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Comment tex t:
The proposal to move Bisley into Woking Borough Council control is strongly opposed as previously some 20
years or more past the same unanimously rejected by the residents. Bisley identifies itself with Surrey
Heath and the wishes of the community should prevail. There are many community ties to West End
including the church, charitable volunteer organisations and primary schools to mention a few. The
communities are interlinked across Parish boundaries and benefit from being under the one authority which
should be Surrey Heath. The numbers involved in evening up parliamentary constituency numbers are not
significant, and the benefit of preserving the status quo outweighs the disruption and resentment that
would be caused by Bisley moving into Woking Borough. Woking Borough has significantly more development
planned that will increase their numbers much more than surrey heath that will naturally increase the
electorate in their parliamentary constituency. The proposal to reduce borough councillors from 2 to 1 in
Bisley is opposed by residents, but the counter measure proposed to amalgamate Bisley ward into west end
ward would alleviate some of the representation concerns, and the ward should be allowed to co-opt a
councillor from the election candidates that were not successful as reserve in case of prolonged absence
through sickness or alike, thus maintaining a continual representation for Bisley if their councillor is unable
to function for significant amount of time.
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I understand it is proposed to cut the number of Councillors representing the ward of Chobham in
Surrey Heath.Chobham parish covers a large disparate area ,partly well populated and partly
rural. In my view 2 Councillors are needed to usefully cover the present ward. The 2 elected
members who represent us now are both kept busy with housing/traffic/ local services problems –
there is a lot of pressure on areas like ours with protected countryside such as Chobham Common
yet on the edge of urban sprawl represented by Woking.We are in danger of losing services such
as our current post office and a decent bus service for workers/children going to school/ and
anyone who needs services and shopping facilities not represented in our village.
Nova Atkinson
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I am not sure I am confident to adjust the way the boundaries are positioned, but some areas do seem to
be much larger than others but have less voters. Each Ward has different needs and priorities. I have a
couple of points. Deepcut, we understand, will be having a great deal of construction over the coming years
and therefore would maybe need to be a Ward of its own. I have no idea of the planning here but would it
get lumped in to West End or Heatherside. My other point is, the elected councillors should live in the area
they are representing. This should also follow for Parish Council but more so for Borough . We have a
councillor who represents Bagshot but lives in Lightwater. She is rarely seen in the village and I am not
sure she is totally au fait with what is happening in Bagshot and what local people really want or even
think. If a push came to a shove and a deal was on the table for Bagshot or Lightwater, would she vote for
her place of residence or where she represents? We currently have three councillors for Bagshot, to be
honest only one is totally visible by her work in the community and will follow things through. I think is is
not a matter of how many councillors you have but the calibre and quality of the councillor and how much
time they will commit to the position if elected.
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Dear Sirs, I would like to register our concern at the proposal to reduce the number of Borough councillors
from 40 - 34. The Parish of Chobham is sprawling and not densely populated so it would be a draconiam
effort that just one councillor could represent all the electors in the Parish of Chobham. Also because
Chobham is on the fringe of the ward we get little enough support as it is from Camberley. We need a lot of
support due to physical problems like flooding, over planning and land use.
My husband and I would appreciate your reconsidering this ill advised step. Kind regards Margaret and
John Mallowan
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It seems to me that the proposed boundaries for the Parkside Ward, Surrey Heath, where i live, are sensible
and take account of the natural communication, social and physical boundaries as they exist on the ground.
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5 October 2016
Local Government Boundary Commission By Email
TO: reviews@lgbce.org.uk
Dear Sirs
ELECTORAL REVIEW OF SURREY HEATH
I have lived in the village of Chobham for 44 years and before that was a regular
user of our precious Common living close by.
I take a keen interest in village affairs and have recently been made the recipient of
an award by Surrey County Council for voluntary services to the village and its
community. I am a member of the committee of The Chobham Society.
I am a keen supporter of our Parish Council and of our Borough Councillors.
I have always felt that as we are the only rural village in the borough, so different to
metropolitan Camberley from where we are administered, we needed strong and
independent representation, particularly as the authority is dominated by one party.
This is still a well defined village entity which thrives on being different to the other
wards, and as such is popular with residents and visitors alike. Even the two nearest
wards of Windlesham and West End are very different. We are physically defined by
the Chobham Common National Nature reserve to the North, and are separated
from Woking, Knaphill and West End on the other 3 sides by mainly open farm land.
This self-contained entity makes the village unique in this part of Surrey mainly
because the other villages have been allowed to ‘bleed’ into each other.
CRITERION NUMBER ONE - NUMBERS
Turning to your advice ‘’How to propose a pattern of wards’’, and the submission to
you from the Borough dated 18 May 2016, I note the following basic information
upon which I have based this representation.
Total electorate in the Borough 65,457. Chobham ward about 3,100 electors.
Reducing the number of councillors to 34 would give 1925 electors per councillor
across the borough, and if numbers were the only criterion 3100/1925 =1.61
councillors for Chobham.
I believe that while your first criterion to have each councillor representing an equal
number of electors may work where say all areas are made up of the same density
eg in the inner city, it is seriously flawed where in cases such as Chobham there is
such a wide disparity between its nature and that of say urban Camberley.

Chobham at 2,313ha out of the total borough area of 9,509 ha means that at 24.3%
of the land mass it is physically the largest of the Borough’s wards. The Chobham
Common National Nature Reserve a Site of Special Scientific Interest with an area of
500+ha requires special attention by our borough councillors to defend and protect it,
as councillors they sit on the Chobham Common Liaison Group. This responsibility is
not one imposed on councillors elsewhere in the borough to anywhere near the
same degree, and embraces an additional workload at least equivalent to a goodly
number of electors, without taking account of the ‘’leg work’’ that the size of the ward
entails.
I note your view that ‘’ Electoral equality is the only criterion that we can measure
with precision’’. It is a serious cause for concern that you will, by taking this decision
from afar, be persuaded by numbers alone, without getting the true feel of the way
this village ticks, not least because of its remoteness from Camberley, which is
exacerbated by the complete lack of public transport between here and there. I
would invite your representative to visit and see the ward.
You go on to say that electoral equality is unlikely to be exactly received and in a
table on page 7 you show a range of 20% between top and bottom figures. On the
basis of the information above in terms of numbers Chobham would be short by 750
electors, which is about 24 %, ie 4% over the tolerance. An additional 4% equates to
124 electors.
In all the time I have been involved in village affairs there is one obvious anomaly in
the make up of the parish, which plainly needs remedying, and that relates to those
properties on the east side of Scott’s Grove Road, the properties backing on to them
in Guildford Road as far south as the junction with Carthouse Lane, and the Lakes
Estate to the east of Guildford Road. From a rough count that would be about 100
homes which would more than make up the difference in numbers and bring you
back within the tolerance. I am told but don’t understand that this review cannot
interfere with Woking Borough in which I believe these properties currently reside. If
that is true can you please tell me why?
CRITERION NUMBER 2 – TO REFLECT COMMUNITY INTERESTS AND
IDENTITIES AND BOUNDARIES SHOULD BE IDENTIFIABLE
As already outlined the parish of Chobham centered around its two churches St
Lawrence and St Saviours and two schools, is readily identifiable. It is a rural area
which sets it apart from the other wards. It is vital that its Common remains unbroken
in the parish. It would be a disaster if it were fragmented. A quick glance at the
Parish Magazine will show some 70 active village clubs and societies. There is
effectively no public transport link with Camberley, nor with West End or
Windlesham, and precious little with Woking. Residents are pleased to live here
because it is identifiable as a self contained village.

For ease of reference I have followed the headings set out at page 8 of your
document entitled ‘’How to propose a pattern of wards’’
Transport Links Chobham is not well served by public transport. There is an hourly
bus to Woking 6 days a week with last bus at about 7pm. There is no viable service
to Camberley. Nothing to Sunningdale, Windlesham or West End. This means that if
you can’t drive for whatever reason, particularly the young or the old, an expensive
taxi ride is your only option. The lack of public transport is one of the prime reasons
why there are about 70 clubs and societies in the village. Due to the lack of transport
to Camberley our two borough councillors hold regular surgeries in the village to deal
with residents’ concerns and produce a regular newsletter, as does The Chobham
Society.
Community Groups The lead group is the Parish Council which concerns itself with
the area of the parish, followed by The Chobham Society, on whose committee I sit,
its aim is to look after environmental issues for the well being of the village and its
people. As mentioned above the parish has two churches and two schools with a
strong following. The WI is well represented, and Chobham Country Market (formerly
WI market) is thriving. There is the Chobham Common Preservation Committee,
Chobham Common Liaison Group, The Agricultural and Horticultural Society,
Cricket, rugby and football clubs, the museum committee, mother and toddler groups
to name but a few. A full list can be obtained in the monthly parish magazine.
There is a Carnival Committee which organises an annual village event and an ad
hoc committee, of which I was part, organised a closure of the High Street for the
Queen’s Jubilee street party. We also organised a similar event for her 90th birthday.
Both events were a great success and many villagers pitched in to help. An annual
Flower and Music festival is ever popular.
Facilities Doctors’ surgery, dentist and pharmacy, plus the post office are together
(the proposed relocation of the post office has recently attracted hundreds of
objections) with the Community Centre are situated next to each other in Windsor
Road, just north of the village centre. These facilities are on the bus route to Woking
and there is ample parking. St Lawrence church is in the centre of the high street
which is well served by pubs and other eateries. Close-by is the village hall with the
parish pavilion opposite in the memorial recreation ground. Day to day shopping
needs are met by two Local supermarket branches, convenience stores etc.
Identifiable Boundaries As already mentioned the extent of Chobham Common
to the north and north west defines those boundaries. The Common also wraps
around the north east and merges with Horsell Common To the west Brick Hill /
Valley End are encircled by the Common and are served by Chobham’s other
church, St Saviours, and Valley End school . To the South West sparsely populated
agricultural and wooded land form a natural boundary as does the similar land to the
south east.
Parishes As you say the parish very much represents the extent of the community
and in my view the only logical addition could be the areas referred to above that it
would be logical to transfer from Woking. The Parish Council has recently adopted a

‘’Resilience Plan’’- mainly in connection with the problem of regular flooding, but also
the risk to the village from heathland fires. A Neighbourhood Plan is also well
advanced.
Shared Interests Chobham is very much a rural village, and its openness with areas
of Manorial Waste land and lack of hard surfaces, by contrast with the urban nature
of Camberley and the semi urban nature of both West End, Lightwater and
Windlesham. It is the ‘Identifiable boundaries’ referred to above which makes the
parish a distinctive entity and in my experience mean that we have very little in
common with those areas.
CRITERION NUMBER 3 – TO PROMOTE EFFECTIVE AND CONVENIENT
LOCAL GOVERNMENT AND REFLECT ELECTORAL CYCLES
Chobham, to emphasise its rural nature was previously part of Bagshot Rural District
Council until that function was transferred to Camberley following which it had three
ward councillors. As I have set out above, the historic boundaries with its church and
school ties are still very relevant. The difficulties of getting to Camberley for those
who are working, those without their own transport or who are unable to drive, can
and do, regularly able to contact one of our borough councillors at their weekly
surgeries with their problems. Councillors produce regular information on what is
happening at Camberley by way of a printed newsletter.
This borough operates a whole council election every 4 years. As this arrangement
works well and saves costs over other cycles and is considered satisfactory, so I
have no further comment on the point.
CONCLUSION
In the borough’s submission to you I note that the reason given for this reduction is
to save money to the tune of £40,000 pa or approx. £7,000 per councillor. I submit
that the democratic process in Chobham would be seriously disadvantaged if we
were to lose one or part of a councillor for a saving equivalent two band G annual
council tax payments..
In my experience it is difficult enough to get the population out to vote at the best of
times, and I suggest that were the electors in the ward to be arbitrarily shunted
around just to show administrative tidiness there would be a risk of much voter
apathy.
I would therefore urge you not to tinker with our current representation by two
councillors just for the sake of administrative tidiness
Yours faithfully
James Osbourn FRICS
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Dear Sirs,
I am a resident of Chobham (over 30years) Heathside, with our Council Offices in Camberley. We presently have the
benefit of two Council representatives.
As an Accountant, I fully appreciate the need to keep the Council`s costs under control and at a level consistent
with the needs of the area and community being served.
I understand you are at present reviewing the current level of representation in our Village and considering
reducing our Councillors from the present two, which we have had for many years, to one.
I can only assume that this review is in line with the Government`s Review of Boundaries based on the theory that
every area represented by a Member in Parliament should be of roughly equal population.
We, the residents of Chobham, even with our two Councillors feel we are the poor relation of our Masters in
Camberley and consider there are many examples of decisions being taken by people who are so removed from our
village that they have little or no knowledge, interest or concern for the impact those decisions will have on our
environment or our community. Indeed one gets he impression that so often the attitude when passing resolutions
is, “ we`ll agree to this so long it`s not in our backyard”
It seems to me that to follow slavishly the theory that areas should be decided by counting the population alone, is
flawed and that regard must also be given to the land area for which representation is being considered.
Chobham, with a relatively modest population, occupies not only a disproportionately large land area, but an area
that seems to be at a serious disadvantage when major issues like Roads, Transport and Planning for Residential
and Commercial developments in neighbouring authorities like Runnymede and Woking are involved as well as
when local issues are concerned.
Chobham is an extremely complex area. I`m quite sure our Councillors work extremely hard to represent our
residents over an extremely wide range of local issues and it would not surprise me to learn that even with two, at
present, they are, at times, hard pressed to represent the interests of villagers in all the complex issues that arise.
In my view and in the view of a vast number of the villagers, to even contemplate a reduction from two to a single
Councillor would be an act of folly and I can only hope and pray that your Review Body will listen to the objections
that are being raised and that your decision will reflect a respect for the residents of our Great little Village that is so
often lacking elsewhere.
Yours Faithfully
David Reeves
Sent from Mail for Windows 10
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First let me stress I have two interests in this consultation. First as chair of the Heatherside Community Centre and
secondly as a resident in one of the areas under consideration.
For many residents Heatherside has all the characteristics of a village. We have a church, a Doctors' surgery,a pub,
assorted shops, village green and a community centre(village hall) The facilities are well used and the demand
exceeds supply. Residents look at the shopping area as a place where they can meet and make connection to buses
into nearby Camberley and Farnborough as well as Frimley Hospital. Housing in the area is a balanced mix of
detached, semi‐detached and terraced properties, many being third generation occupiers. It is important for
Heatherside to be represented by three councillors, who each offer their assistance and expertise when needed. The
population of Heatherside has a wide age range. There are two well subscribed feeder schools for the popular
Tomlinscote Comprehensive School. In addition there is Carwarden House.
Option 1 would destroy the balance of the community.
I am not aware that other residents in the same area as me have any knowledge
about theses consultations and their implications Over the years we have been well served by our three councillors,
not only in the day running of the area, but in personal councillors related affairs, and also in times of emergency.
The most recent was the moving on of travellers from the village green.
As chair of the Heatherside Community Centre I rely on the input and help our three councillors on matters relating
to Heatherside and the community Centre.All sit on our committee.
Heatherside deserves and needs to keep its individuality and its three councillors. In my opinion only option2 would
meet this requirement Mike Robins
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----- Forwarded Message ----From: MURRAY ROWLANDS
To: "reviews@lgbceorg.uk" <reviews@lgbceorg.uk>
Cc:
Sent: Thursday, 22 September 2016, 8:58
Subject: RE BOUNDARY REVIEW FOR SURREY HEATH

1. I am puzzled by proposals to cut Surrey Heath Councillors from 40 to 34. This raises questions
about why the number was increased in the past when SH had a smaller number of electors than
it has now. There is a myth circulated by the Conservatives that we are "over governed" In fact
compared with France we have a smaller number of elected representatives.
2. There is a proposal to increase the numbers of electors for the Old Dean Ward by 800. The Old
Dean community has a recognised boundary which will be seriously diluted by artificially taking in
electors from Town Ward or St Michaels Ward. An increase of this nature will bring in electors with
no common identity with the Old Dean Ward.
Murray Rowlands
Former Borough and County Councillor
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TO Local Government Boundaries Commission
October 8, 2016
Review of councillor numbers and wards in Borough of Surrey Heath
I wish to object to any move by your commission and Surrey Heath Borough Council to reduce the number
of councillors for the Chobham ward of the borough from one to two. I understand this is a probability if the
total number of councillors for the borough is cut from 40 to 34.
At present, the average number of electors per councillors in Surrey Heath is 1,636. With just 36 councillors
it will be 1,925, which means Chobham will be 750 short of the criterion, as it has 3,100 electors and will
qualify for 1.61 councillors.
There is an excellent case for the ward to retain two councillors, as it is the largest ward in Surrey Heath and
covers several diverse communities spread over a wide area. Two representatives are required to
effectively represent the population on the council, as a single councillor would inevitably be stretched and
overworked.
As Chobham would fall short of the criterion for two councillors, I propose that the ward’s boundaries be
revised to include certain communities which feel they belong to the parish but are in neighbouring wards
and even in the neighbouring borough of Woking.
In particular, I feel there is an opportunity to bring parts of Woking into Chobham that should have been
transferred the last time district boundaries were revised, i.e. when the North End ward of Chobham was
transferred into the borough of Windsor and Maidenhead.
In particular, the following areas should be transferred from Woking to Surrey Heath’s Chobham Ward. All
these residents consider themselves part of the Chobham community and ‘look to’ the village and its
schools, shops and other services, churches and organisations etc. They would say they live in Chobham,
rather than Horsell or Knaphill.
> The 25 properties on the south side of Scotts Grove Road down to Lovelands Lane. Currently, these
are in Woking borough and Woking parliamentary constituency while the properties on the north
side are in Surrey Heath borough and constituency.
> The 12 properties in Castle Green and Guildford Road, plus the Millbrook Animal Centre and
Studley Court in Guildford Road, down to Carthouse Lane.
> The 34 properties at The Lakes, off Guildford Road.
> The five properties plus the entirety of Coxhill Manor Nursing Home at Milford Green, off Station
Road.

.2.
> Milford House, Milford Farm, Gunners End Farm and Daydawn Nursery at Coxhill, off Station Road.
> The eight properties in Deep Pool Lane, off Station Road.
> Border Farm and the properties at the garden centre at Mimbridge, off Station Road.

The Bisley detached section of Bisley ward should also be transferred from Bisley to Chobham, comprising:
> Scott’s Farm, Grove Herb Farm, Grove Farm House and Copthorne Meadows Farm.

At the Beldam Bridge end of Scotts Grove Road, these properties should be transferred from West End ward
to Chobham:
> The two nurseries to the south of Scotts Grove Road and Hatchgate Farm and Oak Farm House
near the junction of Beldam Bridge Road and Pennypot Lane.

In Bagshot Road, the Chobham boundary should be moved to the western edge of Halebourne Lane, so that
the following properties are moved from West End to Chobham. This would provide a clear, easily
identifiable boundary rather than the arbitrary boundary that currently exists and, again the people living
here have more of an affinity with the Chobham community than the West End community:
> The 20 properties on both sides of Bagshot Road up to Halebourne Lane.
> The 17 properties in Halebourne Lane, including Parkwood Farm being transferred from
Windlesham to Chobham.

Further, the West End “bulge” north of Bagshot Road should be eliminated to transfer the following
property to Chobham:
> Broadoak Farm.

The above transfers would go a long way to providing Chobham with the extra electors it needs to meet the
criterion for having two borough councillors. They also “tidy up” the ward to provide clearly identifiable
boundaries and move people who have an affinity with the Chobham community into the ward.
Your sincerely

Rob Searle
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Contains Ordnance Survey data © Crown copyright and database rights 2013.

M ap F eatur es:

Annotation 1: Extensions to the Chobham ward boundary to include
properties mentioned in my submission.
Annotation 2:
Annotation 3:
Annotation 4:
Comment tex t:
Please take into account the suggestions made in the attached document.
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Dear Sirs,
In Chobham, we object to LGBC redrawing the ward boundaries and reducing our borough councillors from 2 to
1.42.
We are the largest geographical ward in the borough, including the area of Chobham Common National Nature
Reserve with as much responsibility as would a number of electors. Our community's best interests and identity are
reflected by its boundary and require two borough councillors to cover our needs.
We cannot be compared to an urban ward such as Camberley and stress 'one size never fits all'.
Yours
J. Taylor
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I write to advise that electing Borough Councillors by population density is a
very bad idea.
It is undemocratic and takes no account of the work required at election time
and the four years between by councillors in more rural areas.
Chobham is the biggest ward within Surrey Heath Borough Council and was
represented by three borough councillors. This has already been reduced to two.
There seems a lack of understanding of the tasks demanded of borough councillors
in large geographical areas of England.
In the specific case of Surrey Heath Borough Council, it smacks of political gerrymandering
because of forty councillors only two are independent, both, of course, in Chobham.
The majority party at Surrey Heath Borough Council delight in dumping all unwanted
and unpopular actions on Chobham and to remove one of the people’s elected representatives
would weaken the resistance to this unfair and unbalanced situation.
We live in an ever increasing dictatorship and the people of Chobham should have their
opinions sought before robbing them of their democratic rights to be properly represented.
To get a seat on ANY committee there must be at least two councillors from a group.
If Chobham only has one councillor, it would wipe out any representation on any committee
making decisions on issues that effect daily lives.
Peter Trow
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I write to advise that electing Borough Councillors by population density is a
very bad idea.
It is undemocratic and takes no account of the work required at election time
and the four years between by councillors in more rural areas.
Chobham is the biggest ward within Surrey Heath Borough Council and was
represented by three borough councillors. This has already been reduced to two.
There seems a lack of understanding of the tasks demanded of borough councillors
in large geographical areas of England.
In the specific case of Surrey Heath Borough Council, it smacks of political gerrymandering
because of forty councillors only two are independent, both, of course, in Chobham.
The majority party at Surrey Heath Borough Council delight in dumping all unwanted
and unpopular actions on Chobham and to remove one of the people’s elected representatives
would weaken the resistance to this unfair and unbalanced situation.
We live in an ever increasing dictatorship and the people of Chobham should have their
opinions sought before robbing them of their democratic rights to be properly represented.
To get a seat on ANY committee there must be at least two councillors from a group.
If Chobham only has one councillor, it would wipe out any representation on any committee
making decisions on issues that effect daily lives.
Peter Trow
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