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Three Rivers District
Personal Details:
Name:

PATRICIA DALY

Organisation Name:

Map Features:
Comment text:
I do not agree with the proposals concerning Oxhey Hall. I consider that joining with Hayling Ward would have an adverse effect on Oxhey
Hall's character and independence. The proposed new ward would not be a homogeneous un t: Oxhey Hall is a Metroland development
with a distinct character that needs to be considered and part of it is a conservat on area. Hayling Ward is qu te different w th a different
community. It is part of South Oxhey and the proposal could result in Oxhey Hall being subsumed into the larger area. The two areas
have very little in common and vastly different needs. Oxhey Hall has a community spirit that could easily be lost through this proposal. I
consider a one member Oxhey Wall Ward would be preferable. It would comprise Hampermill Lane, Brookdene Avenue, Oaklands Avenue,
Raglan Gardens,Hillcroft Crescent, Vivian Close and Highlands.

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk//node/print/informed-representation/2013
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Dunkeyson, Nicholas

From:
Sent: 06 July 2013 11:34
To: Reviews@
Subject: Three Rivers District Council Boundary Review

Reference: Three Rivers District Council Boundary Review
To: The Review Officer (Three Rivers)
Dear Sir,
We live at
and understand that the Boundary Commission has recommended that
Moor Lane representation should be transferred to the Moor Park Ward.
We use the facilities and amenities of Rickmansworth for most of our shopping, leisure and cultural
activities and we would wish to continue to be locally represented by a councillor who would also represent
the Town Centre where our interests lie and not Moor Park.
This as I understand it is in line with the objectives of the commission in establishing "...ward boundaries
that reflect the interests and identities of the local communities".
Yours sincerely,
Christine and Roy Davis
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Dunkeyson, Nicholas

From:
Sent: 08 July 2013 14:39
To: Reviews@
Subject: Oxhey Hall

Dear Sir/Madam,
As a resident of Oxhey Hall, I believe the estate needs its own councillor to preserve its identity, which is
distinct from that of neighbouring Hayling ward in South Oxhey.
As the Oxhey Hall Residents’ Association has also stated in its recent submission to LGBCE, Oxhey Hall
should be treated as a separate entity for the above reason. Strict adherence to a 3-member ward would
threaten Oxhey Hall’s identity (which has been recognized by the creation in 2007 of Conservation Area
status) and local residents’ interests.
Accordingly, I urge you to adopt the alternative proposal presented by the Liberal Democrat group at Three
Rivers District Council, namely the creation of a one-member Oxhey Hall ward comprising the core Oxhey
Hall estate (including Hampermill Lane, Brookdene Avenue, Oaklands Avenue, Raglan Gardens, Hillcroft
Crescent, Vivian Close, Vivian Gardens, and Highlands).
Yours faithfully,
Ian Drury
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Charles Dytham

Member of the public

09/05/2013 10:48
"Moving the Penn and Mill End ward boundary so far east is ridiculous.
""Penn"" should be dropped anyway as no one recognises / uses it."

Charles Dytham

Member of the public

09/05/2013 14:41
Re name of "Penn and Mill End": If we have to have arbitrary moved boundaries, a better
name would be "Rickmansworth West and Mill End". "Penn" has no historical basis and is
not used or recognised by anyone.

David Edney

Member of the public

11/05/2013 11:35
The names for the two proposed wards for Croxley Green should be Croxley Green
Dickinson Ward and Croxley Green Durrants Ward. These names are recognisable and
significant to the area.

Dunkeyson, Nicholas

From: Liz Elgar
Sent: 04 July 2013 22:45
To: Reviews@
Subject: Carpenders Park (Three Rivers)
Importance: High

To The Review Officer,
I wish it to be noted that I strongly object to the ward of Carpenders Park being split and a part of it being subsumed
into the neighbouring area of South Oxhey.
Carpenders Park is a self‐contained community and estate that dates back to the 1930s, almost two decades before
South Oxhey was built. The expansion of Carpenders Park in the 1950s and 1960s with further residential properties
cemented a strong community identity, manifestly valued by residents of all age groups. Serving the whole
community of Carpenders Park is one primary school, one doctor’s surgery, one dentist, one Community Hall, one
Residents’ Association, one church and a small parade of shops, including one post office and one public house. As
well as the pride demonstrated by residents in the area, who strive to keep it well‐presented and maintained,
Carpenders Park owes its strong sense of community to a low level of mobility, as the majority of Carpenders Park
residents stay in the area or move only within the area as their families grow and later fall.
It has been argued that the neighbouring area of South Oxhey should not be split due to its "unusually strong
community identity and unique history" however as explained above, an unusually strong community identity and
unique history is by no means unique to South Oxhey. I would indeed argue that the community identity in South
Oxhey is not as strong as in Carpenders Park, given that South Oxhey appears to have a higher rate of mobility of
residents moving in and out of the area than Carpenders Park. South Oxhey also has its community split over several
hubs, with more than one shopping parade and numerous public houses and primary schools.
The distinct community and character of Carpenders Park, to which residents affectionately refer as "the estate",
must not be placed under threat by splitting it and subsuming a part of it into South Oxhey as per these proposals
and I, along with many other residents of Carpenders Park, am strongly opposed to these plans.
Yours faithfully,
Elizabeth Elgar
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Judith Evans

Member of the public

19/05/2013 07:56
"This proposal cuts the heart out of Abbots Langley, a coherent community. My house, within a
short walk of the village centre, would be classified as ""Langleybury ward"", grouping me with those
who do not shop, use recreation facilities, schools or any other services in Abbots Langley. My
interests would not be represented by this as councillors would be primarily concerned with the
Hunton Bridge area, an independent and partly rural community.
Any changes must reflect the fact that Abbots Langley is a large village with a distinct identity
needing its own representation."

Martin Evans

Member of the public
19/05/2013 09:54
"The proposals, as they affect my address, are wholly illogical as failing to refect my interests and
identity and potentially leading to my councillor failing to effectively represent my area.

Having lived in Abbots Langley for 30 years, I moved to my present address 5 years ago specifically
because of the shops and services close by (3 minutes walk) in the village centre. My interests are
overwhelmingly located there and not in some ""Langlebury"" ward supposedly linking my interests
with those of voters ( and possibly councillors) some 6 miles away bordering Sarratt or Chorleywood
having little knowledge of Abbots Langley.

I would point out that the proposed new Abbots Langley ward includes properties in Bedmond and
at the lower end of Abbots Road which moe than 1 mile from the village centre and are unlikely to
be primarily focused on it, whilst excluding properties sucn as mine barely 300 metres distant

I do not put forward alternative proposals other than the inclusion of the village centre in a ward
containing all those areas closest to it and to suggest that links of interest should override strict
consideration of equal electorates achieved by tortuous manipulation of boundaries"

Dunkeyson, Nicholas

From: sue evetts
Sent: 01 July 2013 22:21
To: Reviews@
Cc:
Subject: Oxhey Hall - proposed boundary changes

My husband and I have recently moved to the Oxhey Hall area. We strongly feel that Oxhey Hall needs its
own councillor and should not be combined with South Oxhey. The Oxhey Hall Estate has its own
character and identity and this should be maintained.

Mrs and Mrs A D Evetts

Sue Evetts
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Dunkeyson, Nicholas

-----Original Message----From: Martin Fagan
Sent: 06 July 2013 17:45
To: Reviews@
Subject: Some words against the proposal to create Oxhey Hall & Hayling
ward
Hello there.
I object to the new proposals to combine Oxhey Hall with parts of South
Oxhey.
As a resident of Oxhey Hall
I
feel the Oxhey hall estate has its own character (it's a protected area)
and therefore needs its own councillor.
There is no shared identity with South Oxhey nor are the two areas
enjoined physically, as greenbelt land separates them.
I would therefore like to see Oxhey Hall estate retain its own
councillor, voted for by the people of Oxhey Hall to represent the
interests of this unique area of Three Rivers.
Regards,
Martin Fagan
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Mohamed Raza Fazal

Member of the public

19/04/2013 22:14
I wish to oppose the proposed splitting of Carpenders Park ward. The ward should remain as
present. My wife and I with our children have lived here for more than 10 years and find this
ward has a specially recognisable identity as a close community and dividing this community
is not appropriate. I would urge the Boundary Commission to reconsider.

Roger Flint

Member of the public

03/06/2013 09:30
What is the point of splitting up Abbots Langley? It makes more sense to simply add
Langleybury to the Leavesden Ward , leave Bedmond as it stands or merge it with Abbots
Langley. Abbots Langley is a close knit community and should not be split up in the way
proposed by the Boundary Commission. I note that Rickmansworth has not been split up,
why not? Tinkering with existing boundaries appears a pointless exercise, particularly
splitting the centre of the village between different wards. It is important to the people of
Abbots Langley that it retains its identity as far as possible with current ward boundaries
reflecting local communication links.

Dunkeyson, Nicholas

From:
Sent: 04 July 2013 11:47
To: Reviews@
Subject: Bounday changes - Three Rivers

Dear Sirs
We are Carpenders Park residents who have lived in the area for nearly 40 years. We live at the top of the
estate bordering Oxhey Lane and are much closer to Oxhey than South Oxhey. In no way do we want to be
in a ward with South Oxhey as this would be far too large. The South Oxhey Estate is massive and some of
the roads are a long way away, they really are closer to Northwood than to Carpenders Park.
Carpenders Park is a separate entity and always has been. We have our own dentist, doctors and vets, a
supermarket and several local shops so we are a community in our own right. When you include the new
estate that has been built abutting St. Meryl we are a ward in our own right. My husband and I both oppose
this proposal and think that it will cause more problems than it will solve. I really don't know who thought
the idea up, obviously someone who has no idea of the geographical layout. What looks possible on a map
is not possible when you actually live here. I hope that the views of ourselves and our neighbours will be
considered and that this ludicrous idea will not be put into practice.
Yours faithfully
Julie and Roy Fossey
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Elvier Foulkes

Member of the public

05/06/2013 07:32
I do not understand why the name of Abbots Langley has to be lost when we are larger than
Bedmond and Langleybury. I am not sure that splitting Abbots Langley down the center is
very helpful and potentially problematic especially if both wards are not treated exactly the
same. I do not think this proposal has any merit what so ever.
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Three Rivers District
Personal Details:
Name:

John and Ann Fowler

Organisation Name:

Map Features:
Comment text:
We strongly feel that Carpenders Park should NOT be combined with South Oxhey and lose ts identity. We feel that the suggest on to
include a small part of Oxhey with Carpenders Park makes complete sense in all ways.
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Three Rivers District
Personal Details:
Name:

Anne Giannaccini

Organisation Name:

Map Features:
Comment text:
As a res dent of Carpenders Park, I feel that all residents should have been balloted w th regard to possible boundary changes. However,
as this did not happen, we would like to make the following statement:- Carpenders Park is a commun ty in its own right and people living
here have very different needs and requirements from people living in South Oxhey. We feel that to merge part of South Oxhey w th
Carpenders Park would cause a conflict of interests for future local councillors and would be detrimental to the needs of local residents in
both current wards. My husband and I therefore feel strongly that this estate should remain as a single ward with its own councillors
representing our unique needs.

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk//node/print/informed-representation/2021
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Dunkeyson, Nicholas

-----Original Message----From: clive godden
Sent: 30 June 2013 18:44
To: Reviews@
Subject: Carpenders Park ward boundary changes
I strongly object to the proposed boundary changes, having brought up
three children in Carpenders Park since 1972 I have found it very close
community which should be maintained.
Sent from my iPad
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Dunkeyson, Nicholas

From: Sumitra Gomer
Sent: 07 July 2013 22:50
To: Reviews@
Subject: 3 Rivers DC-Boundary Review

I have a background as a housing officer in many local authorities etc, and have worked in this sector for the
last 30 years.
I have found about about the review of Three Rivers Boundaries and wish to respond within the deadline.
I am surprised that you have not recognised that South Oxhey ( a large area of mainly social housing) is a
community and that fact is recognised by all Three Rivers residents, even the likes of me who live some
distance from it.
South Oxhey has not fared well in terms of your draft recommendations and I urge you not to confirm
them.
To me, it makes no sense, other than you are determined to push through a three members ward format to
divide up South Oxhey and place it in other areas that are not similar in nature.
The estate was built by the London County Council which became the Greater London Council and was
taken on by Three Rivers upon its formation I believe. The homes and tenants were transferred to Thrive
Homes and the estate office is near the main precinct area in Oxhey Drive.

The area is one of deprivation and relies much on its Neighbourhhod feel as a community. It is a large area
but should not be broken up and have parts separated from it because of that. Ways should be looked into to
accommodate keeping South Oxhey together, as the other areas you wish to join it up to are alien to it.

Yours faithfully,
Sumitra Gomer-CIHCM
1
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Obligations as specified: 



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

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

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

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

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

In conclusion, It is fully appreciated that there is a difficulty of making the
representation and workload of councillors as even as practical. However I believe
that both the division of communities and the overwhelming of minorities is
something that must be avoided at all costs.

Dunkeyson, Nicholas

From:
Sent: 08 July 2013 15:00
To: Reviews@
Cc:
Subject: Three Rivers -obections to proposed boundary rewview

Dear Sirs,
I am writing to object to the proposal to include Moor Lane in the Moor Park Ward of Three Rivers
District Council. A similar proposal was made a number of years ago and I wrote objecting to it
then and sense prevailed and Moor Lane remained within the Town Centre Ward. Having made
this proposal once and found against it I am unclear why the Commission is now of the view that
things have changed to such an extent to warrant making a similar proposal to that which was
previously rejected.
I object to the current proposal for the same reasons as previously namely that residents of Moor
Park belong to a distinctly different community to the community of which residents of Moor Lane
are part. Residents of Moor Park look to places other than Rickmansworth Town Centre for local
services and facilities. I am strongly of the view that my interests and those of my neighbours in
Moor Lane are best represented by the Councillors who represent the Town Centre ward
As a resident of Moor Lane for over 30 years I have made many friends and know many people in
both Moor Lane and Rickmansworth itself through living in proximity to them, my children all
attending the local primary school and after that Rickmansworth School, through St Mary's Church
the parish church of Rickmansworth located in Rickmansworth Town Centre and Batchworth Sea
Scouts whose headquarters are in Riverside Drive. I look to Rickmansworth for shopping,
banking, leisure and social activities. I am a frequent user of the Aquadrome and of Watersmeet.
Both my husband and I have been and are currently actively involved in a number of
Rickmansworth based societies and voluntary organisations. I rarely if ever encounter people
who live in Moor Park and am of the view that this is because they are not part of the
Rickmansworth based community and look to places other than Rickmansworth Town Centre for
education, shopping and leisure activates. It just does not make sense to put residents of Moor
Lane into the same ward as Moor Park and expect the same Councillors to represent our very
different interests.
I trust that you will once again listen to my arguments and not proceed with this proposal.
If four yearly elections as opposed to electing by thirds three years out of four would be a way of
ensuring equal size constituencies without necessitating artificial boundary changes such as that
1

currently being proposed in relation to Moor Lane I would support such a proposal. I spent my
working life in local government and have, as an officer, experienced both annual elections three
years out of four and every four years. I am strongly of the view that the latter is more efficient in
terms of service delivery and helps authorities to reduce their costs. Although CPA is now some
years ago there was a correlation between excellent authorities being those that held elections
every four years and that few authorities with elections three years out of four were able to
achieve an assessment of Excellent. For instance Three Rivers which elects by thirds only
achieved a Good CPA assessment whilst neighbouring Chiltern which has four yearly elections
achieved Excellent.
Please inform me of the outcome of your consultation and advise whether there is any way in
which the decision of the Boundary Commission can be appealed.
Yours sincerely
Gill Gowing
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Three Rivers District
Personal Details:
Name:

Russell Grant

Organisation Name:

-

1: Alternative Proposal to merge
Oxhey Hall Ward with Moor
Park and Eastbury Ward

3: Carpenters Park to
independent of South
and Oxhey Hall
2: All Three South Oxhey Wards
(Hayling, Northwick and Ashridge)
to Merge.

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

Map Features:

1: Alternative Proposal to merge Oxhey Hall Ward with Moor Park and Eastbury Ward

2: All Three South Oxhey Wards (Hayling, Northwick and Ashridge) to Merge.

3: Carpenters Park to remain independent of South Oxhey and Oxhey Hall

Comment text:
I am writing to you regarding the consultat on on the proposals to change the ward boundaries w thin the Three Rivers Distr ct Council. I
object to the proposals to merge the Oxhey Hall Ward with the Hayling Ward for the following reasons: 1. Merger with a more urban area
could adversely affect the rural characterist cs and histor cal value of Oxhey Hall. 2. Merger with a more densely populated area and area
of higher levels of deprivation would create social conflicts and adversely affect community cohes on. The people of the Hayling Ward have
different social needs to those in Oxhey Hall (ev dence shown within ONS data). 3. Merger with the Hayling Ward would change the living
environment and res dents’ happiness for the worse, particularly as the older residents of Oxhey Hall would become the minority vo ce. I
am recommending an alternative proposal for the Oxhey Hall Ward to be merged with the Moor Park & Eastbury Ward. This is shown on
the map included with this comment. This proposed merger w th a more rural area would better align the rural and historical
characteristics of the two areas. This alternative proposal would enable the Hayling Ward to be better merged with the Northwick Ward
and the Ashridge Ward. That have similar urban characteristics.
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3 July 2013

Review Officer
Three Rivers Review
The Local Government Boundary Commission for England
Layden House
76-78 Turnmill Street
London EC1M 5LG

Dear Sir or Madam
THREE RIVERS REVIEW
I have read your Draft Recommendations for the electoral review you are undertaking for
Three Rivers. I wish to comment, in particular, on your proposals for the Abbots Langley
parish area and for the Watford Rural parish area.

Abbots Langley Parish Area
The Commission’s proposals are overly-complicated and cause more disruption than is
necessary. They split the village area of Abbots Langley into two district wards for no good
reason.
Minimum disruption can be achieved by the simple expediency of dividing the current
Bedmond & Primrose Hill district ward and distributing its constituent parish wards as follows:

Proposed new district ward

Comprising

Abbots Langley & Bedmond

Abbots Langley district ward
Bedmond parish ward

Langleybury & Primrose Hill

Langleybury district ward
Primrose Hill parish ward

Leavesden

Leavesden district ward

The village of Bedmond has good communications north towards Leverstock Green (in
Dacorum district) and south towards Abbots Langley village, along the Bedmond Road
towards Tibbs Hill Road. Bedmond village does not look westwards towards the Primrose
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Hill area for facilities or shopping. It therefore makes sense to combine the current Abbots
Langley district ward and the Bedmond parish ward into one new 3-member ward to be
called Abbots Langley & Bedmond.
The Primrose Hill area has good communications north towards Hemel Hempstead (in
Dacorum district), towards the west with Kings Langley village (again in Dacorum district)
and south towards Hunton Bridge along Railway Terrace / Primrose Hill / Station Road /
Gallows Hill. The area does not have a particular community of interest with Bedmond
village and looks towards Kings Langley for facilities and shopping much more than it does
towards Abbots Langley village centre. It is therefore sensible to combine the current
Primrose Hill parish ward with the Langleybury district ward into a new 3-member ward to be
called Langleybury & Primrose Hill.
I believe these proposals are similar to those previously submitted by Three Rivers District
Council (TRDC) but rejected by the Commission. I simply cannot understand the reason
for rejecting TRDC’s proposals. The Commission, in adopting the Conservative Group
proposals, have admitted that “the Conservative Group did not provide evidence relating to
community identity to support [their] proposals” (para 71).
Further, you state (para 74) that you could “not see the merit in including the areas of
Bedmond and Primrose Hill in different wards as suggested by the Council”. I feel you are
wrong to state that there is no obvious place to divide the areas without splitting a
“community” as that point of division is already recognised by the parish ward boundary
between Bedmond and Primrose Hill parish wards.
The Commission should note that mapping shows three roads (Toms Lane, Harthall Lane,
and Hyde Lane) running from the village of Bedmond towards Primrose Hill, but only one of
them, Toms Lane, has any significant housing along it. Furthermore, that housing (very
much the product of intermittent ‘ribbon’ development) is sporadic and disjointed. It is not
the case that a “community” would be split, as a boundary between Bedmond and Primrose
Hill parish wards could in fact be made at any one of a number of places, such as the ‘dogleg’ right-angle bends in Toms Lane, or at its current position through High View Park and
Benmore Farm.
The big advantage of my proposal is that it avoids splitting Abbots Langley village into two
wards: therefore it will be much easier for residents to correctly identify the ward they live in
and who their councillors are, leading to one of the Commission’s aims, namely “effective
and convenient local government.” The claims of the central village area of Abbots Langley
to be in united in one district ward far out-weigh the spurious and unsubstantiated claims that
the residents of Toms Lane need to be in the same district ward.
The current Leavesden ward can form the basis of the new Leavesden ward. Although the
2012 electorate would currently give some over-representation, the significant new
development of housing to the south of South Way means that this anomaly will be quickly
corrected in the next few years, and possibly by 2018.
It may be the case that some relatively minor boundary alterations are needed to improve
electoral equality between the three wards if the general thrust of my proposals are accepted
and adopted by the Commission. If so, I would urge TRDC’s suggestions, made before the
publication of your Draft Recommendations, form the basis of these minor alterations.
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Parish warding for Abbots Langley
A further advantage of my proposal is that there would be no need for wholesale changes to
parish warding arrangements: essentially, the current pattern could be retained. Thus:

Proposed District Ward

Comprising Parish wards

Abbots Langley & Bedmond

Abbots Langley (4 members)
Bedmond (1 member)

Langleybury & Primrose Hill

Tanners Wood (3 members)
Hunton Bridge & Langleybury (1 member)
Primrose Hill (1 member)

Leavesden

Leavesden (5 members)

Watford Rural Parish Area
I now turn to what I consider to be the wholly unsatisfactory proposals of the Commission
for district warding arrangements in the Watford Rural parish area. The most important, and
indeed homogeneous, community within that parish (and possibly within the whole of the
Three Rivers District Council area) is South Oxhey: this should be recognised by the
Commission who should make it a paramount aim to provide South Oxhey with “effective and
convenient local government”.
South Oxhey is a large estate built on land that was formerly owned by the Blackwells of
Crosse and Blackwell fame. It is almost exclusively made up of council built properties. This
is in contrast to the Carpenders Park area (whose dwellings were predominantly built
privately) and to the housing to the north of South Oxhey Playing Fields in the current Oxhey
Hall district ward.
South Oxhey estate was built after the Second World War to help alleviate the housing
pressures following the Blitz as well as general inadequate housing in London. South Oxhey
was originally built and managed by the London County Council and later the Greater
London Council. In 1980 the ownership and management of the estate was transferred from
the GLC to Three Rivers District Council. Five years ago management of the council
housing stock was transferred to Thrive Homes, a housing association.
South Oxhey is one of the most deprived areas within the whole of Hertfordshire. This is
shown in the Indices of Multiple Deprivation (IMD) for which data are presented in sub-ward
level in what are known as Lower Super Output Areas (LSOAs). In 2010 LSOA code
E01023844 in South Oxhey (Northwick ward) ranked as the most deprived of all 683
LSOAs within Hertfordshire. Within the whole of Three Rivers district, 8 out of a total of 53
LSOAs fell into the top 20% most deprived LSOAs within Hertfordshire; 7 of these were in
South Oxhey (3 in Northwick ward, 2 in Hayling ward and 2 in Ashridge ward). [Source:
TRDC Sustainable Environment Policy and Scrutiny Committee, Notice and Agenda, 15
January 2013.]
I find it perplexing that the Commission, while making every effort not to split Primrose Hill
and Bedmond to avoid dividing what you (erroneously, as it turns out, [see above]) perceive
to be a “community”, in the same Draft Recommendations document then chooses to
dismember the community of South Oxhey in such a cavalier manner. The splitting of South
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Oxhey into three new district wards, only one of which has ward boundaries wholly within
South Oxhey, is totally unacceptable.
The Commission betrays a stunning lack of knowledge of the area, exemplified by the idea
(paragraphs 49 and 53) that the Metropolitan Line runs through the Watford Rural parish!
Did the staff of your Commission who visited the area really go there? Or, more likely, were
they stuck in an office in EC1 looking at Google Maps? The railway line in question is the
West Coast Main Line (WCML) that links London Euston with the Midlands, the North-west of
England, and Scotland. The only trains that stop at the local station are those operated by
London Overground.
Further lack of local knowledge by the Commission is betrayed in paragraph 107. One of
your draft parish wards (to return one member) is called Ashridge. Why should the
Commission name it so when Ashridge Drive is not even in the proposed ward? This
slapdash approach undermines and calls into question the whole of the Commission’s Draft
Recommendations for the Watford Rural area.
To secure “effective and convenient local government”, as required by the 2009 Act, it is my
belief that a more flexible approach to warding arrangements is required.for Watford Rural.

One size should not fit all
A consideration of social and geographical factors makes me call into question whether the
adoption of a future system of uniform three-member wards for TRDC can in fact be made to
work in the Watford Rural parish area. The question the Commission must address is: Who
are we [i.e. the Commission] helping to deliver “effective and convenient local government”
for? If it is for bureaucrats and election administrators then the Commission should push
ahead with the ‘one size fits all’, three members per ward, dictum. If it is for the convenience
of local electors, who want to be served by councillors elected from wards that reflect their
distinct communities, then the Commission must consider alternative arrangements.
In my opinion, the current flexible mix of two- and three-member district wards allows for
boundaries that take geographical features, such as the WCML, open spaces and wooded
areas as well as communities of interest to be taken into account in creating sensible and
easily-understandable wards. For example, although South Oxhey estate is currently divided
between three district wards (Hayling, Northwick, and Ashridge) the important point is that
these wards have boundaries that are wholly within South Oxhey. Currently, the ward
boundaries do not attempt to link communities with different interests; neither do they attempt
to divide South Oxhey by slicing off chunks to join other communities.
The problem with uniform three-member wards in the Watford Rural area is that they simply
do not work mathematically if you are to respect the distinct communities and unusual
geography of Watford Rural parish. TRDC made the ‘best of a bad job’ with their first
submission to the Commission which, of course, attempted to impose three three-member
wards on Watford Rural. TRDC proposed a ward – Ashridge and Little Oxhey – which,
although it crossed the WCML, at least had the merit of balancing interests each side of the
railway, meaning that councillors elected from such a ward could not afford to ignore either
community.
Your Draft Recommendations continued the three three-member ward arrangement but
made matters worse by placing the northern part of the current Hayling ward with Oxhey
Hall, and a small eastern portion of the current Ashridge ward with Carpenders Park. This
‘isolates’ these transferred South Oxhey residents. They will form the minority of the
population of the wards into which they have been placed: indeed candidates for election to
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these new wards could ignore the former South Oxhey areas because the electors there
would be unlikely “to make the difference” as to whether the candidate was elected or not.
Such an attitude, if continued after an election, would lead to diminished service from
councillors for these South Oxhey residents.
The best approach for the future is to allocate five councillors to the South Oxhey area
(i.e. the area covered by the current Hayling, Northwick and Ashridge wards) and four
councillors to the area covered by the current Carpenders Park and Oxhey Hall wards.
This means acknowledging that wards returning different numbers of councillors is
the most sensible solution for Watford Rural. I believe that this is also likely to be the
considered response of Three Rivers District Council following the publication of the
Commission’s Draft Recommendations.
A new Carpenders Park ward returning three members should be created from the current
Carpenders Park ward joined with some limited areas from the current Oxhey Hall ward.
There are two alternatives for the area to come from the current Oxhey Hall ward:
(a) The area to the east of the Hartsbourne brook, or
(b) The whole of Green Lane and The Highlands.

Option (a) would transfer the following roads to Carpenders Park ward:
Road

Approximate Electors

Nancy Downs
Green Lane & The Oaks
Woodwaye
Anthony Close
Silk Mill Road (including Silk Mill Court)
Russell Way
Brookside Road (including Brookside Caravan Park)
Brookmill Close
The Willows
Tanner House, Eastbury Road

46
61
8
160
207
50
105
30
18
13

TOTAL

698

Option (b) transfers the following roads to Carpenders Park ward:
Road

Approximate Electors

Nancy Downs
Green Lane & The Oaks (now including properties
to the south of Brookdene Ave)
Woodwaye
Anthony Close
Beaulieu Close
The Highlands (including The Fairway)

8
160
34
234

TOTAL

552
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46
70

Option (a) provides better electors to councillor ratios than option (b). However, option (b)
has the advantage of providing a boundary on the ground that is easier to follow and gives
the new Carpenders Park ward a better ‘shape’.
Either option satisfies the residents of Carpenders Park who wrote to the Commission, at the
previous stage of the consultation, objecting to the possible division of their current district
ward.
A new one-member Oxhey Hall ward should be created from the remainder of Oxhey Hall
ward would cover the whole of the Oxhey Hall estate. This proposal would satisfy the desire
of many Oxhey Hall residents not to be joined with neighbouring areas with whom they
perceive they have little in common.
The boundary within South Oxhey between a two-member ward and a three-member ward
is not particularly important because of the homogeneous nature of the estate. However, the
use of Oxhey Drive as a well-defined and easily understood boundary should be considered.
This proposed deviation from a uniform pattern of three-member wards for TRDC is totally
justified by the unusual geography of this part of Three Rivers and by the need to deliver
“effective and convenient local government” for the population of the Watford Rural Parish
area.

Ward Names
The ‘new’ Carpenders Park ward could continue to be called Carpenders Park.
The ‘new’ Oxhey Hall ward could continue to be called Oxhey Hall.
The ‘new’, more northerly South Oxhey ward (to the north of Oxhey Drive) returning two
members, could be called Hayling or possibly Hayling & Gosforth.
The ‘new’, more southerly South Oxhey ward (to the south of Oxhey Drive) returning three
councillors, could be called Ashridge & Northwick.

Parish Warding Arrangements
The parish wards could follow the district ward boundaries, returning 14 members as at
present, the following numbers of councillors being assigned:

New District Ward
Carpenders Park
Oxhey Hall
Hayling & Gosforth
Ashridge & Northwick

District Councillors
3
1
2
3

Parish Councillors
4
2
4 (or 3)
4 (or 5)

These assignments would continue the current practice that the South Oxhey estate area of
Watford Rural parish council returns 8 of the 14 members of Watford Rural parish council.
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Concluding Remarks
I trust the Commission will give consideration to my criticisms and suggestions for
improvements to their Draft Recommendations for the rewarding of Three Rivers District
Council. I look forward to reading your revised recommendations in due course.

Yours faithfully

(Dr) Colin J. Gray
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Dunkeyson, Nicholas

From: barbara green
Sent: 08 July 2013 16:59
To: Reviews@
Subject: Three Rivers Boundary Review

We would like to send our support for your draft proposals to change the boundaries and numbers of
councillors at Three Rivers District. We consider that these proposals represent the best solution to reduce
the numbers of councillors whilst maintaining community identity in the District.
Barbara Green and Malcolm Green
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