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Living in Pillerton Hersey I feel strongly that we should maintain our identity within the Red Horse Ward. This is where we belong...rural,
local, and unique. To move us to Ettington would dilute our rural identity. We do not want to be rebranded or urbanised.
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I have two concerns about these proposed changes - - - 1. Both Pillerton Hersey and Pillerton Priors have traditionally 'looked towards' The
Vale of the Red Horse - - -especially Oxhill and Tysoe, our neighbours. Historically we share much in common with them as we are more
rural than the more developed Ettington, to which we might soon be attached. I feel that the change would split this age old relationship
and connect us to a more urbanised community. 2. Councillor Gillian Roache is our District Councillor at present in the Vale of the Red
Horse.I know very well how hard she works for our community and fear that the reduction in Councillors will inevitably mean a greater
workload and diminished representation.
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29 December 2013
Review Officer
Stratford-on-Avon Review
The Local Government Boundary Commission for England
Layden House
76–86 Turnmill Street
London EC1M 5LG

Dear Sir or Madam
Stratford-on-Avon District Ward Review
I wish to comment on the proposals, with a specific focus on the eastern part of the District, ie
that part around Southam. Stratford is one of the largest Districts in England and there are
different characteristics to consider here, than say in Stratford town.
I was the District Councillor for Stockton and Napton Ward from 2003-11 after which time I
stood down. During that period, I sat on the Council’s working party that originated the rewarding proposals and I was the Liberal Democrat spokesman on the re-warding that was
then discussed. I was the election agent for the current District Councillor for Stockton and
Napton. I was the Liberal Democrat Candidate for Kenilworth and Southam Parliamentary
Constituency in 2010. That said, I make my comments in a personal capacity.
I make two key points:
1. The implementation of re-warding should be deferred until there is more stability in
resident numbers and also until Warwickshire County Council decides (with the
Commission) on factors relating to Councillors’ Division boundaries.
2. If minded to proceed, the proposed boundaries around Southam should be adjusted to
give representation with greater relevance to geography, established community
connections and democratic structures in and around Southam.
I believe that the first consideration should be that of the degree of connection within, and
between, communities. After all, a councillor is elected to serve communities. Whilst
appreciating that numerical consistency between wards is important, it is a secondary
consideration. I strongly support the concept of single member wards across the District.
The present arrangement of some single, some double and some triple member wards results
in unfair representation, where some electors can obtain the support of up to three members,
at say a planning committee and others, only one. Set against this factor of 3x, a plus/minus
of the order of 20% is minor.
There is also, I suggest, a requirement to promote democratic engagement. In the proposals
there is some inconsistency with Parliamentary and County Division boundaries. This
presents a risk of confusing some electors, and I might add, local press. The proposed Kineton
and Red Horse Wards (and possibly others) are both split by the parliamentary boundary,
which is most undesirable.
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Reasons for deferment
After a period of several years of stability in the number of dwellings in the east of the
District, there is now the greatest uncertainty about housing numbers than in the previous 30
years. This represents a step increase in the difficulty of forecasting populations locally. It is
thus a most inappropriate time to make these decisions.
 A large number of very significant new housing developments have been proposed, in
addition to those in local plans and those that have planning consent but not yet built. This
is a consequence of a combination of flux in planning policies at both national and local
level. For example, substantial housing proposals have been made at Gaydon, Southam,
Long Itchington and Stockton – that at Gaydon is in fact an all new settlement. There are
other more minor housing developments at a proposal stage, which are nonetheless
significant in percentage terms for some small settlements.
 I acknowledge that population forecast will always be unreliable, but these are unique
circumstances. I note that the MP for Stratford has publicly criticised the exploitation of
the present ‘vacuum’ in the planning system. These unknowns are likely to abate in the
next 2-3 years when Stratford’s Local Plan / Core Strategy is confirmed in the context of
emerging national policy.
 Warwickshire County Council is examining their electoral arrangements with the
Commission. This includes the number of councillors. It is clearly desirable to have
maximum co-terminosity between District and County. (I note the current proposals for rewarding make for substantial splitting of County Divisions. This is unhelpful for
community and democratic engagement.) In my opinion the District and County reviews
should be carried out at the same time.
 There is little public knowledge of these proposals in the villages to be affected. In
November of 2013 Stratford District Council sent out a newsletter to residents called
‘View’ which now appears to be an annual publication. No mention was made of the
boundary review, although a map of the current wards was enclosed. This seems an
opportunity missed to publicise the review.
Proposals around Southam - Napton & Fenny Compton
The inclusion of Fenny Compton with the other villages in the proposed Napton and Fenny
Compton ward does not sit well in terms of community and geography. A ward comprising
Stockton, Napton, Shuckburgh, Priors Marston and Hardwick would make more sense in
community terms, for routes, and for proximity to the market town of Southam.
 Roads, schools, and church connections are clear, historical and current for the parishes of
Stockton, Napton, Shuckburgh, Priors Marston, Priors Hardwick and (to a smaller degree)
Wormleighton. These form an ecclesiastical working group called the ‘Bridges Group’.
This is not a theoretical observation – in my time as a District Councillor I dealt with a
number of casework issues of welfare and was able to liaise with the local vicar on these.
 The Parishes of Stockton and Napton have a working arrangement of Parish Clerks for
audit and stand-in purposes and village magazines are coordinated on publication dates.
(Napton and Shuckburgh share the same village magazine.)
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 Transport routes for Napton, Stockton, Priors Marston and Hardwick are shared –
travellers to Rugby , Southam and Coventry use common ‘A’ roads from these villages,
(parishes which are all visible from Napton). Conversely, Fenny Compton, Ladbroke and
Shotteswell have a main common road (A423) which is also a bus route.
 The proposed HS2 high speed railway will split Fenny Compton and Ladbroke from the
rest of the proposed ward.
Alternatives
I can see some numerical logic to the proposals, given a set overall number of councillors
(which from recollection is at the minimum of the range originally discussed at the Council of
35-45). However, the overall number must have an interaction with community geography.
In particular, I believe there is a case for smaller numbers of electors in rural wards which
have separate village communities, compared with that for towns. This area (the former
Southam Rural District) is the most poorly connected with Stratford, which is not a natural
centre for communities in that part of the District. Therefore I feel there might be
justification for an additional ward or two wards. This might also permit more relevant
boundaries which respect the parliamentary split.
Without an extra ward(s), another alternative might be Long Itchington with Ufton, Ladbroke
and Deppers Bridge (Deppers is separate community within Harbury parish), with
consequential adjustments to other Parish groupings, as shown in the following table. This
would preserve a good degree of co-terminosity with the Parliamentary Boundary and
connections with the market town of Southam. See table and sketch. I recognise this would
have knock on effects to other proposed wards, although I have limited data and or resources
to carry out a detailed analysis. The Red Horse Ward might be extended westward (thus lying
entirely in Stratford Parliamentary constituency). It would also enable adjustment of the
proposed Ettington Ward to become more compact and relevant that the rather artificial
configuration which proposes Alderminster in the same Ward as Burmington.
These are just ideas, based I admit, on local preferences and knowledge. I would hope other
communities might express views for areas with which they might want to become linked and
these would be taken into account.

Yours sincerely

Nigel Rock
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Approximate numbers from
Election register.
Totals
Avon Dassett
Burton Dassett
Burton Dassett
Burton Dassett
Chapel Ascote
Farnborough
Fenny Compton
Harbury
Hodnell and Wills Pastures
Ladbroke
Long Itchington
Long Itchington
Napton on the Hill
Priors Hardwick
Priors Marston
Radbourne
Radway
Ratley and Upton
Shotteswell
Stockton
Stoneton
Ufton
Upper and Lower Shuckburgh
Watergall
Wormleighton
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Napton &
Stockton
2677

Long
Itchington &
Ladbroke
2421

Fenny Compton,
Dassett &
Shotteswell
2722
170
138
374
424

13
210
629
175
8
245
582
1180
915
142
462
29
201
272
211
1070
4
218
59
8
81
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I do not agree with Bidford-on-Avon being separated into two wards. This is a fully integrated local community and should continue to be
presented as one area, not two. I fear that separating the village into Bidford East Ward and Bidford West and Salford Priors will create
tensions within the community which will be detrimental to its social sustainability. Whereas I understand that Stratford-on-Avon DC
wishes to reduce the number of its councillors, and that Bidford-on-Avon should be represented by only 2, not the current 3, Ward
Members, I see no reason why the village has to be separated into 2 wards: and I strongly oppose this.
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