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WARD BOUNDARY REVIEW 2017 

WOOLMER FOREST LIBERAL DEMOCRATS  (WFLD)1 

COMMENTS ON COMMISSION’S DRAFT RECOMMENDATIONS (V1.4) 

General  

1. This is WFLD’s response to the Commission’s draft recommendations on Liphook, Headley 

Whitehill Chase, Whitehill Hogmoor & Greatham wards.  We accept the recommendations on 

Grayshott, Lindford and the single-councillor wards in Whitehill & Bordon. 

2. We are disappointed by the Commission’s decision to create yet more, multi-councillor wards, 

especially after most respondents stated their preference for retaining the existing ward 

structure with its single-councillor wards.   As we stressed in our earlier submission, these give 

an electoral advantage to the biggest party, make it exceedingly difficult for independent 

candidates and smaller parties to stand and discourages large swathes of the electorate from 

voting, as can be seen by the poor turnout in local elections.   

3. Our experience, from talking to thousands of voters on the doorstep, confirms this 

discouraging trend.  Where there are single-councillor wards most voters tend to get to know 

the candidates, read their policies and ask questions; in multi-councillor wards most just vote 

along tribal lines on the assumption that ‘their party has selected the best candidates.’  

Indeed, in these larger wards voters seem to lose interest in both the candidates and their 

policies.  This trend is borne out by the consistent party vote ratio in most district elections.  

Giving voters’ more than one vote does not create electoral equality, it just leads to one party 

rule which isn’t good for democracy.   

4. As we explained, in our initial proposals, we had provided maps on splitting the wards within 

the existing boundaries. We made it clear that they were purely for the Commission’s 

guidance and explained why there were differences in our electoral numbers from those 

provided by EHDC.  These were caused by timing differences and in our forecast of 

developments being completed within the next 5 years.  We now believe that we may have 

been too optimistic and, as you will see, have revised our projections accordingly in line with 

EHDC’s forecasts for 2023. 

5. Now that we know the number of councillors (43) and the projected average electorate in 

2023, (2,294) we would like to resubmit our proposals for changing to single-councillor wards.  

We have focused purely on the four multi-councillor wards that you recommend in Woolmer 

Forest, our branch area.  These are: 

a. Bramshott & Liphook (3). 

b. Headley (2). 

c. Whitehill Chase (2). 

d. Whitehill Hogmoor & Greatham (2). 

6. To facilitate this we have used our Connect software which enables us to drill down to street 

level in both existing wards and polling districts.  We have retained the Commission’s draft 

recommendations on ward perimeters as our outer boundary and have achieved equality in 

the size of wards keeping them all within +/- 10%.  We have also given sound reasons for the 

split, the ultimate aim being to achieve electoral equality. 

                                                           
1 Bramshott & Liphook, Headley, Grayshott, Whitehill & Bordon and Lindford. 
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Bramshott & Liphook 

7. We agree that Bramshott and Liphook needs three district councillors.  However, on the 

universal principle of ‘one elector, one vote’ we firmly believe that each councillor should be 

directly accountable to their own electorate.  We are pleased to note that the Bramshott & 

Liphook Parish Council unanimously supports single-councillor wards. 

8. We also now accept that with the current rate of housing development Lowsley Farm Phase 

2 is unlikely to be completed within the next 5 years.  This brings our figures more into line 

with EHDC.   We have therefore split the existing ward split into three: Bramshott, and East 

and West Liphook.  The electorate in each would all be within the +/- 10% of the set average 

of 2,294 voters as shown in the following table: 

Ward Name 2017 2023 Remarks 

 Electors Variance Electors Variance Developments 

EHDC (43 seats) 2,132  2.294   

Bramshott 2,284 7% 2,424 5% Bramshott Place2 

East Liphook 2,480 16% 2,480 8% None 

West Liphook 2,090 -2% 2,520 10% Lowsley3 & Silent Garden4 

TOTAL 6,854  7,424   

EHDC Total 6,834  7,486  Difference marginal 

9. The residents of Bramshott and the hamlets to the north tend to be close knit rural 

communities. They publish their own local magazine aptly named the Bugle.  As a community 

they throw open their gardens and historic buildings to the public annually.  To retain its 

connection with Liphook Village its boundary has been extended are far as the village square. 

This area incorporates the Village Hall and Cooperative Store.   

10. West Liphook is on the fringe of the National Park.  It’s where the main schools and the railway 

station are located.  Its main issues relate to congestion during peak periods and parking, 

particularly during term time.  It also contains both local doctors’ surgeries.  The residents’ 

treasure their close proximity to the Park with its views and ease of access.  Allowance has 

been included in the above 2023 figures for the completion of Silent Garden and Lowsley Farm 

Phase 1. 

11. East Liphook, with its greater concentration of housing, tends to be more of a commuter belt 

along with elderly and social housing.  Although it also accommodates the main supermarket 

and central community facilities such as the Millennium Centre.  There is no major 

development work anticipated in this ward within the next 5 years.   

12. The junction of all three wards would be The Square, the centre of the village. The dividing 

boundaries would be the A3, Headley, Midhurst and London Roads and the River Wey, as 

shown in the map below.  We would remind you that single-councillor wards has the 

unanimous support of the Parish Council, and that EHDC has no policies on warding either 

way. 

 

                                                           
2 Development consists of 40 cottages and a 60 bed nursing home, maximum 140 electorate. 
3 Phase one consists of 155 dwellings, say 300 electors. 
4 Half of 128 dwellings completed with resident already on electoral roll.  Say 130 electors  
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Bramshott, Liphook East & West  

 

Headley & Headley Down 

13. We accept the need for two councillors in Headley but, for the same reasons cited above, we 

firmly believe that each should be accountable to their own electorate.  The current ward 

consists of two district villages of about the same size and a cluster of small hamlets.  Indeed, 

the electoral roll divides them evenly into two.  Culturally, they are different.  Once again we 

have redrawn the map splitting the existing ward into two: Headley and Headley Down.  The 

electorate in each is well within the +/- 10% of the average set for East Hampshire as shown 

in the following table: 

Ward Name 2017 2023 Remarks 

 Electors Variance Electors Variance Developments 

Headley 2.264 6% 2,281 -1% Small windfall sites 

Headley Down 2,260 6% 2,292  Small windfall sites 

TOTAL 4,524  4,573   

EHDC Total 4,517  4,573   

 

14. Headley is older, well established and is perceived as being the more affluent part of the 

parish.  It has two public houses, and a small shopping area in the High Street, although most 

residents prefer to shop in Bordon were the main stores are.  It also contains the main sports 

pitches and facilities.  The dividing line is the narrow valley road along Fullers Vale with its 

uninviting sharp bend at the junction with Pond Road and the lack of space for pavements up 

Beech Hill.  The proposed Headley ward would include the hamlets of Arford, Sleaford, 

Standford and Wishanger. 
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15. Headley Down is perceived by some as the poor relation.  It has less facilities: their football 

pitch needs upgrading and they have lost their community centre.  Although friendly there is 

less of a social feel within the community as it lacks a public house.  Residents relate more 

readily to Grayshott as they regularly travel east for its good shopping facilities, doctors and 

dental surgeries.   Having their own directly accountable councillor would help restore 

confidence in the electoral system. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Whitehill Chase & Deadwater 

16. The Commission recommends combining two existing wards together with the southern half 

of Pinewood to establish a two-councillor ward and create a new Pinewood (single) on its 

northern boundary. We do not accept this recommendation.  We propose that the Whitehill 

Chase and Deadwater wards are retained and reconfigured to meet the Commission’s criteria.  

This will give two almost equal wards and retains the current identities of both communities.  

As you will see from the table below the variances are within the recommended +/- 10%: 

Ward Name 2017 2023 Remarks 

 Electors Variance Electors Variance Developments 

Chase 2,349 10% 2,340 2% None 

Deadwater 2,319 9% 2,310 1% None 

TOTAL 4,668  4,650   

EHDC Total 4,570  4,530  Marginal difference 
 

17. This even split can easily be achieved as shown on the maps below.  This shows in green that 

the electorate in the southern half of Pinewood should be added to the existing Chase ward 

with the exception of 52 residents, shown in red, living up the northern side of Chalet Hill as 

far as Saville Crescent.  In addition, the north east quadrant of the existing Chase ward, 

bounded by Forest Road and Pinehill Road (284 electors) should also be added to Deadwater 

giving it, along with the 52 electors noted above, an electorate of 2,319.  As all the existing 

and new wards are within the town there is little change in their cultural identity or shared 

facilities and resources.  For the same reasons the number of town councillors should not 

exceed 3 per ward. 

Headley (Red) & Headley Down (Green)  
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Whitehill Pinewood  

Whitehill Chase  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Whitehill Hogmoor, Greatham & Walldown 

18. We would ask that the 2-councillor ward named as Whitehill Hogmoor and Greatham be split 

into two with Walldown ward being retained and enlarged.  This can easily be achieved by 

transferring electors from the eastern end of Hogmoor to Walldown.   

19. This transfer would create two wards of equal size, about 2,150 as shown in the table below:  

Ward Name 2017 2023 Remarks 

 Electors Variance Electors Variance Developments 

Hogmoor & Greatham 2,136  2,136 -7% None 

Walldown 2,154 1% 2,154 -6% None 

TOTAL 4,290  4,290   

EHDC Total 4,324  4,261  Marginal difference 
 

20. The above figures are within 34 of the figures provided by EHDC.  For further clarity we have 

included four maps showing the group wards/polling districts that form these proposed 2 

wards.  We propose maintaining the existing Walldown ward by transferring 415 electors from 

Hogmoor (shown in red), i.e. those dwellings east of the junction between Drift Road and 

Firgrove Road.  Whitehill Hogmoor (1,257 shown in green)), Selborne Blackmoor (256) & 

Greatham (625) would then become a single-councillor ward.  We would suggest that it 

retains the same title in recognition of both Whitehill Hogmoor and Greatham.  

21. These two wards meet with the local communities’ expressed wishes of retaining the existing 

ward structure, the majority of which as single-councillor wards.  There would be little change 

in Whitehill Walldown and the new Whitehill Hogmoor and Greatham ward, albeit smaller, 

has been recommended by the Commission.  The map below shows the proposed two wards: 

Whitehill Deadwood  
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Whitehill Walldown (Red) 
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Recommendations 

22. In the firm belief that single-councillor wards offer better electoral equality we ask the Commission to 

reconsider its recommendations and to split Bramshott & Liphook, Headley, Whitehill Chase and 

Whitehill Hogmoor & Greatham into 9 single-councillor wards.  These to be named as follows: 

a. Bramshott, Liphook East and Liphook West. 

b. Headley and Headley Down 

c. Whitehill Chase and Whitehill Deadwater 

d. Whitehill Hogmoor & Greatham and Whitehill Walldown. 

 

Trevor Maroney 

Chairman 

Woolmer Forest Liberal Democrats 

16th October 2017 

Hogmoor  

Blackmoor  

Greatham  

Whitehill Hogmoor & Greatham (Green)  


