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From:
Sent: 27 October 2014 18:33
To: Reviews@
Cc:
Subject: Proposal for New 'South Oxhey & Eastbury' County Division

Dear Sir/Madam
We live in the east of the Eastbury area. We have the following concerns surrounding the above
proposed division and the rationale provided for the communities of South Oxhey and Eastbury to be
combined into one division.
1. We feel there is a clear lack of community identity between Eastbury and South Oxhey as few
facilities are shared by these two areas. My understanding is that many facilities are shared by
South Oxhey and Carpenders Park. We do not use any facilities in South Oxhey and instead tend to
use facilities in Eastbury and Moor Park.
2. We mostly use shops, banks and doctors in Moor Park, Northwood and Rickmansworth. We do not
travel through South Oxhey on a day to day basis.
3. Bus links from South Oxhey are very limited and only skirt the eastern boundary of Eastbury.
Therefore our travel by public transport is to and from Moor Park and Northwood stations, with
buses being taken from Green Lane outside Northwood Station.
4. We feel Oxhey Woods provides a natural boundary between the two areas.
5. We are commuters travelling into London daily and using the Metropolitan line from Northwood and
Moor Park stations and sometimes Rickmansworth station, which does not necessitate travel
through South Oxhey.
6. During our routine activities we do not have any affiliation with South Oxhey and instead have more
in common with the area of Eastbury ‘west’ and Moor Park. In the 3 years we have lived here we
recall driving through or going to South Oxhey twice.
We feel that the suggestion to combine South Oxhey and Eastbury bears no significant rationale. It
takes more than ‘clear road links’ to create a community identity. The community we live in is
Eastbury as a whole and not split between 2 divisions.
We therefore object to the proposal to combine South Oxhey and Eastbury to create a new county
division.
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Please acknowledge receipt of our comments and we look forward to any updates on further
discussion and decisions on this matter.
Kind regards
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-----Original Messag
From:
Sent: 15 October 20
To: Reviews@
Subject: Loudwater
Dear Sirs
We as residents of Loudwater strongly object to being in boundary with Croxley.
We are in parish of Chorleywood and we are all in one way or another affiliated to Chorleywood and
Loudwater.
Please do not let a new boundary be enforced for us.
Yours sincerely
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From:
Sent: 29 October 2014 10:31
To: Reviews@
Subject: Local Government Boundary Changes for Loudwater to Croxley Green instead of Chorleywood

Dear Review Officer
I understand that The Local Government Boundary Commission is reviewing the boundaries prior to the
County Council elections in 2017.
Our existing Division is to be reorganised and renamed Three Rivers Rural Division apparently.
It is proposed that Loudwater is removed from this Division and becomes part of the Croxley County Division.
Our County Councillor, Chris Hayward, is most concerned about this proposal as Loudwater has traditionally
been part of Chorleywood.
I also object to the proposal of joining Croxley.

1. Loudwater is part of the parished area of Chorleywood and is therefore represented both at Parish and
District Council level as part of Chorleywood.
2. Loudwater should be part of a Rural Division as this would represent the nature of the community rather
than becoming part of a County Division where issues are not typical of our environment. After all we are part
of a conservation area and have TPO status and our environment is utterly rural and green, with windy country
lanes and no street lights. Similar to many areas in Chorleywood (our near neighbour) and not Croxley.
3. Many children attend Christ Church C of E primary school and Clement Danes Secondary School rather
than schools in Croxley. In fact I don't know ANY children who live here and go to school in Croxley
4. We use Chorleywood for shopping and amenities rather than Croxley. We don't use any amenities in
Croxley at all.
5. Loudwater has never had any relationship with Croxley and indeed the two are very separate areas divided
by fields, whereas Chorleywood is a very close neighbour.
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6. Chorleywood Christ Church is our nearest place of worship.
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-----Original Message----Sent: 16 October 2014 11:53
To: Reviews@
Subject: Local boundary changes
I am a resident of Loudwater and would like to register my strong objection to the proposed changes
to the boundaries. I cannot fathom why Loudwater should become part of the Croxley County
division, the area has no links to Croxley whatsoever and has always been part of the Chorleywood
parish. Loudwater is represented at both Parish and District Council level as part of Chorleywood
I live in Chess Close which is geographically closer to Croxley Green than Chorleywood but I never
shop in Croxley and I visit Chorleywood regularly, particularly to visit the bookshop.
Loudwater should be part of the Rural division as this would be more in keeping with the Loudwater
environment and more representative of the nature of the community than a County Division.
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-----Original M
Sent: 18 October 2014 14:52
To: Reviews@
Subject: Boundary changes

Dear Review Officer Boundary Commission
It has come to our notice that you are considering changing the boundary division in 2017 by forming
Loudwater to be part of Croxley Green Division instead of Chorleywood Division.
Firstly I would like to say I know nothing about Croxley Green, it's schools, it's churches etc. and it
seems a long way from Loudwater to have to go and place our vote. Croxley Green is totally alien to
us and If I wanted to live in Croxley Green I would have bought a house there.
Loudwater is part of the parished area of Chorleywood and is therefore represented both at Parish
and District Council level as part of Chorleywood.
Loudwater should be part of a Rural Division as this would represent the nature of the community
rather than becoming part of a County Division where issues are not typical of our environment.
Many children attend Christ Church CofE primary school and Clement Danes Secondary School
rather than schools in Croxley.
Residents would use Chorleywood for shopping and amenities rather than Croxley.
Loudwater has never had any relationship with Croxley and indeed the two are very separate areas
divided by fields.
We strongly object and disapprove to this move and hope our comments are taken into account.
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From:
Sent: 24 October 2014 09:34
To: Reviews@
Subject: Proposed Local Government Bounday Changes : Loudwater

Dear Sirs
We are residents of the Loudwater Estate, and are extremely concerned to learn of the proposal that Loudwater
may be removed from the renamed Three Rivers Rural Division and becomes part of the Croxley County Division.
We strongly object for the following reasons :
1. Loudwater is part of the parished area of Chorleywood, and is therefore represented both at Parish and District Council level
as part of Chorleywood.
2. Loudwater should be part of a Rural Division as this would represent the nature of the community, rather than becoming part
of a County Division where issues are not typical of our environment.
3. Many children attend Christ Church C of E primary school and Clement Danes Secondary School, rather than schools in
Croxley.
4. Residents would use Chorleywood for shopping and amenities rather than Croxley.
5. Loudwater has never had any relationship with Croxley, and indeed the two are very separate areas divided by fields.
Loudwater has traditionally and historically always been part of Chorleywood, and expect it to remain so.
Yours faithfully
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Comment text:
Dear Sirs, I live on the New House Park area and oppose this becoming part of London Colney
ward. It is not a part of London Colney and needs its interests and representation to remain
locally in the St.Albans wards. The draft proposal does not fulfil one of its aims to 'reflect the
interests and identitities of local communities as well as promoting effective local government'
There is a clear geographical boundary in the existing boundary of the A414 and the existing
ward boundary does reflect the interests and identities of the local community. The other aim of
the proposal is 'to recommend boundaries that mean each councillor represents approximately
the same number of voters'. It seems the division I relate to is purely to acquire around 1500
people to top up the London Colney Ward and disregarding the requirements of this community.
In the existing St.Albans East ward there is a prediction that this will rise by around 1500
people to around 10500 by reducing the boundary. It seems that the approximate figure desired
by the boundaries is 10500 and yet the proposal estimates the Central St. Albans ward to grow
from around 10000 to 12000, so it seems the boundary proposals are in not concerned about
wards having 2000 people more or less than a neighbouring ward. Therefore it would seem
acceptable that the New House Park area should not be taken into bolstering the figures for
London Colney. Furthermore we cannot rule out the impact of new housing developments and
planning proposals that would increase the future population of London Colney and the other
S.Abans wards. My main concern is my first point that it segregates an area of St. Albans into
London Colney. This could lead to further divisions in other areas, services, charges and so on.
It would also mean being integrated with a different community and not having a voice on the
one we live in. My suggestions would be to keep New House park in the existing boundary as
part of St.Albans East and Cunningham. If balancing the desired numbers is still an issue, I
would suggest the draft boundaries between St.Albans East and St. Albans Central and/ or St.
Albans South are reconsidered. If the proposal was to redraw the boundary of the New House
Park area within a different ward within St.Albans, I would not feel as strong about this issue
as you are proposing to remove some of our identity and connection with St.Albans which is
where we live.
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Feature Annotations

1: the highlighted area should
fall under Rickmansworth East
and Oxhey Park.

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

Map Features:

Annotation 1:

the highlighted area should fall under

Comment text:
Why does Rickmansworth East surround Eastbury? All of the areas left of A4125 (Sandy Lane) should be designated as Rickmansworth East and Oxhey Park; and
the areas to the right of the A4125 be designated as South Oxhey!!!
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