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(A) Response to Local Government Boundary Commission for England
(LGBCE) wards and pattern

The Labour Group response lays out in details its comments on the wards as
recommended by LGBCE.
While the Group is supportive of the realignment in Bexleyheath and the proposals
for Thamesmead East in the north of the borough and Longlands in the south there
are serious concerns that, overall, the LGBCE recommendations will have a
deleterious effect on community cohesion, community identity and community
representation in the borough.
In the area ‘Erith and the north of the borough', the distinct and identifiable
communities of Belvedere, Erith, and Slade Green are partitioned. The community
forums and other local organizations that represent them would see their
constitutional areas split up. The use of the North Kent railway line as a boundary is
misguided. Railways have always been and continue to be a focus of community
identity and activity in Bexley, not a barrier. The division of Belvedere is inexplicable.
The proposed Bostall ward wrongly incorporates a part of Welling whilst leaving the
rest of the Pantiles in Northumberland Heath.
In the area ‘Bexleyheath and central borough' the Labour Group is broadly supportive
of the proposed pattern, however, the proposed Barnehurst & North End ward
shares many of the same flaws as the proposed Erith & Slade Green.
In the area ‘Sidcup and the south of the borough’ the Group is supportive of the
proposed Longlands ward but as in the north of the borough, the insistence on
dividing established communities along railway corridors is highly problematic. The
proposed St. Mary’s & James ward is too vast and forces distinct and separate
communities together.

Ward
Belvedere Village

Comment
The proposed pattern which partitions Belvedere community
between a Belvedere Village ward and a Lower Belvedere ward
is inappropriate. The proposed Belvedere Village and Lower
Belvedere pattern do not reflect community identity, breaking
up a long established community that has been represented
by a single ward since the inauguration of the London Borough
of Bexley. The proposed pattern breaks up the constitutional
area of the Belvedere Forum and a number of church parishes.
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Belvedere Forum is a thriving community group which has
taken on responsibility for the Belvedere Community Centre.
Residents of each ward share a common identity, facilities and
amenity using the same schools, shops, and public transport.
The escarpment has never presented a barrier in the history
of Belvedere. The pattern of two wards for one community
fails the criterion of community identity.
This recommendation should not proceed.
Bostall

The community links between the east and west of this
proposed ward are weak and does not reflect a community
identity. The western portion of the ward, in the extant St.
Michael’s ward is Welling and has a distinct identity and has no
common identity with the eastern portion of the ward, in the
extant Northumberland Heath ward; there is no community
relationship between Elmstead Crescent with Bedonwell Road.
The neighbourhoods to the east of Brampton Road and Long
Lane form part of the Pantiles and are distinct from the
community to the west, which is part of Welling.
This recommendation should not proceed.

Erith & Slade
Green

This proposed ward is wholly inappropriate. Erith is a distinct
community with a proud and dynamic history and identity,
independent of Slade Green. Slade Green is a distinct
community with a proud and dynamic history and identity,
independent of Erith. The proposal not only splits the
constitutional area of the Erith Community Forum but also the
Slade Green Forum and the Slade Green Big Local. Erith’s
Christchurch and Leisure Centre would sit outside of the
proposed Erith ward.
Erith is a historic town which once had its own town council, in
the nineteenth century Erith Urban Council was formed which
became the Municipal Borough of Erith in 1938. During the
nineteenth Slade Green century was part if Dartford Rural
District and, in the 1920s, joined Crayford District Council;
although next door geographically Erith and Slade Green have
never been the same community and have a different identity
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and have only been in the same borough since the creation of
the London Borough of Bexley in 1965.
The draft recommendations assert that the proposed
boundaries reflect the relationship the community has based
around Erith Town. In fact, much of the Erith community has
been partitioned into Northumberland Heath ward and much
of the Slade Green community has been partitioned into the
proposed Barnehurst & North End ward. The stronger
community relationships in the area (between Erith and the
proposed Northumberland Heath ward and also between
Slade Green and the proposed Barnehurst & North End ward)
are not reflected but the weaker link between Erith and Slade
Green is. Both Slade Green and Erith railway stations sit on
boundaries when they should reflect the fact that they are
community hubs. The railway line, as in Barnehurst, is a focal
point and not a barrier.
This recommendation should not proceed.
Lower Belvedere

See comments for Belvedere Village.
The proposed pattern partitions the strong, single and
identifiable community of Belvedere.
This recommendation should not proceed.

Northumberland
Heath

Much of the area within the proposed Northumberland Heath
ward is, in fact, part of the community of Erith. It is
inappropriate that the small community of Northumberland
Heath should be represented by three councillors, whereas
Erith and Slade Green share two councillors between them.
The proposed Erith & Slade Green and Northumberland Heath
pattern do not accurately reflect community identity.
The community to the east of the Ramsden Road / Hind
Crescent line is part of the Erith community and use facilities,
shops, and amenities in common with the residents in Erith
Town Centre. The area including the streets off of Riverdale
Road and Church Road, ‘the Pom Pom’, has no community link
with Northumberland Heath and is identifiably part of the
community of Erith. This problem has been caused by

Bexley Labour Group response

4

accepting that the artificially created ‘Picardy ward’ has an
identity distinct from Erith; it does not.
This recommendation should not proceed.
Thamesmead East There is consensus on the boundaries for Thamesmead East.
The proposed boundaries reflect the community.
This recommendation should proceed.
Barnehurst &
North End

Like Erith & Slade Green the proposed Barnehurst & North
End ward is wholly inappropriate, placing two distinct and
identifiable communities together. North End is part of a
strong community with the historic Slade Green which is
known locally as ‘Slade Green’. The proposal would suggest
that Slade Green Gardens has a closer community link with
Beverley Road than it does with Slade Green Road; that is an
absurd suggestion.
As in the comments for the proposed Erith & Slade Green
ward; community groups and organizations are not
represented in the proposed pattern.
The proposal does, however, correctly reflect that Barnehurst
is a community that crosses a railway line and is focused
around the railway station. The same applies for Slade Green.
The community (and Erith) should not be split by a railway line
which has, in fact, formed a community focus for over a
century.
This recommendation should not proceed.

Brampton

The proposed ward correctly reflects that Bexleyheath railway
station forms a hub for this community.
Much of Brampton Road falls outside the proposed ward and
with the radical change from the extant Brampton ward, the
continued use of the name is inappropriate and confusing.
This recommendation should proceed but with a different ward
name.
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The proposed boundaries, along with the rest of the
Bexleyheath pattern, better reflect the community than the
extant pattern.
With the radical change from the extant Christchurch ward, the
continued use of the name Christchurch is inappropriate and
confusing.
This recommendation should proceed but with a different ward
name.

Crayford

The Labour Group response makes no comment on the
proposed Crayford ward.

Crook Log

Along with the rest of the Bexleyheath pattern, and following
the principle of north – south boundaries in the centre of the
borough as laid out by the Labour Group submission, the
proposed pattern better reflects local communities than the
extant boundaries.
This recommendation should proceed.

East Wickham

The Labour Group response makes no comment on the
proposed East Wickham ward.

Falconwood &
Welling

The Labour Group response makes no comment on the
proposed Falconwood & Welling ward.

Blackfen &
Lamorbey

The Labour Group response makes no comment on the
proposed Blackfen & Lamorbey ward.

Blendon & Penhill

Blendon & Penhill is a smaller community than the area
defined by the draft proposals and is more clearly defined by
the southern boundary to Hurst Road than by the railway line.
South of Hurst Road shares its community identity more
closely with Sidcup.
This recommendation should not proceed.

Longlands

There is consensus on the boundaries for Longlands. The
proposed boundaries reflect the west Sidcup community.
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This recommendation should proceed.
Sidcup

The community of Sidcup is not constrained to the south of the
railway line. Residents in the south of Hurst Road in the
proposed Blendon & Penhill ward form part of the distinct
Sidcup community. The Blendon & Penhill / Sidcup pattern
partitions the community. Residents on both sides of the
railway track share the same facilities, shops, and amenities.
The proposed ward incorporates part of the distinct Foots Cray
community which should not form part of the proposed Sidcup
ward. Foots Cray is partitioned between the two wards in the
Sidcup / St. Mary's & St. James pattern.
This recommendation should not proceed.

St. Mary’s & St.
James

The community focus for the proposed ward is Bexley Village
within the extant St. Mary’s ward. It is correct that the Coldblow
area should be with Bexley Village community as it currently is.
However, the incorporation of the Bedensfield estate in the
same ward as Bexley Village / Coldblow is misguided. The
community on the Bedensfield estate is distinct not only from
Bexley Village / Coldblow but from other neighbourhood in
North Cray. The Bedensfield estate shares a community
identity with Foots Cray. The St. Mary's & St. James / Sidcup
pattern not only partitions the Foots Cray community but fixes
the Bedensfield estate part with the distinct, and
geographically distant, Bexley Village.
The ward is geographically too large for a suburban London
borough; it is not rural Bromley.
This recommendation should not proceed.
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(B) Overview of Labour Group counter proposals

Thamesmead East
Belvedere
Erith
Pantiles
East Wickham
St Michael’s Rise
Northumberland Heath
Slade Green
Pickford
Bexleyheath
Barnehurst
Crayford
Falconwood & Welling
Crook Log
Blackfen & Lamorbey
Blendon & Penhill
St Mary’s & North Cray
Longlands
Sidcup
Foots Cray

3
3
3
3
3
1
1
2
2
3
1
3
3
1
3
2
2
2
3
1

Forecast
Electors
11,500
12,742
12,700
13,297
12,590
4,309
4,425
8,098
8,066
13,119
4,423
12,347
12,687
4,435
12,851
8,409
8,378
8,277
12,387
4,149

TOTAL

45

189,189

Ward
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20

Cllrs

Variance
(%)
-9
1
1
5
0
2
5
-4
-4
4
5
-2
1
5
2
0
0
-2
-2
-1

The Labour Group counter proposals seek to keep within the self-imposed 5%
variance from the electoral quotient. Nineteen of the twenty proposed wards fulfill
this. The only ward outside of this variance is Thamesmead East which is agreed with
consensus across the initial submissions.
There are twenty wards; five one-member, five two-member and ten three-member
wards. The counter proposal is also for forty-five councillors. Nine of the counter
proposals are the same as the recommendations of LGBCE albeit with two name
changes. One counter-proposal merges a recommended one-member ward with a
recommended two-member ward to create a counter proposal three-member ward.
Therefore, eleven of the eighteen LGBCE recommendations are accepted in principle
with name changes and a merge.
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(C) Rationale for counter proposals
The rationale below is supported by the comments in part (A), the table in part (B)
and the map that forms the appendix to this document.
Ward
Rationale
Thamesmead East Labour Group proposes that the
Thamesmead East be proceeded with.
Belvedere

LGBCE

proposed

Labour Group proposes that the LGBCE proposed Belvedere
Village ward and Lower Belvedere ward be merged.
The counter proposal fulfills the principle of electoral equality,
reflects community identity and promotes effective and
convenient local government.
Belvedere is a single, distinct community. Residents
throughout the community share amenities, public transport,
shops, and facilities. The active Belvedere Forum covers a
constitutional area that includes the whole of the community.

Erith

Labour Group proposes a three-member Erith ward which
encompasses the community of Erith.
The counter proposal fulfills the principle of electoral equality,
reflects community identity and promotes effective and
convenient local government.
As in the comments above regarding the LGBCE proposals for
an Erith & Slade Green ward, Erith is a distinct and strong
community with a long and proud history. The community of
Erith is represented by the Erith Forum and a number of
community and faith-based organizations. The Labour Group
proposal for a three-member Erith ward incorporates the Erith
community in one ward to promote effective and convenient
local government as well as reflecting community identity. The
counter proposal places historic parts of Erith; Park Crescent
and its surrounding roads back into Erith ward. The Labour
Group proposal places the area around Frobisher Road,
identifiably Erith into Erith ward.
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The Labour Group proposes a three-member Pantiles ward.
The counter-proposal three-member ward fulfills the principle
of electoral equality, reflects community identity and promotes
effective and convenient local government.
The area east of the Brampton Road / Long Lane line and west
of Northumberland Heath is an area of similar housing,
Bexleyheath, and Bostall Ideal Homes, with a neighbourhood
that shares the same amenities, shops, schools, and transport.
The neighbourhoods are based around the Pantiles shopping
parade and the Parsonage Manorway shopping parade.

East Wickham

The Labour Group's counter-proposal includes the LGBCE
proposed East Wickham ward.

St. Michael’s Rise

Labour Group proposes a one-member St. Michael's Rise ward
to reflect the identity of the community north-east of Upper
Wickham Lane and west of the Pantiles.
The counter-proposal one-member ward fulfills the principle
of electoral equality, reflects community identity and promotes
effective and convenient local government.
The community is a small and tightly knit, with shops and
facilities in Hadlow Road and Brampton Road. The community
identity is distinct from the neighbourhood to the east, the
Pantiles and to the south, Bexleyheath.

Northumberland
Heath

Labour Group proposes a one-member Northumberland
Heath ward to reflect the distinct and historic identity of the
community based around Northumberland Heath.
The counter-proposal one-member ward fulfills the principle
of electoral equality, reflects community identity and promotes
effective and convenient local government.
The community of Northumberland Heath is focused on the
shopping parade and community facilities and amenities on
the upper and southern part of Bexley Road between Brook
Street and Carlton Road. This hub and the streets surrounding
it identify themselves as being Northumberland Heath. The

Bexley Labour Group response

10

area has community organizations and faith-based groups to
represent
the
community,
most
noticeably
the
Northumberland Heath Forum.
Slade Green

The counter-proposal is for a two-member Slade Green ward
which reflects the strong and distinct identity of Slade Green.
The counter-proposal two-member ward fulfills the principle of
electoral equality, reflects community identity and promotes
effective and convenient local government.
Slade Green is a community focused on Slade Green station
with a historic identity based on the railway. Slade Green and
North End are a single community known as Slade Green and
the counter proposal reflects this fact. Slade Green is
represented by community organizations such as the Slade
Green Forum and the Slade Green Big Local and the
constitutional areas of these organizations are incorporated in
this counter proposal.
The residents of the proposed ward share local shops,
facilities, and amenities.

Pickford

It is proposed that the LGBCE proposed ward of Brampton be
proceeded with, however, with the radical change from the
extant Brampton ward and with much of Brampton ward laying
outside the proposed ward the counter-proposal is for the
name to be changed to Pickford ward.
The shopping district on Pickford Lane forms the hub and
focus, along with the railway station, of this proposed ward so
Pickford would be a more appropriate name.

Bexleyheath

It is proposed that the LGBCE proposed ward of Christchurch
proceed with, however, with the radical change from the extant
Christchurch ward and the marginal relevance of the term
‘Christchurch' to of the proposed ward, the counter proposal
suggests the name be changed to Bexleyheath ward.
The name Bexleyheath better reflects the geographical area
covered and that Bexleyheath commercial district is the focus
of the ward.
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The Labour Group counter-proposal includes a one-member
Barnehurst ward.
The counter-proposal one-member ward fulfills the principle
of electoral equality, reflects community identity and promotes
effective and convenient local government.
The community of Barnehurst is focused around the railway
station and the shops and amenities on Barnehurst Road and
the counter proposal reflects this. The community straddles
the railway line which is easily traversed.

Crayford

The Labour Group's counter-proposal includes the LGBCE
proposed Crayford ward.

Falconwood &
Welling

The Labour Group's counter-proposal includes the LGBCE
proposed Falconwood & Welling ward.

Crook Log

Labour Group proposes that the LGBCE proposed Crook Log
be proceeded with.

Blackfen &
Lamorbey

The Labour Group's counter-proposal includes the LGBCE
proposed Blackfen & Lamorbey ward.

Blendon & Penhill

Labour Group proposes a two-member Blendon & Penhill
ward.
The counter-proposal two-member ward fulfills the principle of
electoral equality, reflects community identity and promotes
effective and convenient local government.
The community contained within the proposal is centred
around the shops that are situated on the intersection of
Blackfen Road, Blendon Road, and Penhill Road. The southern
extent of the counter proposal is Hurst Road with the
community to the south of it forming part of the community of
Sidcup.
The community around The Oval is incorporated at the
western end of the counter proposal ward.

Bexley Labour Group response

St. Mary’s & North
Cray

12

The Labour Group counter-proposal is for a two-member St.
Mary's & North Cray ward.
The counter-proposal two-member ward fulfills the principle of
electoral equality, reflects community identity and promotes
effective and convenient local government.
St. Mary's & North Cray is centred around the community of
Bexley Village which is coupled with the neighbourhood of
Coldblow. The counter-proposal also includes the residents in
North Cray.
The citizens in the counter proposal two-member ward share
many of the same facilities and amenities. Residents here are
active in the same community groups.

Longlands

Labour Group proposes that the LGBCE proposed Longlands
ward be proceeded with.

Sidcup

It is proposed that there should be a three-member Sidcup
ward.
The counter-proposal three-member ward fulfills the principle
of electoral equality, reflects community identity and promotes
effective and convenient local government.
Sidcup community is based on both sides of the railway line
south of Hurst Road and that fact is reflected in theses counter
proposals. Resident around the Hurst Road neighbourhood
use the shops and facilities on Sidcup High Street, Main Road
and Station Road and community groups and organizations
are active across the entire area.

Foots Cray

The Labour Group proposal is for a one-member Foots Cray
ward reflecting the distinct identity of the community east of
Sidcup and south of North Cray.
Foots Cray High Street and the community based around it
should be coupled with the neighbourhood of the Bedensfield
Estate. Together, these two neighbourhoods form the distinct
community of Foots Cray. Unlike the semi-rural North Cray, the
Bedensfield Estate is sub-urban with blocks of flats and
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maisonettes. The community is separated from Sidcup by
open space to the north and south of Sidcup Hill.
The community has a community centre and residents here
share shops, amenities, and other community facilities.

