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Dunkeyson, Nicholas

From: Rosanne Adam
Sent: 11 March 2014 00:16
To: Reviews@
Cc: The Wendover Society
Subject: Proposed new Ward Boundaries

Dear Sirs,
I understand through the Wendover Society that you are proposing to change the current Ward
Boundaries and combine us, who live in Wendover, with Stoke Mandeville (with whom we have
few connections apart from use of the hospital) rather than with Halton (with whom we have many
happy connections, including being part of the same parish and with the same vicar). Along with
many others, I object to this. The numbers involved are not as important as the fact that we feel
ourselves to belong together, and do not wish to be separated and combined with another
community with whom we do not feel ties.
I hope you will forget this proposal altogether and leave us as we are at present,
Yours sincerely,
Rosanne Adam (Mrs)
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Map Features:

1: Wendover, Halton and Aston Clinton

2: Stoke Mandeville and Weston Turville

Comment text:
It's hard to say if this proposal makes the councillors have the same number of voters, as you don't provide enough information to allow
me to do the maths. However, Stoke Mandeville has nothing in common with Wendover, as it is to all practical purposes part of Ayelsbury,
so the proposal of joining the two together should be discounted. To allow councillors to represent villages which all have there own
separate identities and needs, and which are very different to towns the size of Aylesbury, it would be better to split the proposed wards
more vertically rather than horizontally (see map sketch). This would keep like with like, and help prevent Wendover becoming subsumed
into Aylesbury.

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk//node/print/informed-representation/3161
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Dunkeyson, Nicholas

From: Heather Barrett-Mold
Sent: 10 March 2014 18:51
To: Reviews@
Subject: Boundary Reviews

I strongly oppose the move to separate Wendover from Halton and place Halton with Aston Clinton and Wendover
with Stoke Mandeville. There is a long history and economic association between Halton and Wendover and there is
a geographic separation between Wendover and Stoke Mandeville. This proposal does not recognise the identity
which those of us who live in Wendover have.
Heather Barrett‐Mold

1

Dunkeyson, Nicholas

From: jenny beard
Sent: 12 March 2014 11:36
To: Reviews@
Subject: Boundaries Review AVDC

Dear Reviewers
I am totally oposed to the idea of breaking the boundary link that Wendover Parish has with Halton
Parish. The two parishes are joined together physically and have always been one community in many
ways. We also have many issues in common and our existing Councillors can see these and deal with them
effectively.
We are also brought together by our common boundaries with RAF Halton. The RAF employs around 600
people across those boundaries. Also you should be aware that there is a changing population at RAF
Halton that often numbers around 750 people at one time who are there for training. These people, and
their relatives who stay in the two villages when they attend passing‐out, although not on the electoral
register, do have their own needs in terms of local services and do create tasks for the Councillors.
There are no similar relationships with Stoke Mandeville and no reasons for there to be any. It is a place
we drive past without noticing except when we are attending the hospital.
Please change your mind about this proposal which is causing a lot of distress and annoyance in the two
1

Parishes.
Yours sincerely
Jennifer Beard,
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Comment text:
Where there are wards that have more than 1 councillor it would make much more sense to split them into wards that are the correct size
for a single councillor. That way everyone knows who their councillor is, and the councillor has real accountability for their ward. Much
better idea! Also makes elections easier. Also, another comment.... The village of Calvert is split across ward boundries. One side of the
road is Marsh Gibbon, the other side is Steeple Claydon. It would make much more sense to have a single councillor to represent all of
Calvert. There are only a small number of houses involved so it won't make a noticeable difference to the number of electors in the ward.
thanks.

https://consultation lgbce org uk//node/print/informed-representation/2849[28/01/2014 15:33:37]

Dunkeyson, Nicholas

From: Martin Chambers
Sent: 01 April 2014 23:09
To: Reviews@
Subject: Electoral review

I understand that in your electoral review of Aylesbury Vale Council, draft recommendations have been made
for separating Halton from Wendover and combining it with Aston Clinton and at the same time combining
Wendover with part of Stoke Mandeville. I believe that these proposals are totally unacceptable and irrational.
There is no community logic which links Stoke Mandeville to Wendover nor is there any for separating Halton
from Wendover. District Councillors should represent an identifiable local community. Wendover and Halton
have an obviously common and strong geographic bond. They also have historic, cultural, and economic links
and should remain part of the same ward. It is a nonsense to contrive a link between Wendover and a part of
Stoke Mandeville as there are no apparent meaningful links.
regards
Martin Chambers
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Map Features:
Comment text:
What a ludicrous idea to separate Wendover and Halton. Wendover has little or nothing in common with Stoke Mandeville, the centre of
which is three miles away, whereas Halton is contiguous. Halton also has historic, transport and cultural links with Wendover. Back to the
drawing board. And why "Stoke Mandeville and Wendover" when Wendover is much larger? But this is irrelevant compared with the bigger
picture.

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk//node/print/informed-representation/3014
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Dunkeyson, Nicholas

-----Original Message----From: John Cockle
Sent: 20 March 2014 13:29
To: Reviews@
Subject: Wendover Ward Boundaries.

Sent from my iPad.
I strongly object to the suggestion that Halton
which has historically always been very closely connected to Wendover
should be taken away and linked to Aston Clinton.
Furthermore, Wendover should not be linked with Stoke Mandeville as this
area has always had more Social and Transport ties with Aylesbury Town.
I would also point out that both Wendover and Halton Parish Councils are
strongly against the proposals.

J.M. Cockle (Mr.)
.
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Dunkeyson, Nicholas

From: Sheila Cotton
Sent: 23 January 2014 12:51
To: Reviews@
Subject: Electoral Review of Aylesbury Vale - Draft Recommendations
Dear Sirs
I wish to make comments on the above as follows:
I do not think that Bierton should be included with Oakfield. Bierton is a village with its own parish council (shared
with Broughton village) whereas Oakfield is part of Aylesbury Town and is represented on Aylesbury Town
Council. This effectively draws Bierton into the town which is not what the parishioners want. At a recent survey
almost everyone felt strongly about keeping Bierton's identity as a separate village.
There seem to me to be too many different variations between parish, district and county boundaries.
Having 3 councillors on this ward makes no sense. It would be better to have Bierton, Broughton & Hulcott as 1 ward
with 1 councillor and keep them separate from Aylesbury Town. These three must have at least 1500 electors.
I hope my comments may be taken into consideration.
Yours faithfully
Sheila Cotton
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My comments relate to the existing ward of Wendover and Halton. I strongly oppose the LGBC proposals. The existing boundary should
remain unchanged. The requirement for councillors to represent "communities" of the similar size seems to be entirely artificial and
spurious. What is essential is that councillors, where possible, should represent clear, harmonious, effective, operational communities.
Wendover and Halton clearly historically operate in this way. The strength of this community is evident to all residents and is particularly
firmly cemented through the existence of the Halton RAF base. Wendover has absolutely no similarity or community relationship with
Stoke Mandeville. Likewise, Halton and Aston Clinton have no common community identity. The LGBC proposals seem to represent pure
bureaucratic meddling which will severely diminish community spirit and effective democratic representation. Please leave things exactly
as they are.

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk//node/print/informed-representation/3098

08/04/2014

Dunkeyson, Nicholas

-----Original Message----From:
Sent: 27 March 2014 11:14
To: Reviews@
Subject: Wendover's Ward Boundaries
My husband Mr. Stuart Dyson and myself Mrs. Sheila Dyson of
Wendover, Bucks., wish to state that we do not agree
with the proposed changes to Wendover's Ward Boundaries and fully
endorse the views of The Wendover Society that we should remain part of
the same Ward as Halton with whom we have always had close ties.
Yours sincerely,
Sheila E. Dyson
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Dunkeyson, Nicholas

From:
Sent: 07 April 2014 16:53
To: Reviews@
Subject: Proposed changes to Wendover's Ward Boundaries

Local Government Boundary Commission for England ‐ proposed changes to Wendover’s Ward Boundaries
The proposed changes to sever the Wendover/Halton Ward Boundary is one which I am unable to
comprehend.
Firstly, the two villages have been linked together through the RAF, local amenities and social activities for as
long as anyone can remember. It would be like separating twins when the parents have decided to get
divorced – not for the benefit of the children, but for their own selfish reasons.
Secondly, the links between Stoke Mandeville and Wendover are at best tenuous, off hand I can think of
nothing the two jointly participate in together.
Third, what may appear on paper to be sensible regarding unproven projected figures, in practice is not
practicable.
Please do not ignore the geographic, historic, cultural, transport and economic links.
Rosamund Green
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Dunkeyson, Nicholas

From: Nicky Gregory
Sent: 03 April 2014 15:24
To: Reviews@
Subject: WENDOVER'S WARD BUNDARIES

Dear Sirs
I have lived in Wendover for nearly 30 years and cannot understand why there is a recommendation to
separate Wendover from Halton. The strong association we now have began before the First World War and
has resulted in a complete integration between the two villages. ‘Wendover and Halton’ is the phrase used for
many of the activities in the area.
Our schools, churches, shops and leisure facilities are all shared. Last year RAF Halton was given the Freedom of
the Vale and paraded through Wendover to celebrate. Our economies are intertwined and we work together
to achieve better facilities for all, we share strong cultural, historic and geographic links.
The people of Halton and Wendover do not want the boundaries altered, we do not have the traditions or
interaction with Stoke Mandeville and for these reasons I oppose the Local Government Boundary Commission
for England’s proposed boundary changes.
Please do not ride roughshod over the deep feelings of the local people, look again at what you are trying to
achieve and find a more acceptable solution.
Yours faithfully
Nicky Gregory (Mrs)
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Dunkeyson, Nicholas

From: Belinda and Peter
Sent: 10 March 2014 20:22
To: Reviews@
Subject: Wendover ward boundary

I strongly believe that Wendover should continue to be in the same ward as Halton as there are long standing links
between the two areas.
Halton does not have any links with Aston Clinton no public transport or an area for shopping, the church is linked
with Wendover Parish church and to separate the two communities just to balance numbers for political ease and
gain is not a good enough reason.
Belinda Horn
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Dunkeyson, Nicholas

From: Angela Hunt Cooke
Sent: 10 March 2014 15:52
To: Reviews@
Subject: Wendover and HaltomN

I would like to let you know that I think the Wendover and Halton should
remain in the same ward.
Angela Hunt Cooke
Sent from my iPad
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Dunkeyson, Nicholas

From:
Sent: 18 March 2014 12:04
To: Reviews@
Subject: Boundary changes.
Dear Sir or Madam,
We are very concerned about the boundary changes being suggested to link Wendover with Stoke Mandeville.
Wendover has always had good relations with RAF Halton and we are proud to have them in our vicinity.
Indeed they have always been an intergral part of our local community. We strongly feel that Halton should be
included with Wendover, rather than Wendover being combined with Stoke Mandeville with whom we dont have such
historical ties.
We feel our local Councillors should represent the interests of an identifiable and cohesive strong local community as
it exists at the moment.
Yours sincerely,
Ann and Ernest Jones,
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Map Features:
Comment text:
I reiterate my previous comments in that 59 Members is far too many for the size and responsibilities of the Authority.Frankly one
member in Mandeville and Elm Farm would be enough.It is unacceptable that in these days of financial cutbacks we have to pay for so
many Councillors.Bucks CC have far less for a much larger budget.This is just jobs for the boys,watering down the available talent.

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk//node/print/informed-representation/3129
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Dunkeyson, Nicholas

From:
Sent: 26 March 2014 10:05
To: Reviews@
Subject: Wendover/Halton boundaries

This is to register my strong opposition to the boundary changes you are proposing. Wendover and Halton
are and long have been an entity; socially, ecclesiastically, educationally and in many other ways. They
should be retained as such.
Peter and Marian Louis,
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Dunkeyson, Nicholas

From:
Sent: 31 March 2014 19:01
To: Reviews@
Subject: boundaries
I should like to register my objection to the proposed separation of Wendover and Halton in Ward Boundary
proposals.
The two are almost indissolubly linked physically - I live right on the boundary and the next road to us is on the other
side of the boundary. We are a united local community and it makes no sense to shoot us off in opposite directions even if it does look nice on the numerical front.
It is actually quite difficult to tell where one ends and the other begins and our links are very strong. Please leave well
alone. We are some distance from Aston Clinton and Stoke Mandeville and there are no linkages there.
Thank you.

Christine Maylor
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Dunkeyson, Nicholas

Sent: 10 March 2014 17:11
To: Reviews@
Subject: Proposed Change to Wendover Ward Boundaries.
Dear Sirs,
I write to oppose the proposed changes to the ward boundaries of Wendover, which would see Halton separated from
Wendover and Wendover combined with part of Stoke Mandeville.
The reasons for my opposition are that District Councillors should represent, and be responsible to, a united and
identifiable local community. I therefore believe that Wendover and Halton, who share very strong geographic,
historic, cultural, transport and economic links, should remain part of the same Ward. I also oppose the suggestion
that to try to balance projected numbers, Wendover itself should be linked with a part of Stoke Mandeville, with whom
it has few links. I understand the wish for closer electoral equality, but believe it is far more important that local
Councillors should represent the interests of an identifiable and cohesive strong local community.
Yours faithfully.
David Mercer,
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Dunkeyson, Nicholas

From: Wilfred Newman
Sent: 17 March 2014 14:11
To: Reviews@
Subject: Wendover ward boundaries

Dear Sirs,
I understand that you are reviewing the ward boundaries for electoral purposes and have
proposed to associate Wendover with part of Stoke Mandeville rather than, as at present and
for times past, with Halton.
I believe that such a change would be wholly wrong. Geographically and socially both the village
and the RAF establishment at Halton have always been closely bound up with Wendover and its
facilities, and could be said to have become organically joined with this
community. Furthermore, the parish church of St.Michael and All Angels forms a united
benefice with St. Mary's in Wendover. Local events and functions frequently cross the almost
non-existent boundaries between the two (or is it three?) locations. These considerations are far
from the case with Stoke Mandeville, which is more like a satellite of Aylesbury. It is important
that the facts and feelings of communal identity should be respected when determining political
and social representation, and I trust you will drop these proposals.
Yours faithfully,
Wilfred Newman
(Wendover resident since 1971 and the son of a long-serving RAF officer who was stationed at
Halton on three occasions during his service career.)
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Dunkeyson, Nicholas

From: Sally Nicholson
Sent: 10 March 2014 22:56
To: Reviews@
Subject: Wendover Boundarys

Dear Sirs,
I strongly disagree with the proposed change to the Parish Boundaries.
We do not share any any historical interests with either Aylesbury or Stoke Mandeville.
Halton has been associated with Wendover sharing a Parish Vicar for many many years. and also its very
close association with R.A.F. Halton which should not be fractured by totally unnecessary actions.
I therefore oppose the proposed changes.
Yours Faithfully

S.A. Nicholson
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Dunkeyson, Nicholas

From: Fletcher Nicholson
Sent: 17 March 2014 12:11
To: Reviews@
Subject: Wendover Ward boundaries

I believe the proposal to separate Halton and Wendover (both part of Aylesbury Vale DC) is totally
wrong. The two parishes have very strong links – particularly geographic, with roads and other transport,
and a shared vicar. Wendover has limited links with Stoke Mandeville, which is strongly linked to
Aylesbury, and Halton only a limited link with Aston Clinton. For local government to be successful it is
important that Councillors represent a community that is unified, and not with different views on big
issues, such as HS2. The position would be very clear to anyone who spent a little time in our two
parishes.
Fletcher Nicholson
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Dunkeyson, Nicholas

From: Colin Riley
Sent: 10 March 2014 17:34
To: Reviews@
Cc: Mike Beard
Subject: Ward Boundaries

Dear Sir,
I wish to voice a very strong objection to the proposed inclusion of Halton with Aston Clinton and the inclusion of
some of Stoke Mandeville with Wendover.
In Wendover we have absolutely no links with Stoke Mandeville and never have in the 60 years I have lived in the
village. On the other hand we have very close links with Halton both the village and the RAF station. I served as a
consultant in Obstetrics and Gynaecology at PMRAF Hospital whilst in the RAF for my National Service and was
responsible not only for care to RAF dependants but also advised and operated on many patients from the village
community. After my service I joined the Wendover Practice for some 45 years, so I know the village and Halton very
well.
The very strong links between us was further increased when Halton was awarded the Freedom of Wendover last
year to recognise the importance of co‐operation between the Service and the village.
Considering there is little if any geographical connection between Aston Clinton and Wendover such an inclusion
makes little sense when you consider many of the roads in Halton overlap roads in Wendover .
As the President and founder member of Wendover Society, which was started nearly 50 years ago to protest at
just this sort of poor planning proposal and inappropriate planning applications, being allowed without enough
consideration to the long term effect, I must protest most strongly to the proposal and hope that common sense will
prevail.
Yours sincerely
Dr Colin C Riley
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Comment text:
I object to Watermead being linked with Weedon although we share a land boundary the two communities are not linked in any way and I
believe oue needs and objectives are differnt.Since Watermead was built about 20 years ago we have been linked with Elmhurst & over
the years a good relationship has been built up between the two communities.We share the Waterider Bus service, and many Elmhurst
residents use our land either for dog walking fishing our lakes etc.I believe that Elmhurst & Watermead have very similar outlooks for the
good of our area & share similar views.In my opinion the only other option would be for Watermead to be a stand alone ward but
unfortunately I do not think our electorate is quite large enough for that.
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