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Derek Shaw
chairman@berrickandroke.org.uk
Berrick and Roke Parish Council
Parish councillor
OX10 6JW
21/12/2012 18:06
"We understand that the proposed changes in ward boundaries would move Berrick
and Roke from the Benson ward to the Chalgrove Ward.
Our villages border Benson but are over 2 miles from Chalgrove. We wish therefor to
oppose this change since our electorate interacts, almost exclusively, with Benson
concerning shopping, social activities, library etc. We feel that sharing councillors
with Benson would enable our electorate to receive better consideration of their
needs.
Such a change, involving only about 250 people, is unlikely to have any significant
effect on the ratio of councillors to electors.
Dr D Shaw,
Chairman, Berrick and Roke Parish Council

Dunkeyson, Nicholas
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Claire Dunk
02 January 2013 13:47
Reviews@
FW: Draft Recommendations on new electoral arrangements for South Oxfordshire
- Bix and assendon

Dear Sir,
Bix and Assendon parish council fully supports your draft recommendations for a new 2 member ward of Woodcote
and Rotherfield.
Regards
Claire Dunk
Parish Clerk
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Dunkeyson, Nicholas
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Reviews@
07 January 2013 11:16
Reviews@
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Custom Form Submission Received
Review Editor,
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:
IP Address:

Online submissions form (#183)
http://www.lgbce.org.uk/current-consultations/online-submissions-form
1658
Jan 7th 2013 at 11:16am

Form Answers

Name:

Lucy Dalby

Area your submission
South Oxfordshire
refers to:
Organisation you
parish/town council
belong to:
Your feedback:
BRIGHTWELL â€“ CUM â€“ SOTWELL PARISH COUNCIL

Mrs Lucy Dalby

Review Officer
South Oxfordshire Review
The Local Government Boundary Commission for England
Layden House
76â€“86 Turnmill Street
1

London EC1M 5LG 7th January 2013
reviews@lgbce.org.uk
Dear Sir
Further Electoral Review for South Oxfordshire District Council - Consultation
Submission on behalf of Brightwell-cum-Sotwell Parish Council
A core feature of Brightwell-cum-Sotwellâ€™s Parish Plan is that we are a rural
parish. The parish lies close to Wallingford but separation from it is central to
maintaining our individual rural identity and very strong sense of rural
community as evidenced by the large number of community activities within the
parish. Much of the dialogue between our parish, SODC and the County Council
addresses concerns about our environment and about fostering the strong sense of
community. We greatly value the support of our District Councillor under the
current boundary structures, based as it is on a good understanding of local
issues. We regard strong links with the District and County Councils through
councillors who see our concerns in the context of other local rural communities
as vital.
We note that the Commission's views for our own ward diverge from those of
SODC, specifically in three broad ways:
1. A two member ward, rather than two one member wards.
2. Inclusion of Winterbrook,
3. Exclusion of the Hagbournes,
We question the first point as we believe that in a rural environment it tends to
weaken the links between councillors and wards. We feel that the proposal for a
two councillor ward is misplaced. Cholsey is a much larger parish numerically
than the other parishes proposed to be included, and we feel strongly that a single
member Brightwell ward (however named) would serve the needs of Brightwellcum Sotwell, the Moretons, the Astons and the Hagbournes better than a two
councillor ward combined with Cholsey and Moulsford.
We question the second and third points because we believe that Winterbrook is
more properly considered a part of Wallingford, whereas only a small part of
East Hagbourne is within the urban area of Didcot. We believe strongly that there
is merit in distinguishing wards on a rural/urban basis so far as possible.
Different considerations and issues arise, and it is more important to meet the
stated objective to "reflect the identities and interests of local communities" than
to be unduly concerned with over-precise balancing of electoral numbers. This is
especially so in a district planning for significant population increase in its Core
Strategy, the achievement of which must carry a degree of uncertainty.
Yours faithfully

Lucy Dalby
Parish Clerk
File upload:
This communication is from LGBCE (http://www.lgbce.org.uk) - Sent to Review Editor
2

Dunkeyson, Nicholas
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Mark Gray
04 January 2013 12:00
Reviews@
Electoral Review - South Oxfordshire District Council

Dear Sir/Madam
I am responding to the boundary review consultation on behalf of Cholsey Parish Council.
My Council is opposed to your proposal of a large two member ward covering Cholsey and many other
villages. We would prefer to see a distinct Cholsey Ward, incorporating Moulsford, with its own
representative on SODC.
We would prefer to see Winterbrook, which is part of the parish of Cholsey, included in the new ward.
Winterbrook has been well represented by Cholsey representatives in the past and residents of the area are
not keen to become part of Wallingford.
The council is also concerned that the LGBCE has not taken full account of the planned growth of our
village in the near future. In addition to the 360 dwellings currently under construction there will be up to a
further 150 homes as part of the recommendations of the recently adopted Core Strategy.
I believe your reliance on numbers of electors in a ward as a mark of equality of representation fails to take
account of the way communities regard their local councillor. Communities prefer to have a distinct
Councillor who is part of their community and as such can attend events, surgeries and council meetings.
Further, the more communities a councillor is expected to cover the more difficult their job becomes as they
have to balance the, sometimes conflicting, needs of those they represent.
Please reconsider your proposal and give our village the representation we need.
Mark Gray
Chair. Cholsey Parish Council
SODC District Councillor
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Mr Nicholas Dunkeyson
Review Officer (South Oxfordshire)
Local Government Boundary Commission for England
By email: reviews@lgbce.org.uk
Electoral Review of South Oxfordshire: Draft Recommendations
Dear Mr Dunkeyson,
I refer to your letter of the 13th November about the draft recommendations for
the electoral review of South Oxfordshire.
Below is Didcot Town Council’s response to the report:
a.
The inclusion of West and East Hagbourne in Didcot South
Ward
We believe that too much weight has been given to transport links that
run through SODC rather than the perceptions of community. At a time
of substantial growth at Didcot the surrounding villages have concerns
over being “swallowed by Didcot”. Against such a groundswell of
feeling it would be difficult for Didcot South members to represent their
residents in both the rural and urban areas. If the Hagbournes were to
be combined with nearby rural parishes they would be strengthened by
the grouping, rather than weakened.
b.

The area to the East of Didcot

That the area to the East of the town be not called “Richmead” which is
a private address of one secluded property but “Millbrook” which was
the developer name for some of this area and is still in common usage
by residents. “Millbrook” has a geographic basis.
If you require any further details let me know.

Yours sincerely,

Dominic Stapleton
Town Clerk
11th December 2012

East Hagbourne Parish Council comments on SODC Boundary change proposals
December 2012
Extracts from the East Hagbourne Parish Plan
"East Hagbourne is a village community in Oxfordshire close both to open country and to the
neighbouring town of Didcot. While the proximity to Didcot confers benefits, the rapid growth
of the town presents challenges, and continued attention to the planning process will be
needed to ensure that East Hagbourne's integrity is maintained."
"The country environment of East Hagbourne draws people from within and outside the parish
for country walks"
"What makes East Hagbourne special, though, is the sense of community"
East Hagbourne lies close to Didcot but retains a unique and very strong sense of rural
community as evidenced by the large number of community activities that are generated from
within the Parish. The Parish is set in an open and rural environment with many public
footpaths and green spaces that are enjoyed equally by parish residents and those from the
town. As such, much of the discussion and representation between our parish, SODC and
the County Council addresses issues about maintaining our environment and fostering the
strong sense of community.
This is a sentiment shared in SODC's Core Strategy (para 3.4) which states:
"we intend to maintain and strengthen the communities in the villages. We also intend to
ensure that their character and distinctiveness is maintained. "
The Parish of East Hagbourne greatly values the support of SODC and our District Councillor
under the current boundary structures. This support has included not only assistance and
advice on local issues, but also a good understanding and representation of the needs of the
Parish in relation to wider issues, such as in the development of the new planning framework.
We recognise the importance and efficiency of having a strong link with the District and
County through a councillor who can view our issues in the context of other local rural
communities. We feel that our link to the District would not be as effective, both in terms of
the support provided to the Parish and in terms of our participation in issues outside the
Parish if they were taken and combined with the needs of a much larger urban environment
such as Didcot.
Didcot is our local town and we are supportive of its development and prosperity, but as a
country community, our needs are different. We currently enjoy good representation at
District level through a single District Councillor who represents our whole parish and
adjoining villages with whom we share common interests. In practical terms our Councillor
regularly attends our Parish Council meetings and can represent our interests at District level.
The Parish places great value on having a District Councillor who can balance its needs with
those of other rural Parishes and, when required, represent an aggregated view.
We understand the pressures that have led to a reduction in the overall size of the District
Council. To achieve this, we feel there is an even stronger case for our Parish to be grouped
as a whole and we strongly support the proposal of SODC for a single councillor Brightwell
Ward.
The proposal of the Local Boundary Commission for England is unsatisfactory because:
 It groups East Hagbourne with Didcot, which is a growing town with different
requirements for Council support. We believe this would result in the needs of the rural
Parish and community being overwhelmed by the requirements of a growing town
focussed on retail and business growth.
 It splits East Hagbourne Parish between two District wards, each of which would be
represented by 2 councillors. This appears to be a recipe for confusion and we would
lose a clear line of representation at District level
 The proposal does not comply with the criteria outlined in para 11 of the long report. It
seems to be based solely on equalising the electoral numbers within each ward and does
not address at all the stated objective to "reflect the identities and interests of local
communities" - in fact it works strongly against it.

East Hagbourne Comments on SODC Boundary Changes, December 2012
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The argument that road connections pass through Didcot or the edge of the Vale is
irrelevant. Our village church is part of a combined benefice covering seven villages in
South Oxfordshire and the Vale. In the same way, East Hagbourne's representation at
District Council level should be grouped with villages who share a similar rural
environment and interests.

We strongly object to the proposal of the Boundary Commission for England which would
seriously erode our representation at District level and ask that the proposal of SODC for a
ward of rural communities that does not divide our parish be reinstated.
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

East Hagbourne Comments on SODC Boundary Changes, December 2012
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Dunkeyson, Nicholas
From:

Claire Dunk

Sent:

03 December 2012 11:07

To: Re

views@

Subject: Draft Recommendations on new electoral arrangements for South Oxfordshire - Highmoor

Dear Sir,
Highmoor parish council fully supports your draft recommendations for a new 2 member ward of
Woodcote and Rotherfield.
Regards
Claire Dunk
Parish Clerk

05/12/2012
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Dunkeyson, Nicholas
From:

Sonja Barter

Sent:

12 December 2012 13:03

To: Re

views@

Cc:
Subject: Fw: Warding proposals South Oxfordshire
Warding Reviews South Oxfordshire - Wheatley and Villages.
Holton Parish Council support the SODC revised proposal dated 13th December 2012, for a two
member ward consisting of one Wheatley ward and the other ward consisting of Holton and all the
villages proposed and most certainly containing the whole of Holton to the existing historic Parish
Boundaries.
The division of Holton (as proposed in the original SODC proposal, without any consultation with
Holton) would not be in the interest of Holton residents and would mean Holton Parish Council
having to communicate with two District Councillors over Parish matters. Also Holton identifies
with the smaller villages and shares many services and would be better served by a District
Councillor with small rural village priorities.
Holton supports two single member wards with the whole of Holton remaining within the historic
boundary of the village in a single ward with other rural villages all sharing common issues.
The larger village (small town) of Wheatley has different issues and as such needs a single District
representative.
Yours sincerely
Sonja Barter
Clerk to Holton Parish Council

**********************************************************************

14/12/2012
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Little Milton Parish Council
Chairman: Barry Coward
Parish Clerk: Raymond Fergusson

Date 4th January 2013
Review Officer
Local Government Boundary Commission for England
Layden House
76-86 Turnmill Street
London
EC1M 5LG

Dear Sir,
Electoral Review of South Oxfordshire: Draft Recommendations
The Parish Council considered the draft recommendations at the Council meeting held on 12th December 2012.
The recommended ward of Haseley Brook, comprising the parishes of Stadhampton, Little Milton, Great
Milton, Great & Little Haseley, Tetsworth, Wheatfield, Adwell and Lewknor, was not supported by the
Council.
The inclusion of Wheatfield, Adwell and Lewknor appears only to satisfy the delivery of electoral equality of
the enlarged ward, but these parishes have no natural linkage to the other parishes. Although electoral equality
is an important factor, it should not be the justification of simply including parishes that do not meet the other
two criteria. However, if electoral equality does have such a weighting, then a more natural fit would be the
inclusion of Tiddington with Albury and Wheatfield, Adwell and Lewknor then being included with either
Thame or Watlington where the geography would suggest a better reflection of local community interests and
identities.
The renamed ward of Haseley Brook, although it avoids a ward described as a string of Parishes, has little
meaning to the residents who live in these communities. The Council would prefer The Miltons and Haseleys,
albeit the other parishes are not named but that is the case for Wheatley, Watlington and Chinnor. The ward
name would give some indication of its location and geography.
The Council trusts that their comments will be given due consideration before the formulation of the final
recommendations.

Yours sincerely,

Raymond Fergusson (Clerk)
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Dunkeyson, Nicholas
From:

Claire Dunk

Sent:

26 November 2012 16:35

To: Re

views@

Cc:
Subject: Woodcote and Rotherfield Ward - Draft recommendation on new electral arrangements for South
Oxfordshire District Council

Nuffield Parish Council fully supports your draft recommendations for a two member ward for
Woodcote and Rotherfield, and believe that you have listened to their justifications.
Regards
Claire Dunk
Nuffield Parish Clerk

28/11/2012

SHIPLAKE PARISH COUNCIL
Clerk to the Council: R, V Hudson
Your Ref:
Our Ref:
Our Ref:
Date:

Clerk’s Office:

17/12/2012.

Review Officer (South Oxon),
The Local Government Boundary Commission for England,
Layden House,
76-86 Turnmill Street.
London.
EC1M5LG

Dear Mr Dunkeyson,
Shiplake Parish Council met this week and considered the draft
recommendations of the Boundary Commission for the future electoral
arrangements for South Oxfordshire District Council. The Parish Council had
previously discussed the original proposals from South Oxfordshire District
Council and it was very happy with the recommendation in which the small Parish
Councils in the area, including our own, were grouped together as a one member
ward.
It did not seem necessary at the time to express a positive response.
We would now like to make it very clear that Shiplake Parish Council does not
see the advantage of the recommendation of the Boundary Commission to
include Sonning Common - a large village with over 3000 electors - with all but
one of these small parishes in a two member ward.
There is little affinity between ourselves and the much larger community of
Sonning Common which is large enough to be a single member ward. We feel very
strongly that the inclusion of Sonning Common with its very different priorities
could dominate the ward agenda much to the detriment of Shiplake and the
other smaller parishes in the area.
Shiplake Parish Council is aware that Sonning Common Parish Council has publicly
expressed its preference to remain separate and not to be joined with the
smaller parishes as it too supports the original single member ward proposal
from SODC, as there are no community ties of any nature between Sonning
Common and our smaller parishes.

Shiplake Parish Council would therefore very much prefer the Boundary
Commission to revert to the original proposal by SODC placing the smaller
parishes including Shiplake in a single ward. It regrets that in retrospect it did
not write a letter in support of the original proposal but it hopes that its opinion
is now clear and that it will be noted.

Yours sincerely
R V Hudson

SCPC Parish clerk
14/12/2012 12:27
"The original proposal from SODC for Sonning Common to be a discrete ward with
one Councillor made excellent sense whilst the proposal to merge us with Shiplake is
a complete nonsense as the two villages are as different as chalk and cheese. Having
lived in Shiplake for 12 years and now being very familiar with Sonning Common I
can attest to this from real experience. I know that Shiplake PC is of he same view.
This LGBC proposal presents the worst possible option for our residents and
administration.
If there is a need for a Ward larger than the Sonning Common Parish boundary then
the logical answer would be to include Rotherfield Peppard Parish much of which is a
contiguous part of the SCPC Settlement Area for all adminstrative purposes and
whose inhabitants rely on the Sonning Common facilities for all their local shopping,
medical, dental, school and library needs.
Remember the axiom 'if it ain't broke don't fix it'.
I attach the SCPC poster for information.
Please reconsider."
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URGENT ACTION NEEDED ON
PROPOSED CHANGES TO
SONNING COMMON
DISTRICT COUNCIL WARD
The Local Government Boundary Commission for England is suggesting that
the new Sonning Common Ward on the District Council should be extended
to include Shiplake and would have two District Councillors to represent it.

Sonning Common Parish Council strongly opposes
this change. It goes against the original and very
rational South Oxfordshire District Council
proposal that Sonning Common Parish should be a
single Ward with one dedicated District Councillor.
The original proposal is and was supported by your Parish
Council. Sonning Common is one of the largest villages in
South Oxfordshire. It is a discrete centre in its own right
and needs focused representation. Shiplake residents have
no practical day-to-day links here - their services are found
in Henley-on-Thames. Under the revised proposal Shiplake
could actually end up providing two District Councillors to
represent Sonning Common.
Please make your views known to the Commission before
7th January 2013 headed: South Oxfordshire Review.
Write to: The Local Government Boundary Commission for
England, Layden House, 76 - 86 Turnmill Street, London,
EC1M 5LG.
Log on to: https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/ and navigate
to the South Oxfordshire Review
E-mail your views to reviews@lgbce.org.uk with South
Oxfordshire Review in the subject line.

Don’t delay - if you miss the cut-off on
7th January your views won’t be heard.
Printed and published by Sonning Common Parish Council December 2012
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Dunkeyson, Nicholas
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Paul Isaacs
30 December 2012 18:36
Reviews@
Local Government Boundary Commission for England recommendations for ward
boundaries

Dear Boundary Commission,
This is to record in writing that Stadhampton Parish Council sees more logical sense in being positioned with
Chalgrove and with Newington under the proposed new boundary changes.
Yours,
Paul Isaacs
Clerk, Stadhampton Parish Council
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Dunkeyson, Nicholas
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

07 January 2013 16:59
Reviews@
boundary changes

Dear Sirs
I write, as Parish Clerk to Tiddington with Albury Parish Council, to state that the Council objects to rthe proposed
change, which would 'put us in' with Wheatley.
The Councillors consider us to be a rural community and amalgamation with Wheatley would be inappropriate since
Wheatley is considered to be more 'urban'.
Yours faithfully
Ken Poyser - Parish Clerk
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Response to SODC ward boundary change proposals
Watlington Parish Council discussed the proposed SODC ward boundary changes at itsFull Council
meeting in December. We have no issue with the change from a two member ward to a smaller
single member ward, and recognise that there will be some benefit in having a single representative
in terms of reducing the uncertainty over who is dealing with any particular issue.
We are however not convinced that the removal of Cuxham with Easington from the ward is the
right choice. It is our belief that the residents of Cuxham look more towards Watlington than
towards Chalgroveas their centre for local services such as convenience shops, post office and
medical practices. In addition, a few houses in what geographically would be regarded as Cuxham
are actually in Watlington parish. There are elements of ribbon development from both ends of the
road between Cuxham and Watlington.
Our immediate concern is that Watlington Parish Council has started work on a Neighbourhood
Development Plan (NDP) under the Localism Act (2012). As one of the first actions, we consulted
with all the neighbouring parishes on their intentions for neighbourhood planning. Our aim was to
ensure that communities preserve their separate identities through retention of open space
between them. Many of the areas put forward under the South Oxfordshire 2011 Strategic Housing
Land Availability Assessment are part of the open space where we would like to see control of future
development, so we invited three parishes (Cuxham, Pyrton and Britwell Salome) to join with
Watlington in preparing an NDP. To date Pyrton has declined to join, Britwell Salome is still
considering the possibility and the Cuxham Meeting has responded positively. Cuxham recognises
that it does not have the size or resources to prepare their own NDP, and have said that they would
look more towards being part of a Watlington based plan than a Chalgrove based plan.
We recognise that there is not necessarily any relationship between District Council ward boundaries
and Neighbourhood Development Plan areas, but would expect that since the District Council is
responsible for managing many aspects of the approval of any NDP, that it would simpler if the full
NDP area fell within the remit of a single councillor.
Transferring Cuxham with Easington back into the Watlington Ward would clearly have some effect
on the electoral equality that has been built into your proposals, but the table below shows that
even a simple of transfer of only that one parish would not result in either of the two wards
breaching your 10% variability target. These tables are based on data from your Analysis and Draft
Recommendations report. We therefore ask that you consider reversing your decision to transfer
Cuxham with Easington away from Watlington.
With Cuxham in the Chalgrove Ward
Number of
Number of
electors per
Ward name
councillors
councillor ‐
2012
Watlington
Chalgrove

1
1

2,969
2,867

Variance from
average %

Number of
electors per
councillor ‐
2018

Variance from
average %

4%
0%

2,927
2,833

‐3%
‐6%

With Cuxham in the Watlington Ward
Number of
Number of
electors per
Ward name
councillors
councillor ‐
2012
Watlington
Chalgrove
Cuxham
electors

1
1

3,065
2,771

96

I E Hill
Chairman ‐ Watlington Parish Council

Variance from
average %

Number of
electors per
councillor ‐
2018

Variance from
average %

7%
‐3%

3,021
2,739

0%
‐9%
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Michael Butler
West Hagbourne Parish Council
Parish councillor

23/12/2012 17:24
West Hagbourne Parish Council opposes the proposals, which do not reflect the
interests and identity of the local community, namely the village of West Hagbourne,
and which mean that the parish of West Hagbourne would not be represented
effectively by a district councillor. The attached document sets out detail of the Parish
Council's objections and suggests a modified arrangement in which the parish is
grouped with other rural communities.

Local Government Boundary Commission for England
Proposals for South Oxfordshire District Council
Comments on behalf of West Hagbourne Parish Council
The Parish Council of West Hagbourne opposes the draft proposal of LGBCE in
respect of West Hagbourne. The proposal does not reflect the interests and identity
of the local community, namely the village of West Hagbourne, and means that the
parish of West Hagbourne would not be represented effectively by a district councilor
suitable to represent the needs of the community.
The proposal of the LGBCE in respect of West and East Hagbourne contains the
following comments:
The Hagbournes are situated on the very periphery of the district, and their
only road access within the district is via Didcot. Roads linking them to the
remainder of the proposed Brightwell ward leave the district for approximately
a mile via the neighbouring Vale of White Horse district. Given the
communication difficulties, we were not persuaded by the Council’s proposals
for the Hagbournes. Instead, we propose to include the Hagbournes with the
Council’s proposed Didcot South ward, as we consider that it allows for
convenient and effective local government.
The alleged “communication difficulties” would have no effect whatsoever on the
convenience and effectiveness of effective local government. For the Parish Council
the most important aspect of local government is that the SODC councillor is
available to assist the Parish Council. This involves telephone and email
communications and attendance at Parish Council meetings which take place six
times a year. The fact that transport by road may involve passing through Didcot or
Vale of White Horse territory is irrelevant and the Parish Council does not understand
how it could affect the convenience and effectiveness of local government.
SODC has proposed an arrangement in which West Hagbourne and East Hagbourne
would be grouped together with a number of other rural communities. This is far
more appropriate than grouping the Hagbournes with part of Didcot. The needs of
rural communities would best be met by an SODC councillor who represents a
number of those communities, rather than a councillor who is representing, primarily,
an urban population.
SODC's Core Strategy (para 3.4) states:
"We intend to maintain and strengthen the communities in the villages. We
also intend to ensure that their character and distinctiveness is maintained. "
SODC planning policy recognizes the need for West Hagbourne to be kept separated
from the expansion of Didcot to the south, where there is the Great Western Park
development. It would be entirely inappropriate for there to be imposed political
integration of West Hagbourne and Didcot, when SODC, West Hagbourne and
indeed Didcot Town Council, wish to preserve geographical separation and the rural
character of the village.
The proposals of the LGBCE also pre-empt decisions to be made about the parish
boundaries. At present, West Hagbourne parish boundary encompasses part of the

Great Western Park development (not yet constructed). It cannot be assumed that
villagers will want the parish boundary to continue doing that. There will be a
consultation process in 2013 about parish boundaries and it would be wrong of
LGBCE to assume that parish will continue to include what will become a highly
populated region of urban Didcot. To have an SODC Didcot South ward will be seen
by at least some villagers as presaging full political integration with Didcot at both
Parish and District level, and eventually the village being merged into Didcot.
Currently almost all properties within the parish boundary are in the village.
West Hagbourne needs an SODC councillor who will continue to support the wishes
of villages around Didcot to resist being swamped by Didcot. This is not going to be
achieved if the majority of our SODC councillor’s electorate is based in Didcot. We
can only have the representation that we need if our SODC councillor represents
other rural communities.
SODC has suggested that there be a Brightwell ward, although West Hagbourne
Parish Council has an open mind about which rural communities the village should
be grouped with.
The current LGBCE proposals are shown on the map below:

It will be noted that the Hagbournes are adjacent the proposed Cholsey ward, which
contains villages such as Aston Upthorpe, Aston Tirrold, South Moreton, North
Moreton, and Brightwell cum Sotwell and Moulsford. It would require only a small
change to link the Hagbournes to a ward which contains some or all of these villages.

It is also be noted that people from the village of West Hagbourne do not travel
routinely via Didcot when going to the other villages in this region. It may not be
immediately apparent to somebody who does not live in the village, but many locals
prefer to avoid going though Didcot where there can be traffic jams. A frequently
used route is shown below, to South Moreton. This used as part of a route to

Wallingford, which avoids Didcot and the A4130. It is a “short cut” which may not look
shorter in distance, but for many people it is a preferred route and involves travelling
through our countryside rather than through Didcot.

Why this route, or indeed others, should be excluded when considering the need for
“communications” because there is a portion passing through the Vale of White
Horse, as indicated below, is not understood. Passing through part of the Vale of
White Horse district when travelling by road to or from West Hagbourne would not
present any barrier to travel.

In any event, LGBCE should give more weight to the needs of the people in the
village rather than to communication issues, which in the case of West Hagbourne
are only theoretical and academic.
West Hagbourne Parish Council is strongly of the view that “communication
difficulties” do not warrant ceasing to treat West Hagbourne as a rural community for
political purposes. It is a small, compact village with working farms at its heart.

There is no justification for treating the village politically as part of Didcot.
West Hagbourne Parish Council also supports representations made by East
Hagbourne Parish Council, which is resisting being grouped in the Didcot South ward
with part of Didcot. This is another rural community, and like West Hagbourne the
need of its people differ from the needs of people in an urban development like
Didcot. Both villages need a district councillor who spends their time dealing with the
needs of rural communities and who understands those needs.
Michael Butler
Chair
West Hagbourne Parish Council
December 23, 2012
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Custom Form Submission Received
Review Editor,
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:
IP Address:

Online submissions form (#183)
http://www.lgbce.org.uk/current-consultations/online-submissions-form
1667
Jan 7th 2013 at 10:13pm

Form Answers

Name:

Wheatley Parish Council

Area your submission
South Oxfordshire
refers to:
Organisation you
parish/town council
belong to:
Your feedback:
Wheatley Parish Council does not agree with your proposals for a two member
Wheatley wraed bringing together the parishes of Wheatley, Woodeaton,
Elsfield, Beckley and Stowood, Stanton St John,Forest Hill with Shotover,
Holton, Waterperry and Thomley, Waterstock and Tiddington with Alberry.
Rather it supports South Oxfordshire District Council's objections and suuports
SODC's case for two single member wards for Wheatley and Holton.
File upload:
This communication is from LGBCE (http://www.lgbce.org.uk) - Sent to Review Editor
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Dunkeyson, Nicholas
From:

Woodcote Parish Council

Sent:

13 December 2012 08:31

To: Re

views@

Cc:
Subject: ELECTORAL REVIEW OF SOUTH OXFORDSHIRE

Dear Sirs,
Woodcote Parish Council wish to strongly oppose and object to your proposals for the new Wards in
South Oxfordshire.
Your draft proposal includes Woodcote in a Ward with smaller villages which have little affinity to
Woodcote which is classed as a large village, this coupled with the geographical distances makes the
draft proposal unworkable.
Woodcote has much stronger affinity with the parishes of Goring Heath and Goring. That said due to its
size and locality Woodcote wish to remain a single Ward. The Parish Council wish to state that they
support the original proposal put forward by South Oxfordshire District Council.
Regards
Jenny Welham
Parish Clerk
Woodcote Parish Council

14/12/2012

