Local residents' submissions to the Three Rivers District Council electoral
review
This PDF contains 24 submissions from local residents with surnames V-Y.
Some versions of Adobe allow the viewer to move quickly between bookmarks.
Click on the submission that you would like to view. If you are not taken to that page,
please scroll through the document.

Dunkeyson, Nicholas

From: reviews@lgbce.org.uk [mailto:reviews@lgbce.org.uk]
Sent: 29 June 2013 22:08
To: Reviews@
Subject: Custom Form Submission Received

Custom Form Submission Received
Contact us Email,
A new custom form submission has been received. The details of the form submission are as follows:
Submission Information

Custom Form:
Form URL:
Submission ID:
Time of Submission:

Contact us (#212)
http://www.lgbce.org.uk/about-us/contact-us
1883
Jun 29th 2013 at 9:08pm

Form Answers

Your name:

Bill wales

I am:
Comment/enquiry
type:
Comments:

a member of the public
your local boundaries
As a resident of carpenders park I would like to see the boundaries to remain
separate from oxhey. My reasoning being that the demographic of carpenders
park is completely different from the adjoining areas.
Regards
Bill wales

This communication is from LGBCE (http://www.lgbce.org.uk) - Sent to Contact us Email
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Dunkeyson, Nicholas

From: Mike Warburg
Sent: 03 July 2013 18:24
To: Reviews@
Subject: Boundary changes in Three Rivers District Council, Herts
Dear Sirs
Part of the remit in the boundary changes is, as far as we have understood, ‘to recognise existing
communities’. Whilst appreciating that no-one is ever happy about changes, we fail to see how dividing
Chorleywood, which is definitely an existing community held together by its very geography and the railway to which
many of us descend each day to get to work, in half and attaching the two bits to totally unrelated areas (Maple Cross
and Sarratt) is pursuing this aim. Chorleywood is not divided by the railway but united by it and there is no difference
between the two sides. We all go down into Chorleywood to shop, meet friends, attend events and the village unites
us. Just because it may be hard to decide where to put Sarratt and Maple Cross is not a good reason for dividing
Chorleywood in half.
Please do give this matter further consideration because to attach Sarratt and Maple Cross to two bits of
Chorleywood seems like a matter of convenience rather than recognising the existence of local longstanding
homogenous communities and we do feel uncomfortable with it.
Yours faithfully,

Rosemary and Michael Warburg
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Dunkeyson, Nicholas

-----Original Message----From: Tasha Webster
Sent: 06 July 2013 11:55
To: Reviews@
Subject: Boundary consultation
To whom it may concern
We would like to register our concern at the proposal to combine Oxhey
Hall and South Oxhey.
These are very different areas with very different needs and we feel the
boundary should remain as it is.
Mr &Mrs Webster

Sent from my iPad
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Jane

Weitzmann

Member of the public

27/04/2013 15:22
"Whilst as an ex-councillor for both Chorleywood and Rickmansworth, I am sorry to see
community identities breached with the combinations of Chorleywood/Sarratt for example,
overall I believe the suggestions are sound with the need to cut down the number of
councillors.
However there is one glaring error in my opinion: the inclusion of properties on the London
Road/A404 into Moor Park and Eastbury Ward. As I now live on
(it isn't
quite clear if my property would be in Rickmansworth ward or the Moor Park & Eastbury
one, however I know that my neighbours on the road have much more in common with
Rickmansworth than Moor Park. We are not talking a large number of voters, but I believe
it important that this sparsely populated road should be included in the Rickmansworth
ward up to and including Batchworth Heath.
At the very least those on the West side of the road have no connection with Moor Park,
and thus should not be electorally lumped into that area. "

Dunkeyson, Nicholas

From: Janet Wilkinson
Sent: 23 June 2013 13:39
To: Reviews@
Subject: Three Rivers

Dear Sirs
Three Rivers District Council Boundary Review –Batchworth Heath, Rickmansworth.
Further to the notification we have received regarding the Boundary Review, I should like to register my
strong objections to Batchworth Heath, Rickmansworth becoming part of the Moor Park Ward of Three
Rivers.
Having lived on Batchworth Heath for over 25 years, I feel very much part of Rickmansworth and not Moor
Park. I use the shops and banking facilities in Rickmansworth, the Aquadrome, the station, Watersmeet,
local churches and belong to many other Rickmansworth related associations and public organisations and
therefore feel very proud and privileged to be part of the ‘Rickmansworth’ community. Our address is
‘BATCHWORTH HEATH, RICKMANSWORTH’ and any alteration to this would cause total confusion,
particularly as we are part of the ‘Batchworth ‘ area of Rickmansworth eg., Batchworth Lock, Batchworth
Hill, Batchworth Roundabout etc., etc., and therefore for the Heath to be transferred to the Moor Park
area, to which we have no association would make no sense at all.
I am sure that I speak on behalf of all the residents on the Heath that this proposal as far as Batchworth
Heath is concerned is a ‘Definite No’. As far as we are concerned the area is already very much associated
with and part of Rickmansworth and definitely not Moor Park.
Yours faithfully,

Janet Wilkinson
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Local Government Boundary Commission for England Consultation Portal
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Three Rivers District
Personal Details:
Name:

Kishori Wilkinson

Organisation Name:

Map Features:
Comment text:
I do not agree with Carpenders Park being merged with South Oxhey to make a larger ward. The two areas have distinctively different
identities. If the merger goes ahead I am concerned that Carpender's Park will become the poor relat on and not receive ts fare share of
resources.

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk//node/print/informed-representation/1982

05/07/2013

Peter Wishart

Member of the public
22/04/2013 15:31
I agree with the proposals

Dunkeyson, Nicholas

From:
Sent: 08 July 2013 09:40
To: Reviews@
Subject: three rivers dc
Dear Sirs
We have considered the draft Recommendations on the electoral reforms for Three Rivers District Council.
We believe that some of the proposals fail to meet the specified obligations of the scheme,resulting in communities
being divided and artificially attached in an apparent bid to make up numbers.
The report identifies the fact that Maple Cross has little in common with Chorleywood ,yet a three member ward is
proposed apparently because Chorleywood and Maple Cross have a common boundary.
The division of Chorleywood by the railway line would appear inappropriate. The residents of Chorleywood as a whole
have far more in common and are more of a community than the residents of Chorleywood West and Maple Cross.
We suspect that the residents of Maple Cross rarely use shops and services in Chorleywood and are more
likely,geographically , to identify with Rickmansworth.
The proposals regarding Chorleywood Common seem innapproriate with the Common having 2 parts in different
district Council wards - we would ask that further thought is given this proposal.
Peter and Jennifer Wood
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Local Government Boundary Commission for England Consultation Portal
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Three Rivers District
Personal Details:
Name:

Peter Woodruff

Organisation Name:

n/a

Map Features:
Comment text:
I want to express my satisfaction that the ward of Carpenders Park has been kept as a unique entity. Carpenders Park has a strong
identity and sense of community which will be maintained and effectively represented by the draft boundary recommendations.

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk//node/print/informed-representation/2033

09/07/2013

COMMENTS ON ELECTORAL FAIRNESS WITH
RESPECT TO THE SOUTH OXHEY, CARPENDERS PARK
AND OXHEY HALL COMMUNITIES.
Three Rivers District Council.
Submitted by Barbara Woolner,
29 Electoral fairness, in the sense of each elector in a local authority
having a vote of equal weight when it comes to the election of
councillors, is a fundamental democratic principle. It is expected
that our recommendations will provide for electoral fairness, reflect
communities in the area, and provide for effective and convenient
local government.
The intended philosophy at 29 is excellent, however, the intention
to promote electoral fairness in this case is not met simply by
arithmetic.
I have been resident in South Oxhey for 62 years and witnessed the
formation of a coherent community from muddy track ways to the building
of highways, schools, pubs, churches, shops and other community
facilities, thus am speaking both from experience and historical record.
South Oxhey was built by the London County Council in response to the
severe housing need after the 2nd World War. Decent housing was
required for the multitude of London Residents living in overcrowded, substandard, bomb damaged homes in London: the estate was regarded as
an undesired London overspill and was not welcomed by existing
communities, those of Oxhey Hall, Carpenders Park, Moor Park, Oxhey
Village, Bushey and Watford. At that time we had a simple railway halt at
Carpenders Park and needed to ask the train driver to halt. Since then
many of the residents on the estate have families reaching into the third
and fourth generation. However, the out-of-sight out-of-mind attitude of
surrounding communities has continued, and in response the South Oxhey
Estate has continued to regard itself as a community onto itself, not a part
of Oxhey Hall or Carpenders Park. This is not just my opinion: when
Gareth Malone, choir master of ‘the Choir’, visited and worked on this
estate he discovered the above continued to be the case. It was felt that
South Oxhey needed something which was entirely its own, generated
from within the existing community.

34 Both the Council and Conservative Group provided some
evidence of community identities across the district to support their
warding patterns. We did not consider that the representation from
Councillor Sansom contained sufficient evidence of community
identities to support his proposed warding pattern.
Neither Carpenders Park, nor Oxhey Hall recognises the estate as a part of
their own, well established communities. The boundary between South
Oxhey and Oxhey Hall are the extensive playing fields, and the boundary
between Carpenders Park and South Oxhey is the railway line – we are
literally, socially and psychologically the wrong side of the track.
Carpenders Park has an active residents’ association which promotes their
identity and needs and this is only to be praised. Twenty five years ago
South Oxhey had an active residents’ association, and whilst we had high
schools, active Parent Teacher Associations. These built a community
centre and swimming pool and promoted many community activities. Even
though many of these organisations collapsed, due to lack of focus,
nevertheless the swimming pool continues, as do other community
activities such as Oxhey Jets a football club with club house, which is
promoted and supported locally, and South Oxhey Community Choir,
limited to residents and those employed on the estate: this excludes
Carpenders Park.
Incidentally, you have twice identified the railway line as being the
Metropolitan Line. I can assure you that such is not the case, it is, and
always has been the Watford/Euston line, thus appears on the Bakerloo
Line if you consult your maps. From this elementary error I can only
conclude that there have never been feet on the ground in my area, and
that the same can be said for the majority of the Conservative
Councillors: though I recognise the integrity of the communities in
Chorleywood, Sarratt and Abbots Langley, furthest from me
geographically, they have no idea about South Oxhey, except through
hearsay and rumour – often wrong. I visit their areas but they have no
reason to visit here. Thus, the conservative Group’s evidence with respect
to community identities in our case at best is simply based on mistaken
assumptions, at worse is political gerrymandering.
To Conclude.
If the Boundary Commission’s intention is to promote ‘Electoral fairness,

in the sense of each elector in a local authority having a vote of
equal weight’…as… ‘ a fundamental democratic principle’ , then the
splitting this large, well established, largely working class estate [to
use politically incorrect terminology] will essentially disenfranchise
people like me. Those living in the current Hayling and Ashridge
Wards will discover that although they vote, their votes will carry no
weight: we will be swamped by opposing, or different political views
– already entrenched. The South Oxhey Wards always stand a
chance of returning councillors who will represent their views and

interests. If the South Oxhey Estate is reduced to the chance of just
three councillors, how will its voice be heard? None!!
Thus I maintain that in the cause of Electoral Fairness [29] and
Community Identity [34] that the splitting up of South Oxhey for
statistical convenience be abandoned. Don’t take away our voice!!
Many thanks to Councillor Sansom, a conservative, for recognising
the integrity of South Oxhey and submitting independent comments
which are contrary to his group.

Dunkeyson, Nicholas

From:
Sent: 26 June 2013 09:16
To: Reviews@
Subject: Three Rivers Boundary Review

Dear Sir
Please find attached our comments concerning the Draft Recommendations on the new
electoral arrangements for Three Rivers District Council.
Thanks and regards
Jeremy and Jackie Worrall

Sent from Windows Mail
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Obligations as specified: 



Deliver electoral equality for voters
Reflect local community interests and identities
Promote effective and convenient local government

Failure to meet obligations
1. The variance from the average fluctuates between +13 and -8 in 2012 a spread
of 20%; and in 2018 between +11 and -8 a spread of 19%
2. Communities divided and artificially attached to neighbouring areas to make
up the numbers
Comments
The report recognises that Sarratt has unique properties but then creates a 3 member
ward where the number of Chorleywood residents out-numbers the Sarratt residents 2
to 1. The resulting ward is the second largest and has a variance of +11%.
The report recognises that “Maple Cross does not share any clear community
identities and interests with any other part of Three Rivers District” and then creates a
three member ward with part of Chorleywood just because they happen to have a
common boundary.
The dividing of the Community of Chorleywood in two along the railway line is
bizarre. To suggest that the residents of Chorleywood West and Maple Cross are more
of a community than the two halves of Chorleywood is difficult to understand. We
would suggest that the residents of Maple Cross see themselves as a satellite of
Rickmansworth and are unlikely to use the shops in Chorleywood; either of the two
doctors’ practices; or Chorleywood Railway station. Chorleywood Common, owned
by the community of Chorleywood, managed by Chorleywood Parish Council and a
“Local Nature Reserve” will have parts in two District Council wards. The Common
Conservation Area will be similarly divided.

Suggested alternative ward structures
Note 97 – The making of a one member ward for Sarratt or Maple Cross does not
necessarily result in a knock on effect to Rickmansworth and Moor Park as described.
Changes would affect the two wards of Chorleywood and possibly Penn/Mill End.
Suggestion 1
Chorleywood Village would be a three member ward.
Sarratt would be a one member ward.
Maple Cross would be a one member ward.
The remainder of Chorleywood North would be a one member ward possibly called
Rickmansworth North.

Boundaries
Maple Cross would be that part of the existing Maple Cross ward south and east of the
M25 up to proposed boundary with Mill End/Penn. This links the Maple Cross
community with its recognised connections with Rickmansworth.
Chorleywood Village would be West/North of the M25 and stretching to the boundary
with Sarratt Parish. This keeps the community of Chorleywood, Chorleywood
Common and the relevant conservation areas within one District ward.
The remainder of Chorleywood North would then be those areas East/South of the
M25 up to the boundaries with Sarratt Parish and Rickmansworth. This links the
communities of Loudwater and the area between the A404 and the railway line to
Rickmansworth where the majority of these residents associate themselves.
Suggestion 2
If the prospect of 3 one member wards is unacceptable and the need to recognise
Maple Cross as a separate community is of a high priority then consideration should
be given to making Sarratt and Chorleywood North a two member ward. Neither of
these communities have links to each other but they do share similar issues; lack of
shops; distance from schools and public transport.

Suggestion 3
Again if the prospect of 3 one member wards is unacceptable and the need to
recognise Sarratt as a separate community is of a high priority then Maple Cross
should be joined with a smaller Penn/Mill End as a three member ward. Chorleywood
North should be joined with those parts of Penn/Mill End and Rickmansworth that are
in Chorleywood Parish to form a two member ward. The boundary between Penn and
Rickmansworth would need to be altered but changes are planned anyway.

In conclusion, we appreciate the difficulty of making the representation and workload
of councillors as even as practical. However we believe that both the division of
communities and the overwhelming of minorities is something that must be avoided at
all costs.

The Review Officer (Three Rivers)
Local Government Boundary Commission for England
Layden House
76-86 Turnmill Street
London
EC1M 5LG

RE-Proposed Boundary changes to the Wards in South Oxhey, Hertfordshire.
Dear Sir/Madam
I and my family have lived in South Oxhey since 1979 some 35 years.
I have heard locally about the proposed boundary changes and looked on the website to see for my self.
There seems no apparent reason for this movement of boundaries other than possibly a Political one.
The existing boundaries of Hayling, Northwick and Ashridge wards completely enclose South Oxhey, which is right and
proper for a working class local authority estate.
Having three wards with the seven councillors has always served the needs of South Oxhey residents!
I am unable to see how changing what has worked perfectly well for the residents for the last 35 years (mine and all my
neighbours experience) would be an improvement!
I strongly oppose this action, the saying goes (don’t fix it if it ain’t broke!) and wish my views to be taken into
consideration.
I have been very happy the way the estate has been served by the present wards and our local councillors all who know
and understand the problems we encounter on a daily basis.

South Oxhey has its own identity and I am happy to be a resident here, so must urge you to reconsider the boundary
changes and keep everyone united as one community where we understand each other needs and problems.

Yours Sincerely
Robert Wyard

Dunkeyson, Nicholas

-----Original Message----From: Joy KenYerby
Sent: 02 July 2013 11:39
To: Reviews@
Subject: Boundary changes

We wish to be known that we disagree with the boundary changes for three
rivers. We live in Carpenders Park, which is a estate with a barrier of
the railway line from South Oxhey.
Carpenders Park has a community feel with 3 councillors, if we join
South Oxhey Ward, Carpenders Park will be lost
J Yerby

Sent from my iPad
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