EHDC BOUNDARY REVIEW
MEON VALLEY LIBERAL DEMOCRATS (MVLD)
COMMENTS ON COMMISSIONS DRAFT RECOMMENDATIONS.
General
1. This is MVLD’s response to the Commission’s draft recommendations for Horndean,
Clanfield and Rowlands Castle.
2. We are confused by the Commissions creation of multi-member wards without any
justification for this. EHDC elects every four years and therefore there is no need to
create multi-member wards, especially when single member wards can be defined.
Horndean Parish Council elects three members to each single district ward, the draft
proposal would mean three parish councillors representing an area half the size of the
other twelve. The Commission seeks to ensure parity for district councillors, it should
also seek to ensure parity for parish councillors.
3. In our original submission we did not seek to define ward boundaries as we had not
anticipated the Commission creating multi-member wards, nor did we have certainty on
the number of councillors the Commission would recommend. Now that we know the
total number of councillors, we would like to submit our proposals for ward boundaries,
all of which are for single member wards.
4. To identify elector numbers we have used our Connect software which enables us to
drill down to street level in both existing wards and polling districts.

LGBCE Rowlands Castle Ward
5. The proposal put forward by the Commission does not take into account the separate
community identities of Horndean and Rowlands Castle. The proposed Rowlands Castle
ward includes the centre of Horndean village with its shops, GP surgery, war memorial,
restaurants and pubs. The commission draft proposal appears to have confused this part
of Horndean with Blendworth. The motorway doesn’t divide Horndean in the way
suggested and residents regularly walk, cycle and drive into and through the village.
From a resident’s perspective the motorway isn’t a barrier separating the village in two.
6. We agree that Finchdean is part of Rowlands Castle Parish and they should be together
in a separate Rowlands Castle ward but this should not be at the expense of the
separate community identities of Rowlands Castle and Horndean.
Land East of Horndean (LEoH) Development
7. The majority of this development of 700 houses is in Horndean Parish but approximately
150 houses will be situated in Rowlands Castle Parish. As this development is in the
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Horndean settlement area and the site is situated well away from Rowlands Castle
village, it is logical to include all of this development in a Horndean ward. That will
reduce the projected numbers for Rowlands Castle allowing for Finchdean to be
included within the target numbers.
Developments\Wards

Horndean Blendworth (existing)
Finchdean (from Clanfield & Finchdean)
Rowlands Castle
Development LEoH
Development Finchdean
TOTAL

Horndean
%
Blendworth Var
Electors
1,113

Rowlands
Castle
Electors

%
Var

191
2,143
1,200
2,333 + 2%

15
2,349 + 2%

Our Proposal
Rowlands Castle Ward
8. To include the existing Rowlands Castle ward and including Finchdean but excluding the
area of the LEoH falling with the Rowlands Castle Parish. Numbers are as listed above.

Horndean Blendworth Ward
9. This ward is based on the existing Hazleton & Blendworth ward and to include the area
of the LEoH that falls within Rowlands Castle Parish and with the southern boundary to
run along Dell Piece West and so excluding all of the Hazleton Development and
neighbouring properties in Portsmouth Road - as shown in Plan 1. To enable our
proposals for the remainder of Horndean, we also propose a small addition to this ward
so that it extends north along London Road towards the roundabout with the exit to the
A3M and taking in the following roads leading off London Road (see Plan 2):
 Down Road
 Lith Road
 Lith Avenue
 Lith Lane
 Enterprise Road
Horndean Blendworth ward

Electors

Hazleton & Blendworth (existing)
London Road
Total

%
Var

2,333
91
2,424 + 6%

10. We propose two alternative names for this ward (though for convenience sake we
refer to Hazleton Blendworth in the rest of this document):
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Horndean Dell, to recognise the Keydell Nursery, which is a key feature in this
ward, and Dell Piece East and Dell Piece West which run along the southern
boundary, or
Horndean Gale, to recognise the former Gales Brewery in the ward. Street
names on this former brewery site reflect this heritage.

New Hazleton Blendworth ward (green), New Rowlands Castle ward (red)

Close-up of London Road area to add to Hazleton Blendworth ward
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LGBCE Horndean Kings and Horndean Catherington Wards
11. We have considered the Commission’s proposals but do not believe that these best
reflect the community identity. We therefore propose four single member wards.

Our Proposal
Horndean Downs Ward
12. We simply propose to extend the existing Downs ward to include Godwin Crescent in
the North and all the properties accessed from Downwood Way:
 Lovage Way
 Comfrey Close
 Munday’s Row
 Coombs Close
 South Road
 Southdown Road
 The Vale
 Down Road
13. These additional houses are currently in Horndean Catherington & Lovedean ward
(Catherington polling district BDA) and there is no potential for future development here
so the current electorate will broadly be the same in 2023. Our proposal is shown below
in Plan 3, with the additions to the current Downs ward shown in Plan 4.

New Horndean Downs ward

Existing ward in pink plus additions in red and green and shown in more detail in Plan 4.
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Proposed Additions to Existing Downs ward

Horndean Downs Ward

Electors

Downs (existing)
Godwin Crescent
Downwood Way area
Total

%
Var
2,003
64
333
2,400 + 5%

Horndean Kings & Hazleton Ward
14. Broadly speaking our proposal combines the southern part of Kings ward with the
Hazleton area as shown below in Plan 5.
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New Horndean Kings & Hazleton ward

Hazleton (green section)

15. This is the area that has been taken from the existing Hazleton & Blendworth ward. It
has little or no potential for development, so we have assumed the same numbers for
2023 as exist now.
Kings (red section)
16. Our proposed northern boundary runs down the middle of Victory Avenue as this is

clearly definable. The boundary on Catherington Lane and the boundary along
Portsmouth Road also remain as for the existing Kings ward. Where we propose a
change in boundary is to exclude the community which associates with Lovedean. This
excludes the houses on Frogmore Lane and those accessed from Frogmore Lane and
Lovedean Lane. This is illustrated in Plan 6 below.
Southern part of existing Kings ward to be incorporated in the new Lovedean ward.

The only access to the houses off Bevan Road and
Parklands Avenue are circled in green. These houses
have always been separate from the other parts of
Kings ward. Access to Roads Hill is also off Frogmore
Lane.
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Horndean Kings & Hazleton ward

Electors

From Kings ward
From Hazleton & Blendworth ward
Total

Var
%

1,346
1,130
2,476 + 8%

Horndean Murray & Catherington Ward
17. The electorate of Murray ward is forecast to remain the same in 2023 as it is currently
but it can be extended to the north using its existing boundary on Catherington Lane –
see Plan 7 below.
New Horndean Murray & Catherington Ward

18. We propose that properties on both sides of Catherington Lane from its junction with
Crouch Lane through Catherington village and down Catherington Hill to the junction
with Downhouse Road are included in this ward. The boundary will then run down the
middle of Downhouse Way towards the junction with Drift Road and the boundary with
Clanfield. The northern boundary would then run south of Drift round adjoining the
boundary with Clanfield up towards houses on Godwin Crescent but skirting this
development.
19. Murray ward already includes all properties to the East of Catherington Lane from its
junction with Portsmouth Road to its junction with Five Heads Road, so extending the
ward via Catherington Lane is a natural extension.
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Horndean Murray & Catherington ward

Electors Var
%
Existing Murray ward
1,972
Catherington (from BDA)
383
Increase in electors BDA*
114
Total
2,469 + 8%
*as listed in the East Hampshire electorate numbers shown on the LGBCE website

20. If the Commission thought the boundaries would be easier to define then Godwin
Crescent could be moved into this ward from our proposed Downs ward. The revised
numbers for the two wards would be as follows:

Original proposal
Godwin Crescent
Revised Total

Murray & Catherington Var %
Electors
2,469
64
2,533 + 10%

Downs
Electors

Var
%
2,419
-64
2,355 + 3%

Horndean Lovedean Ward
21. This ward covers the part of Horndean Parish that is more closely associated with
Lovedean. Our proposal includes all of the current Lovedean polling district (BDB), parts
of Catherington polling district (BDA) and parts of Kings ward – see Plan 8.
New Horndean Lovedean ward
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From Kings Ward
22. The northern boundary for our Horndean Kings & Hazleton ward runs down the centre
of Victory Avenue, so all properties in the existing Kings ward to the north of this
boundary will sit within our new Horndean Lovedean ward - shown in green in Plan9
below. These properties can be accessed via Catherington Lane or Frogmore Lane so
can sit readily in a Lovedean ward.
23. We also include the properties on Frogmore Lane or accessed from Frogmore Lane as
shown in Plan 6 and also illustrated in red in Plan 9. The residents here already associate
with Lovedean.
24. There are no projected increase in elector numbers for Kings ward so we have used the
current elector numbers from our Connect software.
Existing Kings ward

From Catherington polling district (BDA)
25. We have included all properties to the west of our new Horndean Murray &
Catherington ward. These are properties that are accessed from Lovedean Lane or roads
off Lovedean Lane or that lie to the west of Downhouse Road (see Plan 10).
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Horndean Lovedean Ward
Electors
Var %
Kings
1,119
Lovedean (BDB) existing
966
Catherington (BDA)
60
Increase in electors (BDB)
113
Total
2,258 - 1%
* as listed in the East Hampshire electorate numbers shown on the LGBCE website
26. The southern junction of Downhouse Road is with both Catherington Hill and Lovedean Lane so it
is feasible for Downhouse Road to be included in either Horndean Lovedean or Horndean Murray &
Catherington ward. If it was moved into Horndean Lovedean ward, the relevant elector numbers
would be:

Original proposal
Downhouse Road
Revised Total

Murray & Catherington Var %
Electors
2,469
-130
2,339 + 2%

Lovedean
Var
Electors
%
2,258
130
2,388 + 4%

27. The area with most change from the existing boundaries to the new boundaries is the
BDA polling district which we have split out out to four of the Horndean wards. For clarity
we show these divisions in Plan 10 below.





Turf 1 to Horndean Downs
Turf 2 to Horndean Blendworth
Turf 3 to Horndean Murray & Catherington
Turf 4 to Horndean Lovedean

Split of Catherington polling district (BDA)
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Horndean Summary Proposals
Ward
Horndean Blendworth
Horndean Downs
Horndean Kings & Hazleton
Horndean Murray & Catherington
Horndean Lovedean

2023 Electors
2,424
2,400
2,476
2,469
2,258

Var %
+ 6%
+ 5%
+ 8%
+ 8%
- 1%

28. The above numbers are based on our original calculations and do not take into account
our alternative solutions.
29. Any difference in numbers between our calculations above and those of the boundary
commission are marginal and result from the current elector numbers based on our
Connect system being slightly different from the figures provided on the LGBCE website.
Any differences would be within the allowable variance.
30. We have identified sound proposals for single member wards with acceptable variations
to our Horndean Murray & Catherington, Horndean Downs and Horndean Lovedean
wards.

Clanfield
31. The Commission responded to the initial proposal put forward by East Hampshire Liberal
Democrats that the proposed East & West split would result in variances of +26% and 26%. We do not agree with this as the assumption fails to take into account the
development at Down Farm, Green Lane. This development is well underway and will
be completed within the timeframe of this review. There are 207 proposed dwellings on
this site which would lie within our Clanfield West ward.
32. Our boundary between the East and West wards runs (from Drift Road) up the middle of
Green Lane to the junction with Beech Road, then west along the centre of Beech Road
to the junction with New Road and then north again to Chalton Lane – see plan 11 for
detail.
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Clanfield East/West ward boundary at Beech Road

33. It is a boundary that is clearly definable as it runs through the centre of existing roads.
34. Our proposal would therefore result in the following elector split by ward. The two
wards are shown in full in Plan 12.
Developments\Wards

Existing (see plan 12)
Down Farm, Green Lane
Total

Clanfield
Var
West
%
Electors
2,358

Clanfield
Var
East
%
Electors
1,956
341
2,358 + 3%
2,297 0%
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New Single Member Clanfield East and Clanfield West wards

Summary
35. There is less flexibility for our Horndean and Rowlands Castle wards as the average
electorate using the projected numbers is 2,383, 4% above the average for the district as
a whole. Nevertheless we believe that we have been able to identify wards that will
work and that meet the numbers target.
36. We believe that the draft proposals by LGBCE satisfied the requirement for electoral
equality but it totally missed the requirements for community identity. We have
carefully considered this community identity within our review and strongly believe that
our proposed boundaries reflect these.

Elaine Woodard
Meon Valley Liberal Democrats
31st October 2017

Page 13

