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The ELECTORAL COMMISSION FOR ENGLAND
Please find attached 2 document as our submission with regard to the Draft recommendations on the new
electoral arrangements for East Hampshire District Council
I submit these on behalf of East Hampshire Constituency Labour Party.
Regards Howard Linsley
Secretary
East Hampshire Constituency Labour Party
or
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East Hampshire Constituency Labour Party
Consultation on the Draft Proposals from the Boundary
Commission.
Electoral Review October 2017
Submission on behalf of East Hampshire Constituency Labour Party
GENERAL
We note your three main considerations namely




Improve quality by equalising the number of electors each councillor represents
Reflect community identity
Provide for effective and convenient local government

Whilst we accept that you have demonstrated that you have done your best to meet the
first consideration we believe that you have done this at the expense of the other two
considerations. By reducing the number of wards from 38 to 26 and by reducing the number
of single member wards from 33 to 12 we believe that you have failed on both the second
and third consideration. Your proposed wards have less community identity and provide for
less effective and less convenient local government than the current situation. We have no
issue with the reduction of the total number of councillors by one.
We believe that there is a very strong rational case for preferring single member wards
rather than multiple member wards. Populations are not homogenous and any area
selected as a ward is likely to be made up of different groupings, interests, house types,
ownership etc. In East Hampshire that variation can go down below ward or even polling
district area. The important thing to realise is that on a statistical basis the smaller the area
the greater the possibility there will be of having a relatively homogenous ward. This means
that there is a more even opportunity for the representation on the council of minorities
within the overall community. Larger multimember wards tend to be less fair to opportunity
for individuals or weaker parties. It is our belief that single member wards result in a more
representative democratic structure. In our view the commission has failed to note that
important aspect of its work.
There are two practical consequences of double and triple member wards. Any candidate
who stands in a larger ward will need to contact a larger electorate when trying to get
elected. This requires greater resources both physical and financial than in a smaller ward.
Where the ward is doubled or tripled this is no small step. Multi member wards will thus
militate against independent candidates or minorities because the financial cost of printing
literature and practical problems of delivering literature and talking to electors have

multiplied by a factor of 2 or 3. Neither of these is good for local democracy. We have also
noticed when knocking on doors and speaking to voters that in single member wards voters
are far more likely to know the identity of their councillor. In multi member wards
knowledge of who represents them seems to be much lower and much less accurate.

PETERSFIELD AREA
Our primary objection is that multimember wards militate against the diversity of
representations and also make it more difficult for individuals or smaller groups to campaign
for their own electoral representation, both financially and logistically.
Local consultation within the Petersfield Branch finds acceptance in general of the new
equalised boundaries within Petersfield. However we do make the following
recommendation:
In line with our objection to multi‐member wards we believe that the proposed St Mary's
ward will significantly affect representation within the town. To this end we propose that
this new ward should be divided into two separate wards. The first of these will be based in
the centre of the town, (retaining the name St Peter's) which will allow the particular
problems of town centre occupation which often conflict with those persons living in the
outer sections of the town. And the community within that area contains many more single
household dwellings.

Our proposed boundaries (please see map below) would be that the line on the western
edge of the St Mary's ward which runs from the A3 down to the railway line should then be
extended between North Road and Merritts Meadow to reach the junction of Station Road
and Ramshill. It should then follow Tor Way to meet Mogg's Mead, and then south onto
Herne Road. This would join Heath Road, and follow that to meet Heath ward. Alternatively
this line could be altered at Tor Way, continuing directly south behind the Open Air Pool
(Lido) and Behind the Festival Hall reaching Heath Road, again following that to reach the
Heath ward Boundary. The second ward created by this division could be called Tilmore
ward as St Mary's Church is no longer part of that ward and the Tilmore Brook extends
throughout the ward.

member. We believe that a suitable split of the existing two‐member ward plus Liss Forest
can be achieved in a number of ways with the provision that Liss Forest, a separate
settlement, should be entirely within one of the two wards. We believe that this will give
better accountability for the voters in Liss who will have a clearly identifiable councillor to
represent them. This gives a better fit to the second and third of your three main
considerations (listed in paragraph 10 on page 3 of the consultation document and repeated
on page 1 of this document) without diminishing you first consideration.
The recently approve Liss Neighbourhood plan ( 9th. November 2017) provides for an extra
158 dwellings almost half of which (76 homes, 136 voters) will be on Andlers Ash Road. The
developer Carla Homes have already written to every Liss villager and business inviting them
to an event on Thursday 14th December to discuss their proposals. We believe that by 2023
these houses will have been built together with the almost completed Blenheim Court/ Field
view development which is almost completed on Farnham Road which will provide another
60 voters. Together these and a few small sites already in progress there will be at least
another 200 new voters by 2023. The figures used by LGBCE, obtained from EHDC, are an
understatement of the figures we believe to be more accurate so we have based our
considerations on our own figures.
Having examined several ways of splitting Liss we have decided that the one that we think
that is probably the best. Currently there are 3,840 voters in Liss and 874 in Liss Forest
giving a total of 4714. If we add 200 extra for 2023 this gives a total of 4914.
We propose a “Liss Rother ward” for the north western part of the village this would
encompass all areas to the North West of the railway line. This would also include the area
south west of Station Road / Hillbrow road Including Andlers Ash Road and those roads off it
and the part of Flexcombe which is in Liss. The Boundary would be from the junction of
Stodham lane and Hillbrow – along Stodham lane and Along Tankerdale Lane. It would
include the lower part of Hillbrow up to Stodham Lane. This would be 2471 Electors
compared 2294 or +8%
The rest of Liss could be “Liss East Ward” or “Liss South East Ward” and would comprise of
the rest of 2443 voters or +6.5%
We have used a June 2017 edition of the electoral roll and we have assumed that the new
development will be all in Rother Ward.

Alton
We do not believe that any major revision of the wards in Alton is necessary or desirable at
this time. The population of Alton is expected to increase by a quarter and probably more in
the next five years. The implications of this expansion and its effect on forward boundaries
are very unclear at present. It would be preferable to leave major revision of the ward
boundaries until the impact of planned and other additional development is clearer.

At present the wards (except Holybourne) are of similar size and represent coherent
communities. We believe that representing a community with interests in common is more
important than exact arithmetical alignment unless there is a gross discrepancy.
We believe that single member wards are the most desirable form of representation. In
single member wards the councillor’s responsibilities are clear and constituents are clear
about the identity of their representative.
Our objections to the Commission’s proposals and our alternatives are set out in detail
below.

Alton Holybourne
If the Commission wishes wards to represent a reasonably coherent community the addition
of the Manor Estate (Anstey Lane, Gilmour Gardens, Goodwyns Green, Convent of Our Lady
of Providence, Old Odiham Road, Baverstocks, Hall Road, Link Road, Manor Close, Gerald
Square, Jenner Way, Manor Road) does not meet this objective. Holybourne is a cohesive,
fairly affluent village with a clear identity and community structure. Its interests are very
different from those of the people living on the Manor Estate. Residents of Manor Estate
include a significant number of disadvantaged people including elderly people. For instance,
bus services are crucial to the inhabitants of the Manor Estate but are largely irrelevant to
people living in Holybourne. Holybourne residents are more interested in keeping the Post
Office open and preventing what they regard as inappropriate development in or near the
village.
The distance between Holybourne and the Manor Estate “as the crow flies” is quite short
but the journey on foot or by road is about 2 miles. The only connection between the two
communities is that some children of secondary school age from the Manor Estate attend
Eggars School as do secondary school age children from other parts of Alton. Eggars School
is on the edge of the present Holybourne ward but not actually in the village.
It would be extremely difficult for a Councillor to adequately represent both communities
and we would strongly oppose their inclusion in the same ward.

Alton Eastbrooke
At present this ward represents the community formed by a former council estate. While
some of the houses are now privately owned it still forms a coherent community with
interests in common and based around the use of shared community facilities such as
Anstey Junior School. There is no reason to change its boundaries at present.

Alton Wooteys ‐ Suggested Additional Electors from the Cadnams
development number unknown
This ward comprises the Manor Estate and the Wooteys estate of modest family homes
built in the late 1970s and early 1980s. The constituents have interests in common and the
use the same community facilities, for instance Wooteys Infant and Junior Schools. It is
currently a relatively small ward but it size will clearly be increased significantly by the
addition of the new houses in the Cadnams development which will be properties of a
similar character whose inhabitants will be using the same facilities. The number of these
electors can only be very roughly estimated on the basis of the number and size of the
properties at present. This is an illustration of the difficulty of revising ward boundaries at
present.

Alton Amery ‐ Suggested Additional Electors from Hopfields development
number unknown
This is probably the most coherent and homogenous ward in Alton largely representing the
Greenfields Estate. It is a relatively small ward but its size could easily be increased by the
addition of the Hopfields development on the Will Hall Farm site.
Number of properties in the Hopfields Development can be known but the number of
electors can only be a rough estimate. There are an increasing number of single person
households and with more people working from home even quite large properties may only
house one or two electors. This illustrates the problems of revising ward boundaries in Alton
at a time of rapid development.

Alton Whitedown
This ward is centred on the former Whitedown Council Estate and includes the Princess
Drive development and developments around Kings Road and the town side of Whitedown
Lane. The new development on the former site of Treloar Hospital has been added recently.
The constituents use the same facilities including The Butts Primary School. We can see no
case for a major change in its boundaries at present.

Alton Ashdell
Ashdell Ward is made up largely of two estates, the Race Courses estate and the Crowley
Drive development together with small groups of properties around the industrial estate.
The two estates contain properties of a similar character and form a reasonably coherent
community. We can see no case for a major change in its boundaries at present.

Alton Westbrooke
The prosed Alton Westbrooke ward cuts across at least two existing communities and
attempts to combine several areas with different interests. It is too large and it is difficult to
see how it could be effectively represented by three councillors unless they were able to
divide the area between them which would only be possible if they were all from the same
party and would rather defeat the object of a combined ward. The proposed ward brings
together the Town Centre with its own particular interests, the new development on the
Treloar Hospital site and the Whitedown Estate. This is not a coherent community by any
stretch of the imagination.
The present Westbrooke Ward represents the Town Centre with its own particular
interests. It should remain within its present boundaries.

Summary
The wards in Alton all currently represent coherent close knit communities all with different
priorities. Two of the smallest wards are very soon to be significantly increased by new
building and will make them very close to the average. Almost all the proposals cut these
close‐knit communities in two and make them very hard to represent. In summary our
proposal is that the wards be left as they are as they will soon be roughly similar in size and
will retain the coherent communities which they currently have.
The map accompanying this draft shows the two areas of new development which will
increase the size of Wooteys and Amery wards.

Eastern Wards
We believe that your proposals for Whitehill / Bordon lump together areas of
different communities in a way that it breaks up “Community Identity” and as
a result will not provide “Effective and convenient government” An example of
this is the current Deadwater ward which has a unique identity in the area. We
believe that your proposals to merge Deadwater with Whitehill Chase and part
of Pinewood are not likely to improve the governance of the area. We also
believe that an opportunity has been missed with regard to Bramshott &
Liphook. This could be easily split into 3 single member wards which we
understand is the position taken unanimously by Bramshott and Liphook Parish
Council.
We have seen the proposed submission of the Liberal Democrat for this area
and we fully support both their reasoning and recommendations.

SUMMARY

In summary we strongly believe that in the interests of “Effective and
convenient local Government” that all voters in East Hampshire
should be represented by a single, easily identifiable councillor

Howard Linsley
Secretary
East Hampshire Constituency Labour Party

