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SUBMISSION TO THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOUNDARY COMMISSION FROM
BREINTON PARISH COUNCIL
ELECTORAL REVIEW OF HEREFORDSHIRE COUNCIL 2012
Breinton is a small rural parish (396 Council tax paying households in 2012, 711 registered electors in
2011) immediately to the west of Hereford city. The boundaries of the parish are as follows:
To the north and west – Stretton Sugwas & Kenchester parishes,
To the south - the River Wye, and
To the east – Hereford City (St Nicholas and Three Elms wards)
The four parishes of Breinton, Stretton Sugwas, Kenchester and Credenhill currently form the
Credenhill ward of Herefordshire Council. Breinton is currently un-warded and so, on our
understanding of electoral law, the parish cannot be split between different county wards
Breinton parish council believes that the current arrangement of wards for Herefordshire
Council in its area should continue and not be changed by the current review for the following
reasons.
1) There are strong similarities between Breinton, Kenchester and Stretton Sugwas including the
scatter of small settlements, employment of residents, age profile, open & rural landscape and
the issues facing local councillors and the people they represent. These parishes have been
designated by Herefordshire Council as part of the Hereford rural sub-locality i.e. the rural
fringe of the historic city.
2) The River Wye is a natural boundary. There are no crossing direct points between Breinton
on the north bank and either of the Stoney Street or Belmont wards of Herefordshire Council
on the south bank. The Wye is a long standing, historic boundary of regional and national
importance and there have never been strong links across it in this area
3) The boundary between Breinton and Hereford city is a long standing civil boundary still
marked for much of its distance by historic bridleways and drove roads. In contrast to
Breinton; the two adjacent city wards – St Nicholas and Three Elms - are distinctly suburban
in nature and appearance. They have significantly higher population densities and the issues
faced by local government in these wards are very different from Breinton’s.
The Parish Council notes that the Credenhill and other bordering wards of Stoney Street, St Nicholas
and Three Elms all currently have electorates of between 0% and 10% above the Herefordshire
average. On this basis there is no obvious reason for changing the arrangements unless there are wider
considerations.
The Parish Council further notes that both the current Belmont ward (which faces Breinton across the
River Wye to the southeast) and the current Wormsley Ridge ward (which forms the western
boundary to the current Credenhill ward but which does not directly border onto Breinton parish) both
have electorates lower than the Herefordshire average by between 10% and 20%.
As point 3 (above) makes clear, Breinton Parish Council does not believe that there is any logical case
for merging the parish with Belmont ward across the River Wye.
As far as the Wormsley Ridge ward is concerned; the Parish council does not believe that moving part
of the current Credenhill ward’s electorate into Wormsley Ridge is the solution to its small electorate
even if parish boundaries allowed this and the electoral number s were satisfactory. Wormsley Ridge
is rural, rather than rural fringe. Herefordshire Council has designated it as part of a different locality
from Breinton, partly because of these inherently different characteristics. Its greater distance from
Hereford City means that its electorate do not face the same range of issues as do Breinton’s electors
or councillors.
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Lawrence, Arion
From:

KAREN YATES

Sent:

30 July 2012 19:55

To:

Reviews@

Subject: Electoral review of Herefordshire

Hello,
I wish to relay our concerns regarding the proposed changes to the Upton Ward in Herefordshire.
It seems to be the case that the ward is proposed to include other parishes that are not going to be
within our locality which may present problems in the future. The Localism Act is bringing
about many difficult changes for local groups to enact, to be moving the ward towards areas not
included in our locality will bring about further problems.
Our local member serves our area very well, and it should be the case that his area should
include localities that we have been grouped with so that he can continue to represent us
efficiently.
We would urge you to reconsider this proposal.
Regards
Karen Yates
Clerk to Brimfield & Little Hereford Group Parish Council

31/07/2012
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Bowden, Tim
From:

Gregory, Eleanor

Sent:

23 August 2012 11:33

To:

Bowden, Tim

Subject:

FW: Herefordshire County Council ward boundary review

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status:

Orange

From: Hazel Philpotts [mailto:burghillparishclerk@gmail.com]
Sent: 21 August 2012 22:38
To: Reviews@
Subject: Herefordshire County Council ward boundary review

Dear Sir
Burghill Parish Council remains opposed to Herefordshire Council’s recommendation that it
reduces from 58 to 54 councillors and remains concerned now that the accepted reduction will
necessitate alteration to ward boundaries, which was last carried out as recently as 2003, less
than 10 years ago. Since then ward members and parish councils have worked hard to establish
the identity of the communities within the wards and build relationships between parishes, HC
ward members and communities, and that work will have to be repeated. Redefining ward
boundaries yet again will have a de-stabilising effect on the affected parishes.
Redefining ward boundaries will contradict the considerable amount of work carried out recently
by HC to implement its Locality Strategy; wards will be dissected and reassembled requiring a
further level of identity change as parishes move from one locality to another.
The statistics being used to support the proposal to reconfigure wards and alter boundaries are
based on residential development proposals within the Core Strategy of the Local Development
Framework which has not been approved, and has been vigorously opposed by local people and
parish councils.
The PC is also concerned that Herefordshire Council is making recommendations on the size and
make up of wards without any consultation with the parishes and communities affected by the
changes.
-Hazel Philpotts
Clerk to Burghill Parish Council

31/08/2012

Page 1 of 1

Lawrence, Arion
From:
Sent:

03 August 2012 20:50

To:

Reviews@

Cc:
Subject: Electoral Review of Herefordshire
Clehonger Parish Council
Dear Sirs
I am writing on behalf of the Parish Council in Clehonger, Herefordshire in relation to your bulletin
inviting comments and feedback on the Electoral Review of Herefordshire.
This was discussed at the meeting on 3rd August and the comment that the Councillors would like me
to convey is that if the boundaries of our ward are altered then it would be seen as appropriate for any
additional capture of area to remain the same side of the River Wye as ourselves, rather than
straddling it. There was previously some mention of linking the ward with Bishopstone (now believed to
be quashed) and any similar initiative would be felt to be geographically inappropriate.
Thank you
Kind regards
Alison Wright
Parish Clerk
Clehonger
Herefordshire

06/08/2012

FOWNHOPE PARISH COUNCIL
Clerk to the Parish Council: Mel Preedy
Tel:
E-mail: fownhopeclerk@hotmail.com

The Review Officer (Hereford)
Layden House
76-86 Turnmill Street
London
EC1M 5LG
8th August 2012
Dear Sir or Madam
Ward Boundary review for Herefordshire
Fownhope Parish Council would like to put forward a proposal for a new ward structure
under the current consultation.
I understand that the Boundary Commission is minded to recommend a council size of 54.
The following proposal fits within this recommendation and furthermore allows the remaining
53 wards to be structured with electorate numbers within 10% of the county average. Please
see appendix a) for a list of proposed rural wards.
New ward composition: Fownhope, Mordiford, Dormington, Woolhope, Brockhampton with
Much Fawley, Hampton Bishop.
This new ward fits within the criteria outlined in the technical guidance. Community Identity is
maintained by the shared facilities of a Post Office, Medical Centre, community library,
leisure centre, shop, hairdressers and butchers. The school catchment areas of Fownhope
and Mordiford schools both serve this new ward. There are also road and transport links
between these parishes; all of which enhance community interaction.
Geographically the ward does not cover a large area thus supporting convenient and
effective local government; the ward member will be able to represent this ward fairly. The
joint parish council of Dormington and Mordiford Group Parish Council is kept within one
ward. Several partnership initiatives have already taken place between the respective parish
councils which evidences that similar issues affect these communities.
Table 1. Proposed new ward
Poll
district
N-ZB

Parish

N-BA

Brockhampton w Much
Fawley
Dormington

N-BB
N-BC
N-BD

Fownhope
Hampton Bishop
Mordiford

N-ZJ

Woolhope

Joint Council

Dormington & Mordiford
Group Parish Council

Dormington & Mordiford
Group Parish Council

Existing
ward
Old Gore

Voters
2012
197

Voters
2018
199

Backbury

144

150

Backbury
Backbury
Backbury

818
411
438

843
759
450

Old Gore

392

399

Yours Sincerely

M. Preedy
Melanie Preedy BSc Hons AILCM
Clerk to Fownhope Parish Council

Appendix a)
New ward

voters
2012
2198
2337
2400
2444

voters
2018
2760
2392
2800
2491

variance
2012
-16.40%
-11.2
-8.80%
-7.1

2489
2567
2574

2532
2650
2712

-5.4
-2.4
-2.2

2578
2585
2589
2591
2602
2611
2680
2697
2708
2730
2732
2739

2635
2644
2644
2861
2672
2677
2725
2734
2781
2783
2814
2793

-2
1.7
-1.6
-1.5
-1.1
-0.8
1.8
2.4
2.9
3.7
3.8
4.1

Holmer & Sutton
Pembridge
Fownhope
Golden Valley
South
Eardisley
Weobley
Marden &
Wellington
Brimfield
Cradley
Kington
Clehonger
Colwall
Mortimer
Penyard
Credenhill
Hollington
Old Gore
Orcop
Madley &
Breinton
Frome
Bodenham
Golden Valley
North
Llangarron
Belmont Rural
Kingsland
Hagley

2750
2796
2796

2791
2819
2888

4.4
6.2
6.2

2804
2819
2875
2940

2879
2872
2942
3036

6.5
7.1
9.20%
11.70%

Average

2632

2742

variance
2018
0.60%
-12.70%
2.10%

7.20%
10.70%
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Bowden, Tim
From:

Lynda Wilcox [lynda@halchereford.gov.uk]

Sent:

28 August 2012 17:21

To:

Reviews@

Subject: HALC comments on new ward boundaries for Herefordshire
Herefordshire Association of Local Councils (HALC) supports parish and town councils across
Herefordshire. In response to the current consultation on new ward boundaries for Herefordshire, we
would urge the Boundary Commission to listen to the views of Herefordshire parish councils and
wherever possible to amend the ward boundaries in line with their submissions which will voice the
strongly held opinions of the local communities which they have been elected to represent.
Lynda P Wilcox
Chief Executive
HALC
Lynda Wilcox
Chief Executive
Herefordshire Association of Local Councils (HALC)
Berrows Business Centre
Bath Street
Hereford
HR1 2HE
Office: 01432 353492
Email: lynda@halchereford.gov.uk
Website: www.halchereford.gov.uk
VAT: 135506331

This e-mail and any attached files are confidential and intended solely for the use of the addressee. This
communication may contain material protected by law from being passed on. If you are not the intended
recipient and have received this e-mail in error, you are advised that any use, dissemination, forwarding,
printing or copying of this e-mail is strictly prohibited. If you have received this e-mail in error please
contact the sender immediately and destroy all copies of it.

31/08/2012
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Bowden, Tim
From:

Lynda Wilcox [lynda@halchereford.gov.uk]

Sent:

28 August 2012 16:44

To:

Reviews@

Subject: Consultation on new ward boundaries for Herefordshire
For the attention of the Review Officer (Herefordshire)
This is the response of Hampton Bishop Parish Council regarding the new pattern of wards for
Herefordshire Council.
While no specific proposals regarding new ward boundaries have yet been adopted by Herefordshire
Council,we are aware that a number of possibilities have been canvassed,including the absorption of
Hampton Bishop into Hereford City,and the creation of a new ward comprising Hampton
Bishop,Bartestree and Lugwardine and Weston Beggard.We would be strongly opposed to either of these
proposals.
As to the first,Hampton Bishop is essentially a rural parish and emphatically not a part or suburb of the
City.As to the second,Hampton Bishop is geographically remote from Bartestree and Lugwardine with
which we have no community of interest.
The only other proposal of which we are aware is that put forward by Fownhope Parish Council,namely
the creation of a new ward composed of Fownhope, Dormington & Mordiford,Woolhope,Brockhamton,and
Hampton Bishop. Hampton Bishop recently supported a new bus service from Hereford City to
Fownhope, via Hampton Bishop, Dormington & Mordiford and Woolhope because we are linked with
these parishes from a local transport point of view.
Boundary issues were fully debated at an open Parish Council meeting on 23 August,and it was the
unanimous view of all present,both Parish Councillors and local residents,that we should support the
Fownhope proposal.We fully endorse the views expressed in Fownhope Parish Council's letter of 8
August regarding the natural affinities,both geographical and communal,between the parishes in
question,and regarding the appropriate number of electors in the proposed new ward.
We look forward to receiving your draft recommendations in November.
Lynda P Wilcox
Clerk to Hampton Bishop Parish Council

This e-mail and any attached files are confidential and intended solely for the use of the addressee. This
communication may contain material protected by law from being passed on. If you are not the intended
recipient and have received this e-mail in error, you are advised that any use, dissemination, forwarding,
printing or copying of this e-mail is strictly prohibited. If you have received this e-mail in error please
contact the sender immediately and destroy all copies of it.

31/08/2012
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Bowden, Tim
From:

Holmer Parish Clerk [holmershelwickparishclerk@gmail.com]

Sent:

28 August 2012 11:38

To:

Reviews@

Subject: Herefordshire County Council ward boundary review

Dear Sir
Holmer and Shelwick Parish Council has very grave concerns regarding the proposed review of
Herefordshire wards, which we understand is likely to result in the centuries old city boundary
being abandonded and Holmer and Shelwick parish being subsumed into the parish of Hereford
City.
We are a rural parish on the outskirts of Hereford City in a very rural widespread county. This
parish is not compatible with the city ward due to the very differing needs and existing
established community, the proposal to amalgamate Holmer and Shelwick into the city is
contradictory to the Localism Bill and would erode the long standing identities of local
communities, which have operated efficiently alone and with neighbouring parishes to the
benefit of all. This parish has enjoyed joint working and collaboration with other parishes in the
ward which have a similar identity, being rural. This approach has empowered the parish
councils to serve and communicate effectively with their electorate.
The Parish Council strongly opposes the splitting of Burghill, Lyde and Holmer ward,
particularly as the Roman Road has historically been the boundary between the city and the north
county . This Parish has operated efficiently and effectively and we see no reason to change this
and incur unnecessary costs within this very difficult economic climate.
Holmer and Shelwick Parish Council is also concerned that Herefordshire Council is making
recommendations on the make up of wards and movement of boundaries without consulting the
parishes affected.
Yours faithfully
Hazel Philpotts
Clerk to Holmer and Shelwick Parish Council

31/08/2012
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Bowden, Tim
From:

Reviews@

Sent:

28 August 2012 12:28

To:

Reviews@

Subject: Custom Form Submission Received

- Custom Form Submission Notification
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:

Online submissions form (#183)
http://www.lgbce.org.uk/current-consultations/onlinesubmissions-form
Submission ID:
1394
Time of Submission: Aug 28th 2012 at 11:27am
IP Address:
Form Answers

Name:
Address 1:

Richard Hewitt

Area your
Herefordshire
submission refers to:
Organisation you
parish/town council
belong to:
Your feedback:
Dear Sir,
Kingsland Parish Council objects to the removal of the parish of
Richard's Castle from Bircher Ward.
Under the proposal Richard's Castle parish will be added to
Mortimer Ward. However, Richard's Castle has no
longstanding transport, social or economic association with the
parishes of Mortimer Ward.
For example, only a single track, unlisted road with several
steep gradients links Richard's Castle directly to Mortimer
Ward. In contrast, Richard's Castle is well-connected to the
other parishes in Bircher Ward via the B4361 and B4362 which
allows for easy interaction with neighbouring communities in
31/08/2012
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Orleton and Yarpole.
Indeed, in the depths of winter, travelling from Richard's Castle
to Mortimer Ward will require the use of the 'B' roads
highlighted above, passing through the Bircher Ward parishes
of Orleton and Yarpole Group.
Thank you for noting the objection.
Yours faithfully,
Richard Hewitt,
Clerk to Kingsland Parish Council.
File upload:

This communication is from LGBCE (http://www.lgbce.org.uk) - Sent to Review Editor
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Bowden, Tim
From:

Reviews@

Sent:

28 August 2012 19:23

To:

Reviews@

Subject: Custom Form Submission Received

- Custom Form Submission Notification
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:

Online submissions form (#183)
http://www.lgbce.org.uk/current-consultations/onlinesubmissions-form
Submission ID:
1406
Time of Submission: Aug 28th 2012 at 6:23pm
IP Address:
Form Answers

Name:
Address 1:
Address 2:
Address 3:
Postcode:
Email Address:
Area your
submission refers to:
Organisation you
belong to:
Your feedback:

Iain Plumtree
Leominster Town Council
17 west street
leominster
HR6 8EP
townclerk@leominstertowncouncil.gov.uk
Herefordshire
parish/town council
Herefordshire Warding Pattern
From Leominster Town Council
The Town Council does not believe that single member wards
are the best arrangement for urban areas in any part of the
County.
The Town Council wants to see flexibility as to whether urban
wards are single or multi-member, taking into account the
views of the people we represent.
Pursuing the goal of parity of elector numbers in each ward has
resulted in the very crude and clumsy redrawing of ward

31/08/2012
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boundaries in Leominster.
Under current warding arrangements the town is neatly divided
into North and South wards which are overwhelmingly urban,
encompassing the entire town and a few rural hamlets that are
historically part of the Leominster Parish.
The new proposals would carve up the town urban area in 4
segments and a large rural area would be added to three of
these. These proposals would destroy the cohesion and
integrity of the town as an entity which elects representatives to
champion its specific needs. The new wards would be formed
of an ill-fitting assortment of communities and parts of
communities and lack clear identity. This would be a poor
outcome for local democracy.
The Town Council is strongly of the believe that the concept of
the â€˜wholenessâ€™ of a town community is as important, if
not more important than that of achieving equal numbers in
every ward. Equal weight should be given to this. The issue of
variance of electoral numbers between the wards is being
given too much weight in the Review. Variance in ward
electorates should be considered tolerable in that all wards
elect members in the same fair and democratic process.
File upload:

This communication is from LGBCE (http://www.lgbce.org.uk) - Sent to Review Editor
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Bowden, Tim
From:

Marden PC [mardenpc@rdgould.plus.com]

Sent:

24 August 2012 11:04

To:

Reviews@

Cc:

John Stannard; Richard Dutson; Arthur Fraser; Karen Harmer; Robert Bartup; Patrick Meredith;
Paul Gimlik; Yvonne Fothergill; Kema Guthrie

Subject: Local Goverment Boundaries Review of Herefordshire

Dear Sir,
Firther to your recent consultation regarding the review of Local Government
Boundaries in Herefordshire, Marden parish council wishes to make the following
comments.
The parish council would like to see the continuation of Sutton Walls ward. The current
electoral population of the ward is 2,475 compared to a county average of 2,632. This
means that the ward has 6% fewer on the electoral role than the average. This is well
within the 10% tolerance used by the Commisssion in setting its criteria for ward
populations.
While it is not possible to project the likely population over the next 6 years, it is likely
that the three villages in the ward, one of which (Marden) has been designated a Rural
Service Centre in the draft Local Development Plan, will see population growth over the
mid to long term to meet Herefordshire Council's target of housing growth. In addtion,
the three parishes of the ward fir together well, both geographically and in use of local
services. They have many shared concerns, and one point of representation at Unitary
Authority is a distinct advantage for the people of all three parishes.
Yours faithfully
Richard Gould
Clerk
Marden Parish Council

31/08/2012
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Lawrence, Arion
From:

Hinds, Alex

Sent:

12 July 2012 09:58

To:

Lawrence, Arion

Subject: FW: Electoral Review

Alex Hinds
Review Assistant
Local Government Boundary Commission for England
76-86 Turnmill Street
London
EC1M 5LG
Tel: 020 7664 8534 | Fax: 020 7296 6227
Email: alex.hinds@lgbce.org.uk Web: www.lgbce.org.uk



Think of the environment...please don't print this e-mail unless you really need to

From: leystershalls@aol.com [mailto:leystershalls@aol.com]
Sent: 11 July 2012 18:42
To: Reviews@
Subject: Electoral Review
The Middleton on the Hill and Leysters Group Parish Council met on the 9th July 2012. One
of the items on the agenda was the present electoral review of Herefordshire Council. It was
agreed that we respond saying that we are more than happy with the status quo and see no
reason or benefit to be had by changing any of the boundaries.
Clerk: C Halls

24/07/2012
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Bowden, Tim
From:

Moreton PC [moretonpc@rdgould.plus.com]

Sent:

24 August 2012 11:01

To:

Reviews@

Cc:

Sharon Cannings; Colin Boden; Peter Jones; Barbara Jackson; Colin Payne; Kim Cooper; Pat
Spong; Oscar Herbosa; Kema Guthrie

Subject: Local Government Boundaries in Herefordshire

Dear Sir,
Firther to your recent consultation regarding the review of Local Government
Boundaries in Herefordshire, Moreton-on-Lugg parish council wishes to make the
following comments.
The parish council would like to see the continuation of Sutton Walls ward. The current
electoral population of the ward is 2,475 compared to a county average of 2,632. This
means that the ward has 6% fewer on the electoral role than the average. This is well
within the 10% tolerance used by the Commisssion in setting its criteria for ward
populations.
While it is not possible to project the likely population over the next 6 years, it is likely
that the three villages in the ward, one of which (Marden) has been designated a Rural
Service Centre in the draft Local Development Plan, will see population growth over the
mid to long term to meet Herefordshire Council's target of housing growth. In addtion,
the three parishes of the ward fir together well, both geographically and in use of local
services. They have many shared concerns, and one point of representation at Unitary
Authority is a distinct advantage for the people of all three parishes.
Yours faithfully
Richard Gould
Clerk
Moreton-on-Lugg Parish Council

31/08/2012

The Review Officer
(Herefordshire) Local Government Boundary Commission for England
Layden House 76-86 Turnmill Street
London EC1M 5LG
Dear Sir
Review of warding arrangements Herefordshire Council affecting Richards Castle
Civil Parish
I refer to the current review in respect of Herefordshire Council which proposes
alterations in warding arrangements which could include the move of Richards Castle
from the Bircher Ward to a ward containing Wigmore and Leintwardine.
The Parish Council strongly objects to any Ward boundary change which results in
Richards Castle no longer having the same Ward councillor as Orleton. The reasons
for this objection are as follows.
The Parish depends on the Rural Service Centre of Orleton (less than 3km distant) for its
primary school, shop, post office and GP surgery, and community policing arrangements.
Richards Castle’s emerging Community-led Plan indicates a need for further integration
with Orleton in the development of social and health care services, youth facilities, sports
and leisure services, and alternatives to public transport.
To facilitate such joint action and to look after established joint interests, it makes
absolute sense to have a common ward councillor to help mediate matters with the
County Council. Conversely, it makes very little sense to align Richards Castle with
Wigmore/Leintwardine, from which it is separated by 10 km of open countryside, is
directly linked only by a single narrow unclassified lane, and with which it has no
historical or natural connection. Any such alignment would be at odds with the declared
Government and County planning policy objective of promoting ‘community cohesion’
and ‘a sense of belonging’.
It is also noted that in terms of the suggested number and percentage of the electorates for
each ward Bircher Ward is only just short however this will be addressed by the proposed
affordable housing development in the ward.
Yours faithfully
C E Williams Clerk, Richards Castle
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Lawrence, Arion
From:

Reviews@

Sent:

09 August 2012 11:00

To:

Reviews@

Subject: Custom Form Submission Received

- Custom Form Submission Notification
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:

Online submissions form (#183)
http://www.lgbce.org.uk/current-consultations/onlinesubmissions-form
Submission ID:
1309
Time of Submission: Aug 9th 2012 at 9:59am
IP Address:
Form Answers

Name:
Address 1:
Address 2:
Address 3:
Postcode:
Email Address:
Area your
submission refers to:
Organisation you
belong to:
Your feedback:

13/08/2012

Mrs D Mason

Herefordshire
parish/town council
Ross on Wye Town Council believes that it is important that
Ross has District Council ward boundaries which respect the
integrity of the Town as a whole. Although this is the case with
the District boundaries currently, the Council has been
concerned for some time that the parish boundaries are
inappropriately drawn. With the support of Ross Rural Parish
Council, we have requested that Herefordshire Council conduct
a Review of Local Governance, and understand that it is
Herefordshire Councilâ€™s intention to undertake such a
review, once the District Council ward boundaries have been
established. It is therefore very important that the revised
District ward boundaries continue to reflect the integrity of the
Ross conurbation, including those areas on the outskirts
scheduled for residential or commercial development, such as
Hildersley and Model Farm

Page 2 of 2

It is the belief of Ross Town Council that the residents of Ross
Rural feel themselves to be citizens of Ross. They shop in
Ross, look to Ross for services such as doctors, library and
sports, and often express puzzlement when it is explained to
them that they cannot vote in Town Council elections.
Current District Council boundaries reflect this position,
encompassing both parishes. We recommend strongly that any
new boundaries continue to reflect this and that the residents of
Ross Rural can continue to elect Councillors who represent, in
the main, other parts of the conurbation. The new boundaries
should also take into account the planned development
patterns in the town, particularly planned infill development and
the proposals to build at Hildersley. This planned growth in the
population of the town could justify a relatively low voter/ward
ratio at the outset, with the likelihood that this would grow over
time to meet and eventually exceed the county average.
We therefore recommend that:
1. the revised DC ward boundaries should not be based on the
current parish boundaries, as this would embed the artificial
separation of Greytree and Hildersley from the rest of Ross and
possibly even pre-empt the review of community governance
which it is hoped will rationalise the parish boundaries in 2013.
2. rather, the boundaries should reflect the current and planned
pattern of residential and commercial development in the Ross
conurbation as a whole
3. given the planned growth of housing in Ross, a lower
voter/ward ratio can be justified in Ross vis a vis more rural
areas where less development in planned
4. that, if additional numbers of voters are needed to produce
an acceptable size in a particular ward, the revised boundaries
should be drawn from the villages closest to the town without
taking into account artificial barriers such as the River Wye and
the A40.
File upload:

This communication is from LGBCE (http://www.lgbce.org.uk) - Sent to Review Editor
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Lawrence, Arion
From:

Amanda & George

Sent:

07 August 2012 09:20

To:

Reviews@

Subject: Electoral Review of Herefordshire

Dear Mr Lawrence
In response to the Local Government Boundary Commission consultations, I wish to state in the
strongest possible terms that Ross Rural Parish Council objects to any proposal to change the
ward arrangements and allocate Greytree and Hildersley to the Old Gore ward.
The view of the Parish Councillors is that this is simply a way of adjusting numbers of electors
per County Councillor and does not have the interests of the parish at heart.
I would be grateful in you could confirm receipt of this e-mail with any comments I can pass on
at our next Parish Council meeting in September.
Many thanks
Yours sincerely
Amanda Smith
Clerk to Ross Rural Parish Council

13/08/2012
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Bowden, Tim
From:

ELIZABETH LANE

Sent:

24 August 2012 20:40

To:

Reviews@

Subject: Bringsty Ward - Thornbury Group Parish Council

Dear Review Officer,
An extra ordinary meeting was held on 17th August for Thornbury Group Parish Council in
which the Ward Member Gary Swinford explained the proposal to remove Thornbury Group
from the existing ward and join Hampton Court Ward.
After discussion and looking at the map it makes sense for Thornbury Group to remain within
the Bringsty ward. The whole community within the Thornbury Group of parishes which include
Collington, Edwyn Ralph and Thornbury associate their local community as Bromyard and the
people within the group use Bromyard to access local facilities. The Council felt that this is
extremely important and should be taken into account when the final decision is made. If we
were to join the Hampton Court Ward this would have no significance to the community as this
would link more towards Leominster town.
The Councillors therefore voted unanimously that the Thornbury Group Parish Council should
remain within the Bringsty Ward.
Kind regards

Elizabeth Lane
Clerk to Thornbury Group Parish Council

31/08/2012

TITLEY & DISTRICT GROUP PARISH COUNCIL
( Incorporating Knill, Rodd and Little Brampton with Staunton-on-Arrow and Titley )
Parish Clerk : G.A.B. Jacobus BSc BA FFA FCIM

E-mail

Tel

ELECTORAL REVIEW OF HEREFORDSHIRE
The Review Officer ( Herefordshire )
Local Government Boundary Commission for England
London EC1M 5LG
E-mail : reviews@lgbce.org.uk
The views expressed herein are based on my experience as Parish Clerk over seven
years. Copies have also gone to the Parish Council Chairman and to our current Ward
County Councillor.
It is proposed to remove Titley & District, a very widespread, rural group of parishes,
from the Pembridge Ward ( a very widespread, rural, group of parishes ). These
parishes are in the north-west of the county, along the Welsh border.
It is understood that the purpose of this is to re-balance the population numbers per
Ward throughout the County and to reduce the number of Ward Councillors, overall.
If Titley were to go in with Kington, that Ward would be approximately the same size
as the present Pembridge group of parishes, including Titley ( ie nothing gained ).
One might think that these wide spread, rural, parishes would have little in common
but the reverse is true. People in rural areas have an almost uncanny ability to
communicate and to create a close, supportive, community. A straw poll of residents
in the Titley group of parishes indicates little enthusiasm for the proposed changes.
Indeed in some instances a vehement antipathy to the proposal and an almost
incredulous view that such a thing should be suggested. Not only because of no wish
for change but even more significantly because they have no desire to be linked with
Kington with which they feel absolutely no sense of community.
The map might suggest some physical closeness between the village of Titley and
Kington but not with the bulk of the group of parishes in which Staunton-on-Arrow is
the largest ( and which adjoins Pembridge ) and the rest of the parishes making up the
group are spread to the north and west up to the Welsh border.

Further an analysis of facilities and habits suggests little or no connection with
Kington :
Shopping - People in the Titley group of parishes tend, like their co-residents in other
parts of the Ward, to shop in Leominster which has major stores such as Morrisons and
B&Q or in Presteigne which is a lively Welsh town. Kington comes lower down on the
list of preferred shopping centres. In addition, the Pembridge Ward has several of it's
own farm shops, general stores and post offices.
Religion - The seven churches in the current Ward, six of which are linked into a
single benefice; only one of which ( Titley ) is linked to Kington. In wider terms, the
Deanery is known as Kington & Weobley but some of the parish churches are linked to
Presteigne which is actually an English benefice. In addition, there are chapels in
many parts, independent or with some sort of links but essentially local.
Schools - The Pembridge Ward has two primary schools, both of which are thriving.
Their only connection with Kington is that some but not all pupils may go on to
secondary school at Lady Hawkins in Kington. Other secondary schools to which pupils
go on after primary schooling are in Leominster, Wigmore, Presteigne and Hereford.
Community services - There are village halls in Staunton-on-Arrow, Titley and Knill
which the community make very good use of. They do not go to Kington. Similarly the
Pembridge Ward has several pubs as well as restaurants of good quality.
In conclusion, the effect of placing the Titley Group with Kington would be to diminish
local democracy from its grass roots at a time when the 'Localisation Bill' is seeking to
do just the opposite. Kington is first and foremost one of the five market towns in
Herefordshire. It also has a rural hinterland which, together with the town, makes up
a similar ward to Pembridge except that the latter is almost entirely rural in nature
and outlook whereas the former is mainly town focussed. In terms of democratic
representation they are like chalk and cheese!

Anton Jacobus 5 August 2012

