Swale District Council and
will bo available for public inspection at the Council's main offices.

Copies of

this.; report arc also beinj-; sent to those who received the consultation letter and to
those who made comments.

A detailed description of the boundaries of the proposed,

wards a:; defined on the maps is net out in Schedule k to this report.
L.S.

Signed
KDMUHI) COMPTON (CHAIKMAN)

JOHN M KANKIN

(DLPUTY CHAIKMAN)

DIANA ALBlMAJtLE
T C BENFIliXD

AMDHEW WHEATLEY

DAVID It S;-:iTlI (Secretary)
18 December 1975

SCHEDULE 1
To the Local Government
Boundary Commission
for England.

Review(of Electoral Arrangements
in Swale District of Kent.

Report of the Assistant
1.

Commissioner.

GENERAL
I have to report that on the 22nd October, 1975, I held the

local meeting to hear representations about the Commission's
draft proposals for the electoral arrangements in the Swale
District of Kent.

The meeting took place at the District Council's

offices at Sittingbourne.
2.

.

t

The names and addresses of those who attended the meeting, and

particulars of the interests they represented, are set out in
Appendix 1 to this report.
3.

The Commission1s draft proposals are set out in Appendix 2,

with the detailed ward boundaries in Annex A, and the order of
retirement of councillors in Annex B, to this Appendix.
4.

The Commission1s draft proposals were identical to the District

Council's draft scheme, except for the transfer of the parishes
of Oare and Luddenham from the proposed Davington Priory ward of
Faversham to the proposed Teynham and Lynsted ward and for some
minor boundary adjustments made after consultation with the
Ordnance Survey.
5-

The District Council made no comment on the Commission's draft

proposals.

However, the draft proposals evoked a number of

representations from other bodies and persons and one of. these,
from the Swale District Committee of the Kent Association* of
Parish Councils, was sweeping.

Unfortunately this important

representation was not received by the Commission until after
they had formulated their draft proposals and no earlier
representation had been sent by the Association to the District
Council.

I was told by the Association1s representative, who

was also the chairman of a parish council, that they had
received no -notification of any. stage of the review and that
his parish council had not either.

One other chairman of a

parish council complained that his council had also received
no notification of the earlier stages of the review, and, like
the Association, first learned of the review through press
1

reports of discussions by the District Council of the
Commissions draft proposals.

I was satisfied that official

notices had been inserted in the press and posted round the
district but many people do not see or read such notices, and
the Commission may wish to consider the adequacy of their
arrangements for notifying parish councils.
6.

'
In almost every case those who had submitted written

representations appeared at the hearing.

I therefore refer

primarily to what was said at the hearing, except where those
making the representation did not appear.

i
7-

A number of the representations highlighted an important,

but obviously unavoidable weakness in the timing of reviews,
namely that the review of district electoral arrangements
precedes that of the parishes:

in the majority of cases this

does not matter greatly, as it will be possible to alter the
boundaries of parishes, or to amalgamate them, without
disturbing the outer boundaries of the electoral area in which
they lie.

In Swale District, however, there are several

instances, notably round Sittingbourne and Faversham and in
two other cases, where any decision now about the boundaries

of electoral divisions is not only unsatisfactory but is likely
to be changed when the parish boundaries are reviewed.

I refer

later to certain specific instances of this.
8.

The District Council were very concerned about the practical

effects in relation to the 1976 elections of any substantial delay
in the issuing of the Commission1s final recommendations and the
Home Secretary's decision on them.

While I made it clear that

problems of timing could not affect the substance of any
recommendations I might make, I undertook to inform the Commission
of the Council's concern that they should have an early decision
in order that they would be able to make any necessary
re-arrangement of the February 1976 register in time for the
elections in May.
9-

POPULATION PROJECTIONS
The Commission's letter to the District Council of 15th

September, 1975? indicated that I was to examine in more detail
the likely growth in the electorate of the District by 1979-80,
particularly in the urban area of Sittingbourne.

I wa's greatly

helped in this examination by evidence from Mr. R.J. Harman,
Principal Planning Officer (Forward Planning) to the District
Council.

Mr. Barman gave the latest estimates of the 1979

electorates for all the proposed wards;

not surprisingly, in view

ol" the present state of housebuilding nationally, these showed
some quite substantial variations from the earlier estimates,
especially in the growth areas.

While the revised figures tended

generally to be.lower, there were some increases and of course,
many which showed no material variation.

I refer later to those

cases where the changes were significant.
10.

ISLE OF SHEPPEY
The proposals for the re-warding of the Isle of Sheppey

presented perhaps the most difficult of the issues which arose
at the hearing, and occupied the longest time.

Although a

substantial majority of the members of the District Council
supported the draft scheme for this area, which was adopted by
the Commission, subject to some minor boundary changes, in their
draft proposals, the Council also submitted to the Commission an
i

alternative scheme which was put forward by a minority of their
!

members.
11.

Comparison of the two schemes in detail would be a complex

matter but in the light of the discussion at the hearing, it is
possible to reduce the issues and my recommendations on them,
to fairly simple terms.

Both schemes provide for 6 electoral

areas on the island, in place of the present 53 and for a total
of 15 members to represent the area.

There are, however,

marked differences in the proposed boundaries and some
differences in the distribution of members between wards.
12.

The statistics of the two schemes, as supplied by the

Commission, are as follows:
COMMISSION'S DRAFT PROPOSALS

WARD

No of
Cllrs

1979
Electorate
Entitlement

b4lbVM^-v^^»

EASTERN

2

3455

1.90

MINSTER CLIFFS

2

3314

1-83.

QUEENBOROUGH AND HALFWAY

3

5733

3-16

SHEERNESS NORTH

2

4050

2.23

SHEERNESS SOUTH

3

5269

2.90

SHEPPEY CENTRAL

3

5008

2.75

15

26829

14.77

ALTERNATIVE SCHEME
No. of
Cllrs.

WARD

1979
Electorate

Entitlement

EASTERN

2

3350

1,84

SHEPPEY CENTRAL

2

3489

1.91

' 3

5380

2.96

SHEERNESS WEST

3

5224

2.8?

SHEERNESS EAST

2

4102

2.26

MINSTER CLIFFS

••»
j

5284

2.90

26829

14-74

QUEENBOROUGH AND HALFWAY

15

13- " The approximate boundaries of the wards under the alternative
scheme are shown on the attached plan, marked Appendix 3,' submitted
by Councillor Alec S. Mayne, the spokesman for the minority view,
with his written
14.

representations.

The alternative scheme provides, in the first place, for two

warcfe of Sheerness East and Sheerness West, rather than Sheerness
North and South : in each case, however, the two combined cover
almost precisely the same area.

The fundamental difference between

the two schemes is that, whereas the boundary between Sheerness North
and South in the Commission's draft proposals runs through the urban
area along minor streets, and the backs of houses in some of them,
the alternative uses the centres of the High Street and the Broadway
as the boundary between Sheerness East and West,

On this basis,

Sheernews East would be a compact, almost purely urban, ward returning
only 2 members, as against 3 for the geographically much larger
Sheerness West.
15-

i

The second main feature of the alternative is a considerably

larger Minster Cliffs ward, not greatly dissimilar to the present one,
bounded on the South by the Minster Road instead of a line running
through the Breakneck Hill open space : on the West the boundary would
run down Halfway Road to its junction with Minster Road.

This Western

boundary, and that of the proposed Central ward, raise particular problems
to which I refer later.

The Eastern boundary differs only slightly from

the Commissions proposals.
16.

Lastly, the alternative scheme provides for a geographically much

larger Sheppey Central ward but with a smaller population and returning
only 2, instead of 3» members.

m

Its Northern boundary would run along

Minster Road, Mill Hill and Chequers Hill, whence the Eastern boundary
strikes South to the Swale following largely natural features.

The

Western boundary would run from the houses below Halfway Junction across
open country to Cowstead Farm junction on Lower Road and then follow the
Commission's Queenborbugh and Halfway ward boundary South-west.
17-

In advancing the alternative scheme, Councillor Mayne stressed that

this scheme conformed much more than the District Council's draft scheme,
and the Commission's proposals, to the latter's guidelines as to using
main roads and other major features as ward boundaries.

He was particularly,

averse to the section of boundary between Minster Cliffs and Sheppey
wards which followed the footpath around Ripley Farm and considered that
his proposed boundary coming down to the Halfway Houses junction and then
along Minster Road was much preferable.

He was also strongly opposed to

the proposed boundary between Sheerness; North and Sheerness South in the
built up area and contended that High Street and Broadway, as proposed
in the alternative, was a far better boundary.
18.

Councillor Shrive, who spoke on behalf of the District Council in

support of their draft scheme and the Commission's draft proposals, made

»
a number of points which may be summarised as follows:(1)

The Council's draft scheme, which was adopted by the Commission,
was the outcome of long deliberations in an effort to reach general
agreement and was supported by a large majority of the Council.
They had attempted to solicit local opinion also but, apart from a
few comments, the subject had encountered massive indifference.

(2)

If Councillor. Mayne's argument in favour of main roads and

similar features as ward boundaries were accepted, it
should be followed consistently and this was .not entirely
the case with the alternative scheme.
(3)

There was a strong argument for keeping the old boundary
through minor streets, which was proposed in the District
Council!s scheme : this boundary had existed since 1968 :
it had worked well and was well recognised.

The

amalgamation of old wards in 1972 was designed to produce
a sensible cross-section of the town : using High Street
as a boundary would split the town

into two distinct

camps, which was socially undesirable.

(Councillor Mayne

intervened to point out that from 1968 to 1972 there were
four wards in the town, and High Street was then one of
the boundaries between wards.).
(4)

The boundary between Minster . Cliffs and Central wards in
the District Council1s and Commission's proposals is a
satisfactory dividing line but the areas so divided by
the open space could have been put together if other
considerations justified it.

(5)

One of the principal objections to the alternative scheme
was that it would split the community of Halfway which
was close-knit and clearly identifiable : Queensborough
and Halfway had been together since 1972 and the area
of development including Banner Walk and Admiral's Way
should be brought into the same ward as it formed part
of the Halfway comnmnity.

19 -

Councillor E.J.K. Cordell, a member of the District Council,

said that he had lived in Halfway for 20 years.

It was in every

sense a self-contained community, with its own church, shopping
centre and social clubs.

The alternative scheme would split this

community between the three proposed electorial divisions of Minster
Cliffs, Central and Queenborough & Halfway.
20.

Councillor Mayne. conceded that Halfway was a community.

21.

The revised projections of the 1979/80 electorate given by Mr.

Harman showed relatively minor variations from the original figures in
the Isle of Sheppey : there were reductions varying from 15 to 300 in
four wards, and increases of 30 and 200 in the other two.

These variations

are clearly immaterial in considering the rival schemes.
22.

I visited the Isle of Sheppey and paid particular attention to the

contentious

sections of the respective ward boundaries in the Commissions

draft proposals and the alternative scheme.

I was struck by the

basically unsatisfactory nature of thesection of the boundary between
the proposed North and South wards which runs from the sea south-westward
to High Street.

It was equally clear that High Street and Broadway

would make a good boundary, according With the Commission's guidelines.
23•

I refer later to the problems of Halfway which I also inspected.

24-

Likewise, the Southern boundary of the proposed Minster Cliffs ward

following the footpath round Ripley Hill Farm and on through the open
space can hardly be described as ideal or as according with the guidelines.
On the other hand Minster Road would be a good boundary.
25-

The suggested ward boundaries in the alternative scheme, where they

diJ.Ter t.'rofo those in the Commission's draft proposals, accord much more
closely with the guidelines except in two major instances.

The first of

these is the section of the western boundary of the Central ward which
runs across open fields northwards from Cowstead Farm to the houses below
Halfway cross-roads, and the second is parts of the section of the eastern
boundary of this ward southwards from Chequers Road to Windmill Creek.

26.

One other aspect of the geographical features of the

Commission's

draft proposals for the Island which deserves comment is the very
large size of the proposed Eastern ward.

It is of over 8 miles

from end to end, which seems very large for a district ward :
admittedly the southern part is very thinly populated., but even
some of the more populous sections in the north of the ward are
as much as five miles apart.

i
27*

Conclusions and Recommendations
I was impressed with the great care and thought which had

been devoted to evolving both the District Council's draft scheme
(now the Commission's

draft proposals) and the alternative scheme.
me
The arguments for each which were advanced before/were substantial.
The fact that the District Council also sent the alternative scheme
to the Commission showed that they did not regard it as being
entirely without merit, although they preferred their own.

As

the statistics set out in paragraph 12 show, there is little to
choose numerically between the two proposals and the issue depends
on which would produce the most satisfactory boundaries, having
regard both to physical features and to the other factors raised
in the discussion.
28.

Two matters raised were most material.

The first was the

argument of the District Council that it was undesirable to split
the community1 of Halfway between three wards, as would occur under
the alternative scheme.

I entirely accept this argument and,

therefore, reject the case for that section of the

alternative

scheme's boundary between Cowstead Farm and Halfway cross roads,/
(^
It would however be possible and practicable to overcome this
difficulty by adopting as the eastern boundary of Queenborough and
Halfway ward the line shown on the Commission's draft proposals
running from Power Station Road south-eastward and then southwards
to Lower Road at the junction with Parish Road.

This would then

leave the Commission's boundaries for gueenborough and Halfway untouched, with an electorate of 5733 on.the Commission,'s figures or
5428 on Mr. Harman's latest" projection.

I return later to the effect

on the electorate for the alternative scheme's Minster Cliffs and
Central wards.
29.

The other important issue raised in the discussion was that the

alternative scheme's use of High Street as a boundary would produce a
social division of the town.

It was not apparent on a purely visual

inspection that this would be so to any marked extent, and in any case
i
it seems to me questionable whether this is a strong argument against
i
an otherwise desirable boundary : there must be many cases where ward
boundaries do divide areas of different types.
30.

In the light of the foregoing considerations, I have come to the

conclusion that the alternative scheme, subject to the amendment of
the boundary to leave Halfway undivided, would produce a better pattern
of ward boundaries than the Commission's draft proposals and would
incidentally reduce the Eastern ward to more manageable proportions
for the members representing it.

I have no precise figures to show

the effect of the Halfway amendment on the electorates and the
entitlements of the altered Minster Cliffs and Central wards, but,
taking the Commission's figures in paragraph 12, it will be seen
that the two wards would lose to Queenborough arid Halfway ward some
350 electors, and probably rather less on Mr. Harman*s revised
projections.

This loss would be divided between the two wards and

would seem most unlikely to reduce either below the permitted variation
in ent it 1 ement.

31.

The alternative scheme as submitted by the District Council to the
:

Commission, gave a description of the proposed Sheerness West ward
which indicated that the southern boundary ran along the canal banks

westward : the plan submitted by Councillor Mayne shows a more
southerly line.

As I have already indicated, I have assumed that

Sheerness East and West are merely 'a re-arrangement of the internal
boundaries within the outer confines of the Commissions North and
South wards.

Similarly, I regard it as desirable to adopt the

Commission's proposed eastern boundary of Minster Cliffs ward from
the sea to the point where it meets the boundary of their proposed
Central ward.
32.

I accordingly recommend that :( l)

There should be substituted for the Commission' s
proposed Sheerness North and South wards two wards to
be known as Sheerness East and Sheerness West, returning
respectively 2 and 3 .councillors, divided by a line running
up the centre of High Street and then down the centre of
Broadway to the sea by the Catholic church, the outer
boundaries of the two wards being the same as those of the
Commission ' s proposed North and South wards, and generally
as indicated on the plan marked Appendix 3«

(2)

The Commission's proposed Queenborough and Half way /should
remain unaltered.

(3)

The proposed Minster Cliffs ward should be extended southward
to a line running along the centre of Minster Road and High
Street, Minster, joining the boundary of the Commission1 s
proposed Minster Cliffs ward in Chapel Street, proceeding
thence on that boundary eastward and then northward to the
sea, and should return 3 councillors.

(4)

The Central Ward should adjoin the eastern boundary of the
proposed Queenborough and Halfway ward, the southern boundary
of Minster Cliffs ward, as described in the preceding

paragraph, and then follow a boundary eastward and southward
as shown on the map.

Appendix 3, this revised Central ward

returning 2 councillors.
33-

THE RURAL PARISHES

The Swale Area Committee of the Kent Association of Parish Councils
\
put forward sweeping representations for the re-arrangement of the wards
comprising rural parishes and, consequentially, for the re-warding of
Sittingbourne.

As I have already mentioned in paragraph 5> the

Associations written representations were not received by the Commission
until after the latter had formulated their draft proposals and had
not previously been made known to the District Council.
34-

The underlying philosophy of the Associatiorfs representations was

the desire to ensure that all rural parishes should be represented as
such on the District Council.

As their Chairman, who appeared before me,

put it, the Committee"was motivated solely by a desire to ensure that the
representation of the rural area continued in the care of councillors who
were part of and understood the needs and aspirations of the village
communities."

The Chairman went on to say that the existing warding

arrangements of the District provided only 12 councillors elected by
the rural areas out of a total Council of 5P and 'that the Commission's
proposals would reduce still further the rural voice by mixing small
rural parishes with large urban wards;

he contended that this would

result in the candidates for these wards being chosen from the urban
areas and that, in a contest, the urban vote would swamp the rural.

The

Association also felt that the current re-warding proposals should leave
undisturbed, as far as possible, the wards created only two and a half
years ago.
.35-

The Association accepted that the adoption of their proposals would

upset the Commission's draft proposals for the re-warding of Sittingbourne
and accordingly felt it their duty to put forward alternative proposals for
Sittingbourne, which they did. I refer later to these alternative proposals

which were put forward for the first time at the hearing.
36.

The effect of the Associations proposals for the rural parishes

woulds they said, be to provide for only 11 councillors to represent
them in place of the present 12; there would be 10 rural wards of
which 9 would elect 1 Councillor each and the tenth 2;

6 of the

- present Wards would remain undisturbed.
37-

The Association1s proposals for the rural parishes were set

out in detail in their written representations and, for Sittingbourne,
in a paper submitted at the hearing.

Comparison of these proposals

as a whole with the Commission1s draft proposals is difficult for a
variety of reasons but especially as only 1974 electorates are
available for their Sittingbourne proposals.

Rather, therefore,

than attempting to deal with the Association1s scheme comprehensively,
it will be simpler and clearer to deal with their proposals empirically,
concentrating on the parishes, where the particular issue of combining
urban and rural electorates arises, and on their proposals for
Sittingbourne.

This will lead to some general conclusions, but,

in addition, some of the Association's proposals are directly related
to representations from other bodies and persons and will best be
considered in detail with those
38.

representations.

The Association were particularly concerned with the situation

on the outskirts of Sittingbourne in relation to the parishes of
Tunstall, Bobbing and, to a lesser extent, Borden,

They pointed

out that the electorate of Tunstall parish, which they estimated
at 595 in 1979, would be swamped by the urban population if it were
attached, as the Commission propose, to the Woodstock ward with a
1979 electorate estimated at over 5a 000.

The corresponding figures

for Bobbing were a parish electorate of 1462 becoming part of the
r.rove ward with a 1979 estimated electorate of nearly 6000.

The

Borden situation was not so serious but some urban development had

been added, to a rural parish.
39.

.

The District Council, who during.this phase of the discussion were

represented by Councillor R.J.Patrick, agreed that. Tunstall and;Bobbing
are basically rural communities, but they stressed that a large proportion
of the electorate in each parish lived in a purely urban extension of
Sittingbourne, forming part of-the unbroken urban area of that town.
In Tunstall this urban fringe comprised no less than 437 of the total

610

in

-

-

'

'

.

electorate of/the parish and in Bobbing 823 out of a total electorate
of 1307-

(These figures do not entirely coincide with those of the
••t
•.
•
.•
•.
Association but are sufficiently similar not to distort the picture).
• • ' . ' , ' ' ' •
.
In the District Council1s view, this substantial urban population had
to be brought within electoral areas of the town for the benefit of
them as urban dwellers. Borden presents a different picture : of the
i
• •
•
present electorate of 1411 only some 50 or 60 lived in the urban fringe :
although there might be an increase in the urban population of 300 or so
by 1979, the situation would remain that the rural electorate would
greatly outnumber the urban.
view.
40.

.

The.Association basically accepted, this
j

.

While the Association did not dispute the District Council's figures,

they contended that even the peripheral urban population of Tunstall and,
Borden looked towards the village centres rather than to Sittingbourne.
For instance, Tunstall Church was the focus for the whole parish including
those living in the urban fringe.
41.

Councillor Patrick went on to stress the care which the District

Council had taken to protect purely rural interests by pointing to the
inclusion in the West Downs ward of the curious tongue of Sittingbourne,
which runs south between the parishes of Tunstall and Rodmersham, and of
the small rural fringe to the parish of Bapchild which is now in
Sittingbburne.

42.

Only two other bodies expressed views in this phase of the

discussion.

The Chairman of the Borden Parish Council favoured

the District Council'.s proposal for her parish, while the
representative of the Bredgar Parish Council favoured the Association's
grouping rather than that of the District Council.
43»

The discussion then turned to the Association1s proposals for

the re-warding of Sittingbourne in the light of their views on
the rural areas.

Basically their proposals involved retaining '

the existing five wards of the town, subject to the transfer of a
\
group of streets from the South ward to the East ward, and the
allocation of an additional councillor (making 4) to the North
ward as the growth of the electorate justified it.
44•

The District Council were emphatic.that.the

Association!s

proposals were impracticable and the negation of the Council's
efforts to produce sensible wards for Sittingbourne.

They

considered that the existing wards had been unsatisfactory

for years,

and their proposals, adopted in the Commission's draft proposals,
were designed to produce an altogether better basis for the warding of
the town.

As to detail, the Association's proposals would produce

an unacceptable four-member Northern Ward and the proposed transfer
of streets from the South to the East wards would result in cutting
off the Longridge Road area from the rest of the ward.
45*

The Association1s proposals also involved severing the parish

of Teynham from the Teynham and Lynsted ward included in the
Commission's draft proposals, and making each a 1 member ward.
Councillor Patrick stressed that this had nothing to do with the
urban fringe problem but that the District Council's proposal,
adopted by the Commission, was based on the close geographical link
between the southern1built up area of Teynham and the northern
built up area of Lynsted, the boundary between which was almost

indistinguishable.

He accepted that there Was a delicate balance
- \
between the two views as to how best to deal with this area but was
i
.
satisfied that the District Council's proposal wa£ the best one.
46.

""--^.

The remaining detailed.representations of the Association .are

closely linked to the representations from other quarters about the
envirtiris of Faversham and about the parish of Selling : I shall return

i

to them under those headings.
47.

I inspected some of the areas referred to in the previous paragraphs.

In particular, I saw that the southern built up area of Teynham and the
northern built up area of Lynsted are closely intermingled on either side
of the road A2.
48.

Conclusions and Recommendations
3j had considerable sympathy for the underlying purport, of the

Association1s views, namely that rural villages should not be joined
with much more populous urban fringes of a town in the same ward.

I

revert to this problem in relation to Faversham later in this report,
but, in relation to Sittingbourne, I accepted the District

Council's

view that what has happened is that the urban development has spilled
over into the .parishes of Tunstall and Bobbing : r-fchis means that a
majority of the electorates of those two parishes really live on the
edge of the continuous built up area of the town.

, I accept that the

Association may well be right in saying that even the urban dwellers in
i
Tunstall look towards the old village centre and the church, but I do
not feel that this is incompatible with them being part of the urban
i
area of Sittingbourne and, therefore, rightly to be joined to it for
electoral purposes.

(Both sides really agreed that the proposed Borden

ward presented no problem).
49-

There is obvious merit in the Association's proposal that the

parish of Teynham should be a single member ward on its own, but there is
also great force in the District Council's view that the

continguous

built up areas on the border with Lynsted make it desirable that
the two parishes should be in the same ward.

On balance, I support

the District Council!s view.
50.

The problems of Tunstall and Bobbing and, in a different way,

that of Teynham

and Lynsted, illustrate the point I made earlier

that it is unfortunate that the parish review did hot precede the
review of electoral arrangements.

The Association did suggest that

some at least of the ward changes should await the parish review,
but this is clearly quite impracticable.

The fact remains that in

these cases, and in others to which I refer later, any new ward
boundaries determined now must be less than
51.

entirely.satisfactory.

If the Commission concur in the conclusions I have reached,

the raison d 1 etre of the Association's proposals for a sweeping
revision of the rural ward boundary proposals disappears^although
I do later make some suggestions for individual changes in other
areas.

It therefore, becomes unecessary to consider in detail the

Association's proposals for largely retaining the existing wards in
Sittingbourne.

I ought, however, to say that I do not regard the

Association's proposals in this respect as in any way a suitable
alternative to the carefully evolved proposals of the District
Council, as adopted by the Commission.

It is quite clear that a

major re-organisations of the Sittingbourne wards is required;
apart from the question of the population forecasts and their
effect on the number of members, which I deal with next, the
Commission's draft proposals appear to be a satisfactory
52.

solution.

I accordingly recommend that there should be no change in the

Commission's draft proposals for the Grove, Woodstock, Borden and
Teynham and Lynsted wards, and that the proposals of the Swale
Area Committee of the Kent Association of Parish Councils for a
different pattern of wards for the rural areas and for Sittingbourne

should not, in general, be adopted.
53.

SITTINGBOURNE

i
I have already indicated that I do not propose to recommend
any change in the new ward boundaries of Sittingbourne set out in
the Commission's draft proposals.

The Commission have, however,

stated that their proposed allocation of councillors to each ward
is based on their view of the forecasts provided of the likely
number of electors in the various wards by 1979/80.

In this context

I was, as I have already stated, asked to examine in more detail
the likely growth in the electorate in the urban area of Sittingbourne
in particular.

I have already referred in broad terms to the

valuable evidence of Mr. Harman on population projections and I will
now examine this in more detail in relation to Sittingbourne.
1
• .1
•
54-

Before doing so, however, I ought to refer to a correction in

the electorate for the proposed Woodstock ward:

the District

Council's draft scheme, which was adopted by the Commission, gave
the estimated electorate for this ward as ^324 in 1979: this
contained a clerical error and the figure should have read _63243
as I was told at the hearing.

The effect of this correction is

that the entitlement of the Woodstock ward* in 1979 is 3-50 and
Mr. Harman did not suggest any significant change in this forecast.
55-

Mr. Harman told me that, on the figures supplied a year or so

a£O, the combined electorates of the Kemsley and Milton Regis
wards were shown as likely to increase by 6000 by 1979~80.
i
Mr. Harman now said that, while the projected development is still
likely to take place by the early 1980's,

by 1979/80 the

total increase in the electorate of the two wards is not likely
to exceed 3000.
56.

Some discussion took place at the hearing as ,to how this

increase would be in practice divided between the Kemsley and
Milton Regis wards.

Mr. Barman and :the other representatives of

the District Council eventually agreed that the electorates in
1979 would be 2055 in the Kemsley ward and 5515 in the Milton
Regis ward.

It will be seen that arithmetically this produces

slightly more than a total increase of 3000 on the electorates
of the two wards which were 730 and 3585 in 1974 but the
difference is marginal and on the right side.
57-

In the context of the figures in the foregoing paragraph the

District Council!s representatives agreed that it would be
sufficient at this stage if the proposed Kemsley ward were
allocated only 1 member, instead of the 2 contemplated in the
Commission's draft proposals.

On the figures given, the

entitlements would be 1.12 for Kemsley and 3.03 for Milton Regis
wards*
58.

Mr, Harman's revised estimates of growth in the remaining

Sittingbourne wards showed no material change from the figures
before the Commission.
59-

Conclusions and Recommendation.
My examination in detail of the revised figures for growth

in the electorate of the proposed new wards in Sittingbourne,
including the correction in the figure for Woodstock ward, led me
to conclude that no change was necessary in the proposed
representation of any ward except Kemsley.

In this case, for the

reasons I have given, I recommend that the representation should
be reduced from 2 to 1 councillor.
60.

FAVERSHAM
The Faversham Town Council, the Faversham Society, Councillor

Harrison, Ospritige Parish Council and M.W. Keller and a number of

fellow petitioners objected to the inclusion of the^parish of Ospringe
in the Watting ward of Faversham: some of these bodies and persons
appeared before me.
61.

The substance of the objection was that the purely rural parish

should not be joined electorally to the urban area of Faversham.

It

was pointed out to me that the actual village of Ospringe is within
the Faversham town boundary, as a result of an earlier boundary review,
and that the present parish of that name was centred on the small village
of Painters Forstal.

Most of the objectors made no suggestion as to

the ward in which the parish of Ospringe should be £ut, but Councillor
Harrison suggested that it should be included in the Teynham and Lynsted
ward.
62.

i
The Association of Parish Councils had also suggested the separation

of the parish of Ospringe from Faversham and proposed that it should go
in with Lynsted and other parishes, though without Teynham, as I have
already mentioned.
63.

*

'

•

Councillor Patrick, for the District Council, said that the argument

for including the parish of Ospringe with Faversham was largely numerical,
and did not strongly oppose the objectors.
64.

.

I inspected the area and saw that the geography strongly supported

the objectors' case.
65-

Conclusions aad Recommen.dation.s.
The strength and number of the objections both from within Faversham

and from the rural area readily convinced me that the parish of Ospringe
should not be included in the Watting ward.

Such a change, however,

raises two problems : first as to whether the Watting ward would then
justify two members and, secondly, as to the ward into which this parish
should be put.

Fortunately the problems are easier of solution in the

light of Mr. Harman's revised projections than would have been so on
the original figures.

66.

Dealing first with the Watting ward, Mr. Harman now estimates

that the electorate of this ward, as proposed by the Commission,
would be 3586 in. 1979, as against the original figure of 3383Ospringe parish has a projected electorate of 390 in 1979 so that its
removal would leave Watting ward with 3196 electors in that year.
This would give an entitlement of 1.76 so that it would still seem
I
justifiable to leave Watting ward with 2 councillors.
67.

Conversely, Mr. Harman1s figure for the Teynham and Lynsted

ward in 1979 has come down to 3835 : the addition of Ospringe!s 390
would give a total of 4225 and an entitlement of 2.32.

This can

perhaps be regarded as just within the acceptable limits for a 2
councillor ward.
68.

These changes would result in Faversham as a whole being

slightly over-represented in 19793 but it may be thought that, in
the light of the altered figures, this would be acceptable.
69.

I accordingly recommend that the parish of Ospringe should be

removed from the Watting ward and added to the Teynham and Lynsted
ward, both wards still returning 2 councillors.
70.

SELLING
Selling Parish Council objected to being grouped with Boughton

under Blean in one ward.

Their representative stressed that there

was strong local feeling about this.

The Parish Council favoured a

grouping with parishes to the west, as at present, or, failing this,
inclusion in the Courtney ward to the east.
71.

Councillor Patrick, on behalf of the District Council, said there

was no real objection to this severance but pointed to the problems
of the size of electorates.
72.

Considerable discussion then ensued as to the population forecasts

Mr. Harman had earlier indicated that his original forecast of a 1979
electorate for the Boughton ward of 2033 had now been reduced to 189*1 :
the removal of Selling, with almost 550 electorate, would bring this down
to less than 1400.

The Selling representatives and others, however, drew

attention to the nearly completed Boughton by-pass and contended that
this would be a great spur to development, as the main A2 traffic would
then be removed from the centre of Boughton :

they contended, and this was

not disputed, that the longer term prospects were of very considerable
further development. Mr. Harman said there were also drainage difficulties
i
but agreed that with the opening of the by-pass, development might well
go ahead faster than his latest estimate and reach his original target of
U79 by 1979-

73.

The Association of Parish Councils had also suggested that Boughton

should be a ward on its own and that Selling should be combined with
parishes to the west.
74.

I inspected the area.

The rural area of Selling is quite clearly

separate and different from the small town of Boughton, and the completion
of the by-pass to the south of Boughton will increase this sense of
severance.

On the other hand, I was also struck by the proximity of the

development in the parish of Dunkirk to that in Boughton : both straddle
the A2 and it is not possible to see any boundary between them on the ground.
75-

Conclusions and Recommendations.
There is no really satisfactory solution to the warding problems in

the Boughton - Selling area in advance of the review of parishes.

When that

occurs it seems probable that parts of Dunkirk will be amalgamated with
lioughton to form a considerably larger parish which would obviously then
Torm a satisfactory ward on its own.

Meanwhile, I consider that on

balance and in the light of. the views expressed to me, including the
.short and long-term prospects of development, Boughton should now become
a separate ward even though it may still be slightly over-represented by
3979.

76.

That leaves the problem of Selling : geographically it would-

clearly best be included in the East Downs ward.

Mr. Harmanfs

estimate for this ward's electorate in 1979 has now been reduced by
50 to 1905 and the addition of Selling would raise this to about
?
2455) giving an entitlement of 1.35/ which would mean some underrepresentation of a geographically large ward.

On the other hand,

the latest estimate of the 1979 electorate for Courtnay has dropped
to 1576 and, on numbers alone, this ward would be the obvious
repositary for Selling.

At the same time this would produce a

very odd shape of ward and in addition,

my impression is that

Selling looks westward^ as their representative indicated.

I,

therefore, conclude that Selling should not be added to the Courtnay
i
ward,
77-

I accordingly recommend that the parish of'Selling should be

detached from the proposed Boughton ward, which should remain a
single member ward on its own, and that Selling should be added to the
East Downs ward.

78.

PARE
The Oare Parish Council and Councillor R.D.F.Harrison had

submitted written representations that the name of Oare should be
added to the title of the Teynham and Lynsted ward.

Neither, however,

appeared before me.
79.

While one can well understand the wishes of the Oare Parish

Council, it would clearly be unwieldly to have the names of more
than two.parishes in the title of a ward, and the fact is that Oare
is smaller than either of the two parishes whose names are given to
the ward.

It is also perhaps important to stress that the parish will

still retain its name and identity for all purposes, except in
respect of the District electoral division.
80*

>
I accordingly make no recommendation for any change in the

name of the Teynham and Lynsted ward.

81.

ORDER OF RETIREMENTS

'

'

-

•

Th'e Faversham Town Council and the Faversham Society both
suggested that the order of retirements shoul'd be amended to provide
for the election of councillors to be held in the same years,
namely years 2 and 3, and that the elections for East Downs and
Iwade and Lower Halston wards should be transferred to the first
year.

The Commission asked me to suggest that, instead, the

Faversham wards should elect their councillors in years 1 and 2 and
that the elections for the Boughton and Courtnay

wards should be

transferred to year 3 to avoid the parish councils in those wards
having- to retire after only 2 years in office,
82.

The Commission1s suggestion was acceptable to the Faversham

Town Council, but Councillor Patrick, for the District Council,
suggested that it would be preferable for the Faversham electionsto be held in alternate years.

He put forward an amendment to the

table of retirements designed to produce this result and also
providing for the Kemsley representation to be reduced to 1.

This

proposal seemed to me to meet all points of view, and was
acceptable to Faversham.
83.

I accordingly recommend that the table setting out the order

of retirements should be amended in the manner indicated in
Appendix 4 to this report.

(Further transpositions will be required

if my recommendations for the Isle of Sheppey are accepted).
84. MISCELLANEOUS
There are a few minor boundary points I should mention.

The

District Council commented that the Commission1s new line at
Highsted appears to follow no natural feature:

this is so on the

key 2-£n map, but not on the 6" map, and some minor rectification of
the former seems desirable.
Secondly, the Commission1s description of part of the boundary

of Sheerness North does not seem to tally with the 6" map in
relation to Medway Road;

it is said to start along Medway Road

but the map appears to show it running at the backs of houses at
this point.

The line on the map is intelligible on the ground,

which I inspected.
Thirdly, I was unable to find on any map the Newland Road
referred to at the beginning of the description of Sheerness North,
which is in any case not easy to follow at this point.

I did not

inspect this particular section on the ground.
Finally I would refer to the County Council's tentative plans
for county electoral divisions.

I was given particulars of these

plans by letter, although the County Council did not appear. There
appeared to be no major conflict with either the Commission's draft
proposals or my recommendations, although the County Council may
wish to consider transferring the parish of Ospringe to the
adjoining division if my recommendation for this parish is
accepted.

ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER
November, 1975-

SWALE DISTRICT COUNCIL

APPENDIX 1.

ATTENDANCE LIST FOR BOUNDARY COMMISSION - LOCAL INQUIRY 22ND OCTOBER 1975

Name and Address
G. REVELL
>
A.H. OSBORNE
£.E.

ENTWISLE

A.S. WAYNE
C.S. SHRIVE
R.J. PATRICK
R.J. HARMAN
K.M. CHALMERS

C/o Municipal Offices, Preston Street,
Faversham
3 Priory Road, Davington, Faversham
128 Sterling Road,1 Sittingbourne
42 Abbey View Drive, Minster
21 Seathorpe Avenue, Minster, Shappey
21 Arundel Avenue, Sittingbourne
Council Offices, 48/50 Bell Road,
Sittingbourne
Council Offices, Central Avenue,
Sittingbourne

Council Offices, Central Avenue,
Sittingbourne
M.S.G. McCANDLISH The Old Rectory, Milstead

H.H. KITCHENER

A.

PRICE

L.W, PARKIN
R.A.E. GALLEY
A.D.M. HILTON
J.G. ARDLEY
T.A. ARDLEY
N.E. BLAKE
E.J.K. CORDELL
G.K. ELLIS
K. BISHOP
W.H. WHITE

Representing
Faversham Town Council
Faversham Town Council
Swale Area Committee Kent
Association of Parish Council.'}
Swale District Council
Swale District Council
Swale District Council
Planning Department, Swale
District Council
Chief Legal & Administrative
Officer, Swale District
Council
Administrative Officer, Swnl^
District Council
Milstead & Kingsdown Pari.nl'
Meeting

East Kent Gazette
Faversham Conservative
Association
Sittingbourne
Bredgnr Parish Connr-n
Swanton Old House, Bredgar
Selling Parish Covm-i
'Perry Leigh, Grove Road, Selling
S/B Mayflower, The Wharf, Ham Green,Upchurch. Upchurch Parish Coum. \ '•
S/B Mayflower, The Wharf, Ham Green, Upchurch Upchurch Parish CQUIM •'
C/o Fleur-de-Lie, Preston Street, Faversham Faversham Society
Swale District Coun'-iJ
53 Minster Road, Minster, Sheppey
Sheerness Times Guarri i;-i,
Railway Road, Sheerness
20? Borden Lane, Borden, Nr. Sittingbourne. Borden Parish Council
Swale District Counc.i I.
8 Robeshaw, Milstead, Sittingbourne
E.K.G. Offices, High Street Sittingbourne
Conservative Association, 10 Park Road,

APPENDIX 2
MiuUOKMTOM 0V ARUMiG;T£HTS 1'OR OTaJ fcIJTUSE tiLttVi'IOIl OF DISTRICT
COUNCILLORS FOR THE DISTRICT OF SWALE IH THE COUNTY OF KUIT

-i£ OF WARD

WO.OF COUNCILLORS

ABI1KY
BOHDK11
J30UGHTON
CO\WTi;ilAY
DAVINGTON I'RIORY
EAST DOWNS
EASTERN
GROVM
HARTLIP AND WCHURCH
I WADE AND LOWER HALSaX)N
KEMSLEY

MILTON RDGIS
KIWSTEH CLIFFS

'
'

•
-

'3
2

'

ntJRSTON
NE\'IINGTON
QUEKHBOROUGH AND -HALFWAY
3T ANNS
SHKGKNKSS NORTH
SHEBRNKSS COUTH
SHEPm CENTRAL
TEYNHAH AND LYNSTED
WATLING
WEST DOV/MS
WOODSTOCK

2
1
1
1
2
1
2
3
1
1
2

3
1
3
'
'
,

2
2
3
3
2
2
1
3

.

.

.

The proposed ward boundaries ore shown on maps which can be inspected at the
Council's offices. For the benefit of those unable to inspect the map,? a
description of the boundaries of the proposed wards as defined on the maps i.
attached as Annex A.
A table shoving the revised order of retirement is at Annex B«

fl
SWALE DISTRICT
SHEEHNESS NORTH WARD

Commencing where the southeastern prolongation of Newland Road meets the
railway, northwestwards along said prolongation and road and continuing
in a straight line through NG reference TQ 900007^000 to the northwestern
boundary of the District, northeastwards along said boundary and eastwards
along the northern boundary of the District, to a point due north of the
junction of Marine Parade and Alexandra Road, southwards to and along
said road, westwards and southwestwards along the path at the rear of 1 to
lff3 Alexandra Road, northwestwards along Winstanley Road, southv/estwards
along Invicta Road, northwestwards along High Street, southwestwards along
St George's Avenue, northwestwards along Medway Road, southwestwards and
following the rear boundaries of 80 to 3*f Medway Road, northwestwards
along Medway Road, eouthwestwards and following the rear boundaries of
32 to 2 Mcdway Road, northeastwards along New Road, northwestwards along
the southwestern boundaries of the Playground and the Festival Playing
Field and southwestwards and following the railway to the point of commencement,

,

SHEERNESS SOUTH WARD

Commencing where the railway meets the dismantled railway, northwestwards
along the railway, northwestwards and following the eastern boundary of
Sheerness North Ward, eastwards along the northern boundary of the District
due southwestwards to the northern boundary of parcel no 0060 on OS 1:2500
6
plnno TQ ?V?57^ (1965) and TQ 72/737*+ (19V*0, northwestwards along the
northeastern boundary of the Sea Cadets Headquarters and northwestwards
and following the northeastern, northwestern and southwestern boundaries
of parcel no 5872, southwestv/ards along the drain from last mentioned
parcel to Halfway House Road southeast of the Boating Lake, Southeast wards
along Halfway House Road eouthwestwards and following the rear boundary of

• 129 Halfway Road, southwestwsrds and following the stream forming the
southeastern boundary of parcel no 7665 on OS 1:2500 plan TQ 92/9373
(196*0 and southwestwards aloes tae dismantled railway to the point of
commencement*

MINSTER CLIFFS WARD

Commencing where Halfway Road zeets Power Station Road northwestwards
along said road and northwestwards and following the eastern boundary of
Sheerness South Ward, southeastwards along the northern boundary of the
District, due south to the northwestern corner of Seac-liff Caravan Park,
southwestwarda along the western boundary of said Caravan Park, northwestwards along the rear boundaries of the properties on the northern
side of Cliff Gardens, aouthwestvards and following the eastern boundary
of parcel no OOQ<* on OS 1:2500 plans TQ 96/9773 (196*0 and TQ 96/9772
(196^)i northwestwards along Chequers Hpad, southwestwards and following
the rear boundaries of 1 to 12 Taias Gardens, northeastwards along the
western boundary of **9 Chapel Street, northwestwards and following
Chapel Street, westwards along the path from said Street to Union Road,
northwards along the western boundary of Minster Abbey and the Vicarage,
northwestwards to and along the southern boundary of the Water Works,
southwards along Union Road, westwards along Brecon Chase and the pathfrom Brecon Chase to The Broadway and the unnamed roads from eaid
Broadway to Kent Avenue, northwards along Kent Avenue and Scrapsgate Road,
westwards to and along the northern boundaries of parcel nos 5^52 and
*flV? on OS 1:2500 plan TQ '9V9?73 (1969) i northwestwards along the eastern
boundary of parcel no 21^6, northwestwards and following northern boundary
of parcel no 00^9 and the northern and western boundaries of parcel no
006** on OS 1:2500 plan TQ 92/9373 and generally westwards along the track
from Ripney Kill Farm to Power Station Road, and Power Station Road to
the point of commencement*

S1IEPPEY CENTRAL WARD
Comamencing where Lower Road meets Barton Hill Drive, northwards along
said Drive, westwards along the northern boundary of parcel no 636^ on
-t
OS 1:2500 plan TQ 92/9371 (196*0, northwards and weswards along the
eastern and northern boundaries of parcel no 818^» northwards along the
eastern boundary of parcel nos ?600 and 6800 on OS 1:2500 plan TO 92/9372
(1972), eastwards and following the southern and eastern boundaries of
The Sheppoy School, northwards along the eastern boundary of 135 Minster
Road, eoutheastwards along said road, northeastwards and southeastwards
along the western and rear boundaries of iVt Minster Road, northeastwards
along the eastern boundary of the Nursery, northwestwards along the
dismantled railway, eastwards and following the southern boundary of
Minster Cliffs Ward, southwestwards along the western boundary of the
Sports Ground eoutheastwards along the path from Scoles Road to Elm Lane,
southwards and following said lane and Scoples Road and westwards along
Lower Road to the point of commencement.

QUEENBOROUGH AND HALFWAY WARD
Commencing where the northern boundary of Iwade CP meets the eastern
boundary of Upchurch CP, northwards along said eastern boundary, eastward
along the northern boundary of the District, southwestwards and following
the southern boundaries of Sheerness North Ward, Sheerness South Ward
and Minster Cliffs Ward, southwards and following the western boundary
of Sheppey Central Ward, westwards along Lower Road, southwards and
following Sheppey Way to The Swale; southeastwards along the Swale,
uiC.i>T

southdostwards and northwestwards following the easternnarid northern
boundaries of Iwade CP to the point of commencement*

EASTERN WARD

Starting where the eastern boundary of Iwade CP meets the eastern boundary
of Queenborough and Halfway Ward, northeastwards and following said eastern
boundary and the southern and eastern boxmdaries of Sheppey Central Ward,

northwards along the eastern boundary of Minster Cliffs Ward, southeastwards and following the northern and eactern boundaries of the District,
southwestwards and following the northern boundaries of Gravenoy CP,
• Oare CP, Luddenham CP, Teynham CP and Tonge CP, continuing westwards
and following The Swale and northwards and following the eastern boundary
of Iwade CP to the point of commencement.

KEMSLEV WARD

Commencing where the drain meets the eastern boundary of Bobbing CP at
Nat Grid reference TQ 9001665655* northwards along said boundary,
northwards along Sheppey Way, generally eastwards along the southern
boundary of Iwade CP, southeastwards along the western boundary of Eastern
tr
Ward, Southwards and following Milton Creek, due westwards to the Sack
at Nat Grid Reference TO 9199965332, eouthwestwards and following said
track, northwards and following the western boundary of parcel no 9262
on OS 1:2500 plan TQ 90/9165 (196*0, northwards along Grovehurst Road,
westwards along the northern boundary of parcel no *+251i crossing the
railway and eouthwestwards along the northern boundary of parcel no 00^6
to the point of commencement*

MILTON REGIS WARD

Commencing where the Sittingbourne - Newington Railway meets the eastern
boundary of Bobbing CP, northwards and following said boundary, northeastwards and following the southern boundary of Kemsley Ward, southwestwards and following Milton Creek to Nat Grid Reference TQ 90^036*052,
northwards along the unnamed road, generally westwards along King Street,
St Paul's Street end Staplehurst Road, northwestwards along Howard Avenue,
southwestwarda and following the rear boundaries of 1a to 9 Howard
Avenue and in prolongation thereof to the railway, southwestwards along
said railway and northwestwards along the Sittinghbourne - Newington
railway to the point of commencement.

MURSTON WARD

Commencing where Crown Quay Lane neets St Michael's Rond, northwards along
said lane and in prolongation thereof to the eastern boundary of Milton
Regis Ward, eastwards and following said boundary and the eastern of

.

Kemsley Ward, eastwards along the southern boundary of Eastern Ward,
southwards along the eastern boundaries of Tonge CP and Bapchild CP, southwestwards along the western boundary of the area of orchard to the east
of Gladstone Drive and continuing southwestwards and following the eastern
boundary of Lansdowne County Primary School, westwards along Canterbury
Road and East Street, northwards along West L?ne, westwards along St
Michael's Road to the point of commencement.

ROMAN WARD
Commencing where the southern boundary of '\7l+ Park Road meets Ufton Lane,
northwards along said lane, and Cockleshell Walk, eastwards along Spring
Street, northwards and following Dover Street, northwards along Milton
Road,eastwards along the railway, southwards and following the southern
boundary of Murston Ward, eastwards along Canterbury Road, southwestwards
along the eastern boundary of St John's Secondary School for Boys, northwestwards and following the western boundaries of Bapchild CP and Rodmersham
CP, northwestwards along the track and path from Rodmersham House to
Highstead Road at Chilton, southwestwards and following the northern and
western boundaries of parcel no 2653 on OS 1:2500 plan TQ 90/9162 (1970),
northwestwards along the northern boundary of parcel no 0?36, northeastwards
along Highstead Road, northwestwards along the northern boundaries of parcel
nos 9561 and 767** and Brenchley Road, northeastwards and northwestwards
along the near boundaries of 11 Brenchley Road end 83 Bell Road, northwards
along Bell Road, northwestwards along the southern boundary of Whitehall,
Southwestwards along the western boundary of 1 Brenchley Road, northwestwards alonp said road, northeastwards along the track from Brencley Road
to the Avenue of Remembrance, northwestwards and following the southern
boundary of the Recreation Ground, and the rear boundaries of 26 to E

Valoncionnas Road northeastwards along western boundary of last mentioned
property.) northwestwards along Valenciennes Road, south west wards along
Park Road and northwestwards along the southern boundary of 17^ Park
Road to the point of commencement.

IWADE AND LOWER HALSTOW WARD

The parishes of Iwade and Lower Halstow and an area bounded by a line
commencing at a point on the southern boundary of Iwade CP opposite the
southwestern boundary of Parcel No 6100 as shown on OS 1:2500 plan
TQ 88/8967 Rev 1966; northeastwards and following Parish boundary
Bouthwestwards along Sheppey Way, northwestwards along the path to
Coleshall Fnrm, southwestwards along the eastern boundary of Parcel
NO 7800 on OS 1:2500 Plan TQ 88/8967 Rev 1966 and Parcel No 7500 on
OS 1:2500 Plan TQ 88/0^66 .Rev 1962, northwestwards along southwestern
boundaries of Parcel nos 7500 and 6100; and Parcel no 6100 and OS 1:2500
Plan TQ 88/696? Rev 1966 and in prolongation to point of commencement.

GROVE WARD
The parish of Bobbing and (1) an area bounded by a. line commencing at
a point where the northern boundary of Bobbing CP meets Sheppey Way at
Bremblefiold Lane, eouthwestwards and following said northern boundary,
6.
northeastwards and following the southern boundary of Iwade and Lower
Halstow Ward and southwards along Sheppey Way to the point of commencement,
and (2) an area bounded by a line commencing at a point where the eastern
boundary of parcel no 8100 on OS 1:2500 plan TO. 88/896? (1970) meets the
eastern boundary of Borden CP, westwards and following said eastern boundary
ea.sT
northwerrtwards along the southern boundary of Bobbing CP, westwards and
following the southern boundary of Milton Regis Wardi southwards along the
western boundary of Murston Ward, northwestwards and following the northern
and western boundaries of Roman Ward, northwestwards along London Road,
eouthwestwards along Borden Lane, northwestwards along Adelaide Drive,

southwestwards to and following the rear boundaries of 15 to 19 Adelaide
Drive, 1 to 19 Brisbane Avenue and the southern boundary of 77 Cryalle
Lane, northeastwards along Cryalls Lane, northwestwards along the southern
boundaries of the Playing Field and Westlands.Secondary School and southwestwards along the eastern boundary of parcel no 8100 to the point of
commencement.

.

.

.

BORDEN WAfiD

The parish of Borden and an area bounded by a line commencing at a point
in Borden Lane opposite the southern boundary of Parcel No 0116 ae shown
on OS 1:2500 Plan TQ 88/8963 Edition of 1970; northwestwards to and
following the northern boundary of Borden CP eastwards along the southern
boundary of Grove Ward to Borden Lane; eouthwestwardo along said lane to
point of commencement*

WOODSTOCK WAKD

The parish of Tunstall and an area bounded by a line commencing at a point
where the northern boundary of Tunstall CP meets the eastern boundary of
Borden Ward, northwestwards and following said eastern boundary, northeastwards and following the southern boundary of Grove Ward, southwards
and following the western and southern boundaries of Roman Ward, eouthet

westwards along the path from Cedar Close to Highsteed Road, southwestwards and following Highctead Soad and the track leading to Higheted Farm
House, westwards, southwards and eastwards along the northern, western
and southern boundaries of said House, southwards along the track from
said House to Cromers Wood, westwards along the southern boundary of
parcel no 76?? on OS 1:2500 plan TQ 90/9161 (1961) and northwards and
following the northern boundary of Tunstall CP to the point of commencement*

WEST DOWNS WARD
The parishes of Tonge, Bapchild, Rodmereham, Kingedown, Milstead and
Bredgar and (1) an area bounded by a line commencing where the western
boundary of Rodmershara CP meets the northern boundary of Milstead CP,
southwestwards and following said northern boundary, generally northwards along the eastern boundary of Woodstock Ward, southeastwards
along the southern boundary of Roman Ward and southwestwards and following
the western boundary of Rodmersham CP to the point of commencement and (2)
an area bounded by a line commencing at a point where the western boundary
of Bapchild CP meets the eastern boundary of Roman Ward at Nat Grid
Reference TQ 921?862796 northwards along said eastern boundary and the
eastern boundary of Murston Ward and southsastvards and following the
western boundary of Bapchild CP to the point of commencement*

HARTLIP AND UPCHURCH WARD

The parishes of Hartlip and Upchurch.

NEWINGTON WARD
The parish of Newington.

TEYNHAM AND LYNSTED WARD

The parishes of Teynham, Buckland, Stone, Norton .>,. Lynsted, Luddonham and 0:•:••<

DAVINGTON PRIORY WARD

"ffiho l\*lory* Y/ard o f E&versijaa C P * •

ABBEY WARD

The Abbey Ward of Faversham CP.

ST ANN'S WARD

The St Ann's Ward of Faversham CP.

•

-

-

.

•

WATLING WARD

The parish of Ospringe and the Watling Ward of Favershara CP

EAST DOWNS WARD

' .

'

The parishes of Doddington, Newnham, Eastling, Stalisfield, Throwley,
Leaveland, Sheldwich and Badiesmere.

.

.

• COURTENAY WARD.

The parishes of Graveney, Goodnestone, Favereham Without, Hernhill
and Dunkirk.

BOUGHTON WARD

The parishes of Boughton under Blean and Selling.

ANNEX B

OUDER OF ICTIRKKiiHT OF COUNCILLORS

-*

HO. OF COUNCILLORS
KEPRESLu'TING ViARD

* ABBEY

COURTiiNAY

2
1
1
1

DAV1NGTON PRIORY

2

EAST DOl/NS

1

EASTERN

2

GROVE
I WADE AND LOWER IIALSTON

3
1
1-

KEMSLKY

2

BORDEN
BOUGHTON

HARTLIP AND UPCHURCII

1ST YEAR

.
1 PE

2ND YEAR

1 PE
1 PE

1 PE

-

1

1 PE '

1
1
1

1 PE
1 PE

1
1 PK
1
1
1 PK

1

1

1

-

1
._

1

QUhEHBROUGH AND HALFWAY

3
1
3

1

1

I

ROHAN

3

1

1

I

ST ANN'S

1

1 PE

SHEERNiSS NORTH

2
2

SHEERNjSS SOUTH

3

si SHEITEY CENTRAL

3
2

, MILTON R-XJIS
MINSTER CLIFFS
MURSTON
NEWIIK3TON

&' TEYWIAK AND LYNSTED
E*

WATLING
WEST DOV/HS
.WOODSTOCK

3
'2

2
1

3

•

1
1
1
'I

1 PE

1

t

1

1

'i

1

1

i

1 PE

'v

1 PK

-I

1 PE

••

1 PE

•I

1
16

17

PE = Parish Elections for any parishes within the ward wh ch have par sh councils,
For the purpose of this Table, Yearly is deemed to be the normal pari i election
year - ie IJTjftt 1979 and every fouijl.h year thereafter.
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APPENDIX 4
XXSHHXXXKX

ORDER OK RETIREMENT OF COUNCILLORS

MO. OF COUNCILLORS
REPRESENTING WARD

k

1ST YEAR

2ND YEAR

ABBEY

2

1 -

BORDSN

1

-

BOUGHTON

1

XKI35

.

1 PE

-

COURTilJAY

1

XK*B

-

1 PE

-

DAV1NGTON PRIORY

2

1

EAST DOWNS

1

KASTSHN

2

GROVE

3
1
1'

XXX5X
1 PE

X-K53EX

1 PE
-

-1 P

-

1 PE

1

-

1

1

1 PE

1

-

1 PE

-

-

-

.1 Prl

,2'

1

-

MILTON Hi-XlIS

3

1

1

1
1

« MINSTER CLIFFS

"2

1

-

1

1

•-

1 PE

1

1

•1

KOHAH

3
1
3
3

1

1

1

ST ANN'S

2

1

XIXKKX

GHtaSRNESS NORTJi

2

1

- 1

SIlEEim-iSS SOUTH

3

1

1

SHEPPEY CENTRAL

3

1

1

'1
1

TEYNHAK AND LYNSTED

2

1 -

1 PE

'I

WATLIilG

2

1 -

WKX

W£ST DOWNS

1

-

1 PE

WOODSTOCK

3

1

1 PE

HARTLiP AND UPCHURCH
IWADE AND LOV/ER HALSTON
•
KENSLKY

KURSTON
NKWINGTON
QUfcEHBROUGH AND HALFWAY

'

16

XDPX

.

•1
•1

16

,PE = Parish Elections for any parishes within the ward wh ch have par: oh councils ,
For the purpose of this Table, Year] £ is deemed to be the normal pari h election
year - ie Vjgtft+ T979 and every fourt h year thereafter.

1 P
xocx

•1 PE

I
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SCHEDULE 2

SWALE DISTRICT: NAMES OF PROPOSED WARDS AND NUMBERS OF COUNCILLORS

NAME OF WARD

NO.OF COUNCILLORS

ABBEY
BOKDEN
BOUUHTON
COURTENAY
DAVINGTON PRIORY
.
EAST DOWNS
EASTERN
GROVE
HARTLIP AND UPCHURCH
1WADE AND LOWER HALSTON
KKMSLEY
'

.
'

2
1
1
1
2
1 .
2
3
1
1
1

MILTON Iti-OJIS

3

MIIISTKH CLIFFS

3

MURSTON
NKWINGTON
yUEENBOROUGH AND HALFWAY
ROMAN
ST ANNS

3
1
3
3
2

.

SIIEEltNLSS EAST

SI&ERNESS WEST

2

'

•

3

SHEl'PEY CENTRAL

2

TKYNHAM AND LYNSTED
WATLING
WEST DOWNS
WOODSTOCK

2
2
1
3

.

SCHEDULE 3
ELECTION BY THIRDS
ORDER OF RETIREMENT AND PARISH ELECTIONS

Name of Ward
ABBEY
BORDER
^

BOUGHTON
COURTENAY

*

DAVINGTON PRIORY
EAST DOWNS
EASTSRN
GROVE
HARTLIP AND UPCHURCH
IWADE AND LOWER HALS TON
KEMSLEY
MILTON REGIS

MINSTER CLIFFS
MORSTON
NEWINGTON
,

*

No. of
Councillors

2
1
1
1
2
1
2

3
1
1
1
3
3

Q0EENBOROUGH AND HALFWAY

3
1
3

ROMAN

3

ST ANN'S

2
2
3
2
2
2
1

SHEERNESS EAST
SHEERNESS WEST

SHEPPEY CENTRAL
TETHHAM AND LYNSTED
WAILING
WEST DOTOiS
WOODSTOCK

3

Order of Retirement
Year 1

Year 2

1

Year 3
1 PE

1 PE
1 PE
1 PE

1

1 PE
1 PE

1
1

1

1 PE
1 PE

1
1 PE
1

1
1
1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1 PE

1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1

1

1

1

1
1 PE

1
1

1

1
1 PE
1 PE
1 PE

1

16

1 PE

1

17

16

SCHJtfULE 4
DISTRICT OF 3V/AL2 - '.fflSORIPTIOM OF PROPOSED V7ARD BOUNDARIES
NOTE: Where 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.
SHEERNESS VV33T WARD
Commencing at a point where the southeastern prolongation ofttev/landRoad
meets the railway, thence northwestwards along said prolongation and said
road and continuing in a straight lino through National Grid reference
T'4 9000074000 to the northwestern boundary of the District, thence generally
northeastwards along said boundary and .generally southeastwards along the
northern boundary of the District to a point in prolongation of the jetty
opposite Alma Hoad, thence southwestwards along said prolongation and said
jetty to the road known as Broadway, thence generally westwards along said
road to High Street, thence southeast-wards along oaid street anrl continuing
southeastwards along Halfway Road to a point opposite the northwestern
boundary of No 129 in said road, thence southwestwards to and along said
boundary and southeastwards alon? the southwestern boundary of said property
to the drain adjoining said property, thence generally southwards along said
drain to the dismantled railway, thence southwestwards along said dismantled
railway to the ^ueenborough to Sheerness railway, thence northwards along
said railway to the point of commencement.
SHEBHfliSS EAST WARD
Commencing at a point where the eastern boundary of Sheerness West Ward meets
the northern boundary of the District, thence generally eastwards along said
District boundary to a point being due northeastwards of the easternmost
corner of the pond forming the southern part of Barton's Point and ^ueeriboroug*i
Lines, thence due southwestwards to said pond and thence generally westwards
and southwestwards along the southern boundary of said pond and the Boating
Lake to the eastern boundary of Sheerness West Ward, thence generally
northwestwards and northeastwards along said boundary to tho point of
commencement.

MINSTER CLIFFS WAHD

Commencing at a point where the southeastern boundary

of Sheernoss East

Ward meets the western boundary of the District, thenc e generally eastwards
along aaid District Boundary to a point being due north of the northwestern
corner of Seacliffe Caravan Park, thence due southwards to said caravan park
and aouthwestwards along its western boundary to the rear of the property
known as ^uestover in Cliff Gardens, thence generally northwestwards and
southwestwards along the rear boundary of said property and the properties
in said Gardens and Whitethorne Gardens to the western boundary of Wo 26"
Chequers Road, thence continuing southwards along sairt boundary to the
northern boundary of No 22 in said road, thence westwards and southwards
along the northern and western boundaries of said property to Chequers Road,
thence westwards along said road to a point opposite the rear boundary of
No 1 Tams Gardens, thence southwestwards, northwestwards and northeastwards
to and along the rear boundaries of said property and Nos 2 to 12 in said
Gardens to the western boundary of No 49 Chapel Street, thence continuing
northeastwards along said western boundary to Chapel Street, thence
northwestwards along said street to a point opposite the footpath running
to the south of Minster Abbey, thence westwards to and along said footpath
to the Lych Gate, thence westwards in a straight line to the footpath
running from Waterloo Hill to Minster Road, thence sonthwestwards along said
footpath to Minster Road, thence generally v/estwards along said road to a
point opposite the western boundary of Ho 144 Minster Road, thence northeastwards and southeastwarda to and along the western and northern boundaries of
said property, thence northeastwards ,ilon/y the eastern boundary of the Nursery
to the dismantled railway, thence northwestwards along said dismantled railway
to Drove Road, thence northwards along said road to the Track leading from
said road to Halfway Road, thence northwestwards along said track to halfway
Road, thence northwestwards along said road to the eastern boundary of
Sheerness West Ward, thence northwestwards along said boundary to the
southeastern boundary of Sheerness East Ward, thence northeastwards along said
boundary to the point of commencement.

QUSENBOROUGH AND HALFWAY WARD

Commencing at a point where the eastern boundary of Upchuroh CP meets the
northern boundary of the District, thence northeastwards along said district
boundary to the southwestern boundary of Sheerness West Ward, thence generally
southeastwards and northeastwards along said ward boundary to the southwestern
boundary of Minster Cliffs Ward, thence southeastward along said boundary
to Minster Road, thence northwestwards along said road to a point opnosite
the western boundary of No 159 Minster Road, thence southwards to and along
said boundary and continuing generally southwards along the eastern boundary
of The Sheppey School to the southern boundary of said school, thence westwards
along said boundary to the eastern boundary of parcel number 6800 as shown on
Ordnance Survey 1*2500 plan TQ 92/9572 Edition of 1972, thence generally
southwards along said boundary and continuing southwards along the western
boundary of parcel number 8700 as shown on Ordnance Survey 1:2500 plan
TQ 92/9571 Edition of 1964» thence eastwards along the southern boundary of
said parcel to the western boundary of parcel Number 0091, thence southwards
along said boundary and eastwards along the southern boundary of said parcel
to Barton Hill Drive, thence southwards alon# said drive to Lower Road, thence
westwards along said road to Sheppey Way, thence southeastward and southwestwards along said way to the eastern boundary of Iwade CP, thence generally
northwestwards and westwards along the eastern and northern boundaries of
said parish to the eastern boundary of Upchurch CP, thence northwards along
said boundary to the point of commencement.
SHEPPEY CENTRAL WARD
Commencing at a point where the eastern boundary of Qnfi^nborough and Halfway
Ward meets the southern boundary of Minster Cliffs Wari,th»noe generally
eastwards along said southern boundary and continuing renerally southeastwards along Chequers Road to the track leading to Norwood Manor, thence
southwards along said track and continuing generally southwards alon^r the footpath leading to Lower Road, thence westwards along said road to Old HooV:
Road, thence southwards along said road to a

point opposite the northern

boundary of parcel number 6629 as shown on Ordnance Survey 1:2500 plan
TQ 96/9770 Sdition of 1964, thence generally southwestwards along the
northern and western boundaries of said, parcel and the western honndary
of parcel number 6026, thence eastwards and northeastwards along the
southern and eastern boundaries of said parcel to the track running
south of Old Hook Farm to Windmill Greek, thence generally southwards
along said track to the southern boundary of parcel number 4000 as shown
on Ordnance Survey 1:2500 plan TQ 96/9768 Edition of 1965, thence
westwards alomj said boundary to Windmill Greek, thence generally
southeastwards along said creek to The Swale, thence due southwards to
the northern boundary of Oare CP, thence generally westwards along said
boundary and the northern boundaries of Luddenham CP, Teynham CP and
Tonge GP, thence continuing generally northwestwards along The Svrale to
tue eastern boundary of Iwade OP, taenee generally northwestwards along
said ooundary to tue southeastern boundary of Queenborough and Halfway
Warn, tuence generally nortoeastwards along said boundary to trie point
of commencement.

EASTERN WAffD
Commencing- at a point where the eastern boundary of Minster Cliffs tfard
meets the northern boundary of the District, thence generally southeastv/ards
and southwestwar^s along the northern and eastern boundaries of the District
to the northern boundary of Graveney CF, thence s outlines t?/ards along said
boundary and northwestwards alon,^ the northern boundary of Oare CP to the
eastern boundary of Sheppey Central Ward, thence generally northwestwards
along said boundary to the eastern boundary of Minster Cliffs Ward, thence
generally northwards along said boundary to the noint of commencement.

KEMSLEY WARD

Commencing at a point where Sheppey Way meets the southern boundary of Iwade
CP, thence generally eastwards along said boundary to the western boundary of
Sheppey Central Ward, thence southeastwards along said boundary to Milton
Creek, thence generally southwestwards along said creek to a point opposite
the end of the track that leads to Church Farm, thence due westwards to said
end at National Grid Reference TQ 9199965332, thence southwestwards and
generally westwards along said track to a point opposite the southwestern
boundary of Parcel No 9262 as shown on Ordnance Survey 1:2500 plan
TQ 90/9165 Edition of 1964, thence northwestwards to and generally northwestwards along said boundary to Grovehurst Road, thence northwestwards
along said road to a point opposite the northern boundary of Parcel No *f25l,
thence generally westwards to and along said boundary, crossing the railway,
and continuing westwards along the northern boundary of Parcel No 00^6 to
the eastern boundary of Bobbing CP, thence northwestwards along said
boundary to Sheppey Way, thence northeastwards along said way to the point
of commencement.

MILTON REGIS WARD

Commencing at a point where the Sittingbourne-Newington Railway meets the
southeastern boundary of Bobbing CP, thence northeastwards along said
boundary and generally northwards and eastwards along the eastern boundary
of said CP to the southern boundary of Kemsley Ward, thence continuing
generally eastwards along said boundary to Milton Creek, thence southwestwards
along said creek to the eastern boundary of the Transport Depot on the eastern
side of Millen Road, thence northwards along said boundary and northwestwards
along the northern boundary of said depot to Millen Road, thence northwards
along said road to St Paul's Street, thence westwards along said street to
Staplehurst Road, thence generally westwards along said road to Howard Avenue,
thence northwestwards along said avenue to a point opposite the southeastern

boundary of No 1a Howard Avenue, thence southwestwards to and along said
boundary, northwestwards along the rear boundary of said property and
southwestwards along the southeastern boundary of No 1 Howard Avenue to
the rear boundaries of NOB 1-7 Howard Avenue, thence northwestwards along
said boundaries and southwestwards along the southeastern boundary of
No 9 Howard Avenue and in prolongation thereof to the QueenboroughNewington railway, thence southwestwards along said railway and northwestwards along the Sittingbourne-Newington railway to the point of commencement.

MURSTON WARD

Commencing at the point where St Michael's Road meets Crown Quay Lane, thence
northwards along said lane to its end and in prolongation thereof to the
southern boundary of Milton Regis Ward, thence generally northeastwards along
said boundary, the eastern boundary of said ward and the eastern boundary of
Kemsley Ward to the southern boundary of Sheppey Central Ward, thence eastwards along said boundary to the western boundary of Tonge CP, thence southwestwards along said boundary and the western boundary of Bapchild CP to the
eastern boundary of the garages to the northeast of Nos 12-22 Gladstone Drive,
thence southwestwards along said boundary and the rear boundaries of Nos
10-2 Gladstone Drive and continuing generally southwestwards along the
eastern boundary of Lansdowne County Primary School to Canterbury Road, thence
northwestwards along said road and East Street to West Lane, thence northeastwards along said lane to St Michael's Road, thence generally westwards along
said road to the point of commencement.

ROMAN WARD

Commencing at a point where the Sittingbourne-Faversham railway meets the
western boundary of Murston Ward, thence southwards and generally westwards
along said boundary and continuing along Canterbury Road to a point opposite
the eastern boundary of St John's Secondary School for Boys, thence southwest-

wards to and along said boundary to the western boundary of Bapchild CP,
thence northwestwards and southwestwards along said boundary and the
western boundary of Rodmersham CP to the path and track from Rodmersham
House to Highsted Road at Chilton, thence northwestwards along said track
and path to a point opposite the northwestern boundary of Parcel No 2653
on Ordnance Survey 1:2500 plan TQ 90/9162 Edition of 1970, thence southwestwards to and generally southwestwards along said boundary and northwestwards along the northern boundary of Parcel No 0736 to Highsted Road, thence
northeastwards along said road to a point opposite the northern boundary of
Parcel No 9561, thence northwestwards to and along said boundary, the northern boundary of Parcel No ?6?^ and Brenchley Road to a point opposite the
eastern boundary of No 11 Brenchley Road, thence northeastwards to and along
said boundary and northwestwards along the rear boundary of said property
and the northern boundary of No 83 Bell Road to Bell Road, thence northeastwards along said road to a point opposite the southern boundary of the
property known as Whitehall, thence northwestwards to and along said boundary
and southwestwards along the northwestern boundary of No 1 Brenchley Road to
Brenchley Road, thence northwestwards along said road to the track between
Brenchley Road and Avenue of Remembrance, thence northeastwards along said
track to a point opposite the southern boundary of the Recreation Ground,
thence northwestwards along said boundary and the rear boundaries of
Nos 26-2 Valenciennes Road to the western boundary of No 2 Valenciennes
Road, thence northeastwards along said boundary to said road, thence northwestwards along said road to Park Road, thence southwestwards along said
road to a point opposite the southern boundary of No 17** Park Road, thence
northwestwards to and along said boundary to Ufton Lane, thence generally
northwards along said lane and Cockleshell Walk to Spring Street, thence
southeastwards along said street to Dover Street, thence northeastwards
and eastwards along said street to Milton Road, thence northwards along
said road to the Sittingbourne-Faverhsam Railway, thence southeastwards
along said railway to the point of commencement.

IWAEE AND LOWER HALSTOW WARD

The parishes of Iwade and Lower Halstow and that area bounded by a line
commencing at a point where the southwestern boundary of Parcel No 6100 as
shown on Ordnance Survey 1:2500 TQ 88/896? Edition of 196? meets the southern
boundary of Iwade CP, thence northeastwards and eastwards along said CP
boundary to the western boundary of Kemsley Ward, thence southwestwards
along said boundary to the road to Coleshall Farm, thence northwestwards
along said road to a point opposite the southeastern boundary of Parcel No
7800 as shown on Ordnance Survey 1:2500 TQ 88/896? Edition of 196? (also
Parcel 7500 on Ordnance Survey 1:2500 TQ 88/8966 Edition of 1963)* thence
southwestwards to and along said boundaries and northwestwards along the
southwestern boundaries of Parcel No 7500 and 6100 (also on TQ 88/896?)
to the point of commencement.

GROVE WARD
The parish of Bobbing and d) that area bounded by a line commencing at
a point where the western boundary of Kemsley Ward meets the northern
boundary of Bobbing CP at Bramblefield Lane, thence southwestwards and
northwestwards along said CP boundary to the southern boundary of Iwade
and Lower Halatow Ward, thence generally northeastwards along said boundary
to the western boundary of Kemsley Ward, thence southwestwards along said
boundary to the point of commencement.

(2) that area bounded by a line commencing at
a point where northern boundary of Borden CP meets the southeastern
boundary of Bobbing CP, thence northeastwards along said southeastern
boundary to the southern boundary of Milton Regis Ward, thence generally
eastwards along said boundary to the western boundary of Hurston Ward,
thence southwards along said boundary to the northern boundary of Roman
Ward, thence northwestwards along said boundary and southwestwards along
the western boundary of said ward to London Road, thence northwestwards

along said road to Borden Lane, thence southwestwards along said lane to
Adelaide Drive, thence northwestwards along said drive to a point opposite
the southeastern boundary of No 15 Adelaide Drive, thence southwestwards to
and along said boundary and northwestwards along the rear boundaries of
NOB 15-19 Adelaide Drive, Nos 1-19 Brisbane Avenue and the southwestern
boundary of No 77 Crysall Lane to Crysall Lane, thence northeastwards along
said lane to a point opposite the southern boundary of the Playing Field,
thence northwestwards to and along said boundary and the southern boundary
of Westlands Secondary School to the southeastern boundary of Parcel No &100
as shown on Ordnance Survey 1:2500 TQ 88/8963 Edition of 1970, thence southwestwards along said boundary to the eastern boundary of Borden CP, thence .
westwards and northeastwards along said boundary and northwestwards along
the northern boundary of said parish to the point of commencement.

BORDEN WARD

The parish of Borden and that area bounded by a line commencing at a point
where the eastern boundary of Borden CP meets the southern boundary of Grove
Ward, thence northeastwards and generally southeastwards along said ward boundary
to Borden Lane, thence southwestwards along said lane to a point opposite the
southwestern boundary of Parcel No 0116 as shown on Ordnance Survey 1:2500
TQ 88/8963 Edition of 1970, forming part of the eastern boundary of Borden CP,
thence generally northwestwards to and along the eastern boundary of Borden CP
to the point of commencement.

WOODSTOCK WARD

The parish of Tunstall and that area bounded by a line commencing at a point
where the northeastern boundary of Tunstall CP meets the southeastern
boundary of Borden Ward, thence generally northeastwards along the eastern
boundary of Borden Ward to the southern boundary of Grove Ward, thence northeastwards and southeastwards along said boundary to the western boundary of
Roman Ward, thence southwards along said boundary and generally southeastwards
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along the southern boundary of said ward to the path from Nutfields to
Highsted Road, thence southwestwards along said path to said Highsted
Road, thence generally southwards along said road and the track to Highsted
Farm House to a point opposite the northern boundary of said farm, thence
westwards to and along said boundary, southwards along the western boundary
and eastwards along the southern boundary of said farm to the track from
said farm to Cromer's Wood, thence southwards along said track to a point
opposite the southern boundary of Parcel No 7&33 as shown on Ordnance Survey
1:2500 plan TQ 90/9161 (Edition of 1961), thence westwards to and along said
boundary to the northeastern boundary of Tunstall CP, thence generally northwestwards along said boundary to the point of commencement.

WEST DOWNS WARD

The parishes of Bapchild
Bredgar
Kingsdown
Milstead
Rodmersham
Tonge
and (1) that area bounded by a line commencing at a point where the northern
boundary of Milstead CP meets the western boundary of Rodmersham CP, thence
southwestwards and northwestwards along the northern boundary of said
Milstead CP to the eastern boundary of Woodstock Ward, thence generally
northwards along said boundary to the southern boundary of Roman Ward, thence
southeastwards along said boundary to the western boundary of Rodmersham CP,
thence southwestwards and southwards along said boundary to the point of
commencement, and (2) that area bounded by a line commencing at a point where
the western boundary of Bapchild CP meets the eastern boundary of Roman Ward
at NG reference TQ 921?862?96» thence northeastwards along said ward boundary
and the eastern boundary of Murston Ward to the western boundary of Bapchild
CP, thence southeastwards, southwestwards and northwestwards along said
boundary to the point of commencement.

MBS

rr
ABBEY WARD

The Abbey V/ard of the parish of Paversham

jioucxrrcN WARD
irue parish of

i3oughton under Blean

COUiiTEMAY WAUD

Trie parishes of .Dunkirk
S'averghara Without
Cioodnestone
Graveney
iiernhill

DAVIKUTON PRIOKT V/AilD
The Priory rfard of the parish of Faversham

EAST

The parishes of Sadiesmere
Basiling
Leavoiand
Newnham

Selling
Sheldwich
Stalisfield

Throwley

KARTLIP AND UPC-IUHGri WARD
TVie parishes of Hartlip
Upchurch

WAflD
The pariah of

Mewingtnn

3T AWN'S WARD
The St Ann's V/ard of the pariah of Faversham
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TEYKIIAM AND LWiSTEi) V/ARO
The parishes of Duckland
Luddenham
Lynsted
Norton
•Oare

Caprinee
i'.-jyhham
Jtone

The Watling Ward of the parish of Faversham

