WARD BOUNDARY REVIEW 2017
EAST HAMPSHIRE LIBERAL DEMOCRATS (EHLD)
COMMENTS ON COMMISSION’S DRAFT RECOMMENDATIONS
ON SPLITTING FOUR MARKS & MEDSTEAD INTO 3 SINGLE WARD (V1.5)
Introduction
1. This is EHLD response to the Commission’s draft recommendations on a three-councillor ward
in Four Marks & Medstead. These are small wards and we therefore accept the inclusion of
the electorate of Chawton to make up the numbers. That said, we believe that this tripleward could easily be split into three without any loss of identity. We do not propose any
changes to the external boundary recommended by the Commission, but will describe the
reasoning behind our proposed internal boundaries between the three wards.
2. In agreement with EHDC we have identified 6 approved housing development sites that are
likely to be built by 2023. However, we have been unable to match the growth in the
electorate projected by EHDC; we believe they have double counted the figures for Medstead
by also including then again in Four Marks and South Medstead under new reference codes.
They are overstated by about 450+. Our estimate of the electorate is shown in the tables
below.
3. We stress, again, the importance of a closer link between the councillor and their electorate
which single-seat wards bring to local elections. Such wards also make it much easier for
independent candidates and smaller parties to compete on equal terms with the bigger
parties. It certainly makes democracy more transparent.
Proposals
4. We propose that there should be 3 single-councillor wards: Medstead (including South
Medstead), Four Marks West and East, each radiating out from the station and central
shopping area. All three will be a mixture of urban and rural areas. We have taken into
account the numerous approved SHLAA sites thereby enabling future growth in the electorate
without needing major alterations to the boundaries. By 2023 the average electorate would
be under -6%.
5. We have retained the Commission outer boundary for its proposed 3-councillor ward as we
accept the overall numbers. That said we have brought to EHDC and the Commission’s
attention that the projected overall electorate growth at 1,173, as totalled from the
spreadsheet does not agree with the 516 total show in EHDC’s original submission. Although
we have found some developments currently under construction, we believe it to be a double
counting error of about 450 electorate as we cannot find another development of about 240
dwelling to accommodate them.
6. Medstead village with its church, public house, post office and convenience store to the north
is separated by the sports pitches from the growing, more urbanised South Medstead. This
ward’s southern boundary will run from the west along the railway line as far as the level
crossing. It would then run south down the centre of Lymington Bottom Road and east along
the southern outer edge of the whole of Winston Rise. It would then run north up Station
Approach before following the railway line east to the junction with Boyneswood Road. It
would then run north up the centre of this road to the bend where it joins Red Hill and then
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run off along the road to the northeast. This ward will include a mixture of shops, sport and
social facilities and abut the main arterial routes through both villages.
7. Four Marks West will follow the southern boundary of our proposed Medstead ward,
described above, as far as the lane just west of 83 Winchester Road. It will then travel south
down the lane taking the right fork behind and parallel to the Winchester Road houses before
running south behind the houses in Bogmoor Close and Merlin Road. Then across the road
east of No 66 and 75 Blackberry Lane. From the SE corner of 75 it would run straight across
to the pond at New Barn Farm. From there down the back (north side) of the properties along
Alton Lane to the crossroad junction with Telegraph Lane. Then up the centre of Weathermore
Lane to the wood and then south along the edge of the wood. This ward also includes a range
of shops, businesses, sport and social facilities within Four Marks. It, too has good access to
main arterial transport routes.
8. Four Marks East would cover the area to the east, including The Shrave and Chawton, of the
internal boundary lines described in Paragraphs 6 and 7 above and shown on the maps below.
Since this ward also includes the arterial public transport routes, shops and facilities and
shares in the natural population growth of Four Marks and South Medstead it already has its
own identity and will benefit that the unique, idyllic charm that Chawton brings to the mix.
Housing Developments
9. Within the three separate wards there is quite a few approved developments. In liaison with
EHDC we have identified almost all the major ones including those currently under
construction. We have ignored VL9, a small 4 house plot in Medstead village, as these are
already built and the occupants of 3 are on Connect. These are listed in the table below:
10. In splitting the three wards we have taken into account the locations of the many SHLAA sites
in both Four Marks and South Medstead. This should enable all three to accommodate further
population growth without major changes in ward boundaries.
Developments

Medstead
Four Marks West
Four Marks East
Electors
Homes
Electors
Homes
Electors
Homes
Medstead PD
1,632
762
197
95
Four Marks PD
2,161
995
1,465
716
Chawton PD
375
185
Site - FM1
194
107
FM2
142
79
FM3
92
51
VL7
22
12
VL8
18
10
1
PP 55197
135
75
2
PP 56936
13
7
3
Sundew Place
22
12
TOTAL
2,106
1,024
2,161
995
2,201
1,083
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Planning Permission 55197 Site for 75 dwellings off Lymington Bottom Road currently being built.
PP 56936 Site with new retail planned which includes 7 dwelling adjacent and above.
3
Just completed road off The Shrave, Chawton consisting of 12 dwellings not included on our Connect software.
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Ward Name
EHDC (43 seats)
Medstead
Four Marks West
Four Marks East
TOTAL
EHDC Total

2017
2023
Electors
Variance Electors
Variance
2,132
2,294
1,632
-23%
2,106
-8%
2,161
1%
2,161
-6%
2,037
-4%
2,201
-4%
5,830
6,468
5,806
-9%
6,985
2%

Remarks
Developments
Average per seat

EHDC figures duplicated

Recommendations
11. In the firm belief that single-councillor wards offer better electoral equality we ask the
Commission to reconsider its draft recommendations on Four Marks and Medstead and to
split this ward into 3 single wards as shown above. These to be named as follows:
a. Medstead.
b. Four Marks West, and
c. Four Marks East.

Trevor Maroney
Vice Chairman
East Hampshire Liberal Democrats
24th November 2017

3

WARD BOUNDARY REVIEW 2017
EAST HAMPSHIRE LIBERAL DEMOCRATS (EHLD)
COMMENTS ON COMMISSION’S DRAFT RECOMMENDATIONS
ON SPLITTING BINSTED & BENTLEY, HOGMOOR & GREATHAM1 (V1.4)
General
1. We strongly disagree with the Commission’s draft recommendations on multi-councillor wards.
These big wards are only advantageous to the largest parties and lead to one party rule for the
reason we stated in our earlier submissions. We believe that the majority of comments in the
initial consultation phase favoured retaining the existing ward structure and single-councillor
wards.
2. Having spoken to the other political parties there is general agreement on the need for singlecouncillor wards, particularly as it gives all candidates an equal chance and independents an
opportunity to stand.
3. A survey of town and parish councils reveal that the majority are strongly against these draft
recommendations. They, as well as many district councillors, favour single-councillor wards as
these offer a fairer and more accountable electoral system.
Introduction
4. This is EHLD’s response to the Commission’s draft recommendations on a two-councillor ward
in Binsted & Bentley. We note that Bentley Parish Council has stated that Bentley and Binsted
should be in one ward as it believes that this makes demographic, geographic and political
sense.
5. Similarly, Selborne and the surrounding villages including Blackmoor village should remain a
single ward as they share a common character, identity and history. We accept the addition of
Farringdon as part of Selborne but question the loss of identity felt by those living in the village
of Blackmoor. They have been part of Selborne Parish, a single-councillor ward, for some
considerable time.
6. In light of these concerns, we have reviewed our earlier submission and offer up an alternative
solution for splitting Whitehill Hogmoor & Greatham thereby enabling Blackmore Village to
remain with Selborne. By reconfiguring both double wards we can achieve 4 single wards
each with electoral equality within +/- 10% margins set by the Commission. As you will see, we
retained each community’s identity by maintaining the existing core elements in each wellestablished single ward.
7. We stress, again, the importance of a closer link between the councillor and their electorate
which single-seat wards bring to local elections. Such wards also make it much easier for
independent candidates and smaller parties to compete on equal terms with the bigger parties.
It certainly makes democracy more transparent.
Approach taken
8. For ease of accessibility, we have used our own Connect software which enables us to map the
boundaries and capture the number of electors living within each ward. Since our electoral roll
data was downloaded earlier than that provided to the Commission by EHDC there are small
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Binsted & Bentley, Selborne, Hogmoor, Blackmoor & Greatham and Walldown.
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differences in total numbers. We accept, and trust that the Commission agrees, these
differences are marginal; ours tend to be lower.
9. We have used planning data on approved SHLAA sites and in Neighbourhood Development
Plans (NDPs), and identified where these sites are likely to be built by 2023. When in doubt we
have cross checked and agreed housing growth difference with the spreadsheet provided by
EHDC. Where EHDC show that the electorate is declining we have accepted their figures.
10. We have retained the Commission’s proposed external boundaries and have focused on
defining the boundary along our proposed internal split. The one main exception being the
external boundary between Selborne and Whitehill Hogmoor and Greatham wards where we
have move it east to encompass the village of Blackmoor.
11. As our Connect data is structured around the existing wards and polling districts we have had
to group maps together, we have been able to overlap some. Each group has been labelled
and the separate wards colour coded to show how they link together. The colour coded legend
gives the number of electors and houses shown on each map. The titles include suggested
ward names, these are not definitive. The narrative is used to justify the reasoning behind the
changes and elaborates on where the boundaries have been drawn.
12. Throughout this submission we have strived to achieve electoral quality, meet the perceived
and/or known aspirations of local communities, retained local identities except in some small
margins and kept within the set range of +/- 10% of the average based on 43 seats.
Binsted & Bentley and Selborne
13. Binsted & Bentley and Selborne have been two separate wards with their own unique identities
for many years now. They are both large rural areas, too large to be treated as one ward. The
projected electoral figures indicate that the population in Binsted & Bentley is likely to grow
whereas Selborne’s is forecast to decline slightly. We believe that due to their size they should
remain as single wards.
14. Binsted & Bentley could either remain as it is and still be within the +10% limit or the Binsted
boundary in its southeast move northward slightly at the junction with the parish of Kingsley.
There appears to be an overlap here with some designated Binsted properties lying in Kingsley.
We therefore propose moving the Kingsley boundary to encompass the hamlet of Frith End,
taking in 64 house and making it a more clearly defined boundary. The proposed new boundary
is shown on our map.
15. Selborne’s electoral numbers suffer from the proposed loss of Selborne Blackmoor to Hogmoor
& Greatham, which the community strongly objects to. From the numbers perspective, the
inclusion of Farringdon helps to partially offset this loss. We can see the reasoning behind it
and accept that the Blackmoor residents to the northeast identify more with Hogmoor and
Bordon. We are also aware of the need to balance up the electorate in this adjacent ward.
16. However, it is feasible, bearing in mind that the population in Hogmoor is likely to grow with
Bordon in the long term, for the village of Blackmoor to remain within Selborne. The boundary
between them could be drawn along the lane to the east of the village, as shown on our map.
We believe that this offers a sensible compromise and still leaves the electorate in Hogmoor &
Greatham and our proposed retention of Walldown, both as single wards, within the -10% limit.
We will justify this in our alternative proposals on these two wards.
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Proposals
17. Taking Binsted first. We propose that the boundary be drawn from the northeast junction
between Kingsley and Binsted by the river along the centre of the lane to the north towards
the junction with the Farnham and Frith End Roads. It should then be drawn round the outside
of that hamlet back down to the existing Kingsley boundary. The rest of Binsted southern
boundary with Worldham and Kingsley, both within the proposed Selborne ward, would remain
the same.
18. Looking at Blackmoor Village. The Commission’s proposed two ward boundary should be
drawn further east around the village leaving the 4 houses lining Petersfield Road and the group
of houses along Drift Road to the northeast corner in Whitehill Hogmoor & Greatham.
19. A table showing the proposed electorate in both Binsted & Bentley and Selborne is shown
below:
Parish

Binsted & Bentley
Selborne & Farringdon
Electors
Homes
Electors
Homes
Binsted & Bentley
2,185
1,054
144
64
Selborne & Blackmoor (part)
1,677
839
Farringdon
561
261
TOTAL
2,185
1,054
2,382
1,164
Ward Name
EHDC (43 seats)
Binsted & Bentley
Selborne
TOTAL
EHDC Total

2
3

2017
Electors Variance
2,132
2,185
2%
2,382
12%
4,567
4,6292
6%

2023
Remarks
Electors Variance
2,294
Average per seat
2,322
1%
2,375
4%
4,697
4,7583
1% Marginal difference

LGBCE’s figure 4,515 increased by 114 electors from Selborne (Blackmoor).
Ditto 4,644 increased to 4,758
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Recommendations
23. In the firm belief that single-councillor wards offer better electoral equality we ask the
Commission to reconsider its recommendations and to split Binsted & Bentley and Whitehill
Hogmoor & Greatham into 4 single-councillor wards. These to be named as follows:
a. Binsted & Bentley and Selborne.
b. Whitehill Hogmoor & Greatham and Whitehill Walldown.
(An alternative proposed split to our previous submission.)

Trevor Maroney
Vice Chairman
East Hampshire Liberal Democrats
22nd November 2017
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