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You are invited to comment on these proposals, and/or suggest alternative 

options by 6 May 2019. 
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1. INTRODUCTION 

In July 2018, Stroud District Council made the decision to undertake a Community 

Governance Review (CGR) for the whole of the District. When conducting a CGR, Councils 

are required to have regard to guidance issued by the Secretary of State and the Electoral 

Commission and the guidance suggests that it is good practice for a principal council to 

consider conducting a review every 10-15 years. It was therefore considered timely to 

conduct a review following the electoral review of the District Wards which came into effect in 

2016 and ahead of the next local government elections in May 2020. 

The aim of the review is to bring about improved and stronger community engagement, more 

cohesive communities, better local democracy and more effective and convenient delivery of 

local services; ensuring electors across the whole District are treated equitably and fairly. 

The period for initial submissions closed on the 26 November 2018. The Council now 

publishes these draft recommendations and identifies proposals for Parish arrangements 

(including both changes to, and retention of, existing arrangements) in response to the 

consultation comments received.  

In preparing these draft proposals the Council has been mindful of the initial submissions 

received, which are referred to in this document and attached as an appendix to these draft 

recommendations.  The Council also has the role of balancing the submissions against the 

wider requirements and duties which are placed upon it by the Local Government Public 

Involvement in Health Act 2007. In particular the Council has a duty to ensure that community 

governance in its area: 

 Reflects the identities and interests of the community in that area; 

 Is effective and convenient, and; 

 Takes into account any other, non-Parish, arrangements for the purposes of 

community representation or community engagement in the area. 

This document launches a second stage of consultation regarding the Council’s proposals for 

the future of Parish electoral arrangements and we welcome views from all stakeholders. The 

deadline for responses is 6 May 2019 after which the final proposals will be prepared and 

presented to the Community Governance Review Member Working Group responsible for 

overseeing the CGR process followed by consideration by full Council in July 2019.  

1.1 Consideration of submissions 

One hundred and twenty consultation submissions were received as part of this review which 

indicated that there are strongly held views across the District. Appendix 1 contains the 

details of the consultation submissions received since the publication of the Terms of 

Reference. In summary, submissions were received in relation to thirty one Parish/Town 

Councils out of fifty two.  

The majority of consultation submissions are largely supportive of the current electoral 

arrangements.  
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The submissions received were reviewed and considered by the CGR Working Group. The 

draft recommendations were then formulated on the basis of the evidence submitted having 

regard to the extent to which the submissions received met the statutory criteria. 

In some instances, direct contact was made with those Parishes who were affected by the 

proposals/representations received but who had not themselves made representations at the 

time. There were also some cases where the CGR Working Group considered that 

insufficient evidence had been submitted at this early stage to justify the changes requested. 

The Working Group has therefore recommended that in those instances, further evidence be 

gathered together for consideration by the Council prior to the preparation of the final 

recommendations. 

1.2 Councillor allocations – effectiveness of current Parish/Town Councils in 

representing their communities 

The number of elected members on each Parish and Town council was established in 1974 

by the arrangements made under the Local Government Act 1972. Parish and Town Councils 

must have a minimum of five members, although most have more than this. 

As part of the review, consideration was given to the average number of electors represented 

by each elected member to identify any areas of relative over-or-under representation.  

As there is no definitive number of Councillors per electorate, the CGR Working Group 

adopted the guidelines proposed by the National Association of Local Councils (NALC). The 

following table sets out the respective position for electorate of each Parish or Town Council: 

Electorate Number of Councillors 

1 – 900 7 

901 – 1400 8 

1401 – 2000 9 

2001 – 2700 10 

2701 – 3500 11 

3501 – 4400 12 

4401 – 5400 13 

5401 – 6500 14 

6501 – 7700 15 

11,800 – 13,300 18 

 

Whilst consistency across Councils is important, local circumstances are key in any decision 

and each area should be considered on its own merits, having regard to its population, 

geography and the pattern of communities. The Council has therefore needed to pay 

particular attention to existing levels of representation, the broad pattern of existing Council 

size which have stood the test of time and the take-up of seats at elections in its 

consideration of this matter; as well as the existing number of local government electors for a 

Parish and any change in that number which is likely to occur in the period of five years from 

the start of the Review. 
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1.3 The role of the Local Government Boundary Commission for England 

Whilst Stroud District Council is the principal Council responsible for undertaking the CGR we 

are required to seek permission from the Local Government Boundary Commission for 

England (LGBCE) to agree and sanction any proposed changes prior to their implementation.  

We are required to seek consent as changes in Parish boundaries that affect the boundaries 

of District wards and or County Council electoral divisions will be referred to the LGBCE with 

a recommendation that the appropriate changes be made to those boundaries. The LGBCE 

has also undertaken an electoral review within the past five years and as such a CGR cannot 

be used to undermine the changes resulting from the Electoral Review. The polling district 

and polling place arrangements will be dealt with in a separate review, as required under the 

Representation of the Peoples Act 1983. 

1.4 Next steps of the Review 

Before finalising our recommendations on the Community Governance Review we invite 

views on these draft recommendations. The District Council has not sought to initiate 

changes but clearly reflect the views of the community and the submissions received at this 

stage. We welcome comments relating to the proposed changes to Parish boundaries and 

Warding arrangements. We will consider all new evidence and comments regarding these. 

The Council will then consider draw up final recommendations in July 2019 on Parish 

governance arrangements for the District. The final recommendations will be made in 

response to the outcome of the next consultation. There is the possibility that they will 

significantly change these draft proposals. 

If changes to the existing structure of community governance in the affected areas are being 

recommended, the Review will be completed when the Council adopts a Reorganisation of 

Community Governance Order, and any alterations will come into effect on the 1 April 2020. 

1.5 How to contact us or make a representation 

If you have an interest in this review or are impacted by its outcome as a resident, Parish 

Council, local business or organisation the Council would like to hear your views and we 

invite submissions and comments by the 6 May 2019. 

Comments should be submitted to Community Governance Review, Democratic Services & 

Elections. They can be submitted either by letter or email, or by using the online reply form 

on Stroud District Council’s website. 

You can send your comments to: 

 

Email: communitygovernancereview@stroud.gov.uk 

 

Website and link to online survey: www.stroud.gov.uk/communitygovernancereview 

 

 

mailto:communitygovernancereview@stroud.gov.uk
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Or in writing to: 

Community Governance Review  

Democratic Services and Elections 

Stroud District Council 

Ebley Mill 

Ebley Wharf 

Stroud 

GL5 4UB 

 

The deadline for receipt of comments is midnight on 6 May 2019. 

 

1.6 Your personal details 

Please note that your personal details supplied in your submission will be held in paper or 

data format by Stroud District Council for the purpose of this consultation. The information 

collected may be disclosed to officers and members of the Council and its’ partners involved 

in this consultation. Summarised information from the submission may be published, but no 

individual details will be disclosed under these circumstances. Your personal details will be 

safeguarded and will not be divulged to any other individuals or organisations for any other 

purposes.  
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2. ANALYSIS AND DRAFT RECOMMENDATIONS 

2.1 ALDERLEY PARISH MEETING 

The Parish Meeting of Alderley has an electorate of 59 and is currently represented by no 

Councillors and has no Parish Wards.  

There is no significant elector growth predicted before 2023 within Alderley Parish Meeting. 

 

Summary of submissions received 

No suggestions were received for any alterations to the current arrangements.  

Draft recommendations 

It is recommended that there is no change to the current arrangements. 
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2.2 ALKINGTON PARISH COUNCIL 

The Parish of Alkington has an electorate of 594 and is currently represented by 

seven Councillors and has no Parish Wards.  

There is no significant elector growth predicted before 2023 within Alkington Parish 

Council and the current arrangements are within the scale of representation. 

 

Summary of submissions received 

During the initial consultation period of the CGR, at least one submission was 

received stating that the current electoral arrangements were working well.  

Draft recommendations 

It is recommended that there is no change to the current arrangements. 
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2.3 ARLINGHAM PARISH COUNCIL 

The Parish of Arlingham has an electorate of 400 and is currently represented by 

seven Councillors and has no Parish Wards.  

There is no significant elector growth predicted before 2023 within Alrlingham Parish 

Council and the current arrangements are within the scale of representation. 

 

Summary of submissions received 

No suggestions were received for any alterations to the current arrangements.  

Draft recommendations 

It is recommended that there is no change to the current arrangements. 

  



Stroud District Council 
Community Governance Review Draft Recommendations February 2019 Page 10 
 

2.4 BERKELEY TOWN COUNCIL 

The Town of Berkeley has an electorate of 1592 and is currently represented by nine 

Councillors and has no Parish Wards.  

Future predicted growth for the Town electorate is minimal for 2023 and the current 

arrangements are within scale of representation.  

 

Summary of submissions received 

Berkeley Town Council submitted comments suggesting that the merge of Parish 

and Town Councils should be considered to allow for better services in rural areas. 

Draft recommendations 

There was no indication of which parishes would benefit from a merge and it is 

recommended that there is no change to the current arrangements. 

Within these draft recommendations we have invited comments regarding the 

warding of Town Councils due to the higher electorate and the impact this has on the 

cost of Parish/Town elections. Whilst we still invite comments in regards to Berkeley, 

we recognise that because the residential properties are located in a condensed 

location there may be little benefit gained in attempting to ward the Town Council 

arrangements. 
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2.5 BISLEY-WITH-LYPIATT PARISH COUNCIL 

The Parish of Bisley-with-Lypiatt has an electorate of 1908 and is currently 

represented by twelve Councillors and has three Parish Wards. 

 

Current Wards No. Of Cllrs Electorate 

Bisley Ward 4 Councillors 734 
Eastcombe Ward 4 Councillors 636 
Oakridge Ward 4 Councillors 538 

 

There is no significant elector growth predicted before 2023 within Bisley with Lypiatt 

Parish Council the current arrangements show that the Parish Council is over 

represented by two Parish Councillors. 

 

Summary of submissions received 

No comments were received from the Parish Council, a resident’s submission 

suggested that Bisley (Eastcombe Ward) should be transferred to Chalford Parish as 

they are geographically close and share the same transport links. The roads on 

Manor Farm estate are also split between the two parishes. 

Draft recommendations 

Bisley-with-Lypiatt Parish and Chalford Parish have not indicated that Eastcombe 

Ward would be better suited in Chalford Parish and the CGR Working Group does 

not wish to recommend these sorts of amendments unless it has been demonstrated 

that there is local support for this by the Parish Council’s and the residents. The 
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CGR Working Group also considered the possibility of a new Parish of Bussage 

(including Eastcombe Ward) for a future Review. 

Consideration could also be given to reducing Councillor representation to ten as 

there is no expected significant growth in the area by 2023. This would still be in the 

scale of representation but this may not offer robust Parish arrangements and 

therefore is proposed to retain at twelve Parish Councillors. 

A submission affecting Bisley-with-Lypiatt Parish Council and the boundary between 

Chalford Parish and Bisley-with-Lypiatt (Eastcombe Ward) have been made by 

Chalford Parish Council.  

a. Please refer to 2.10 Chalford Parish Council for the draft 

recommendation made to amend the boundary between Bisley-with-

Lypiatt and Chalford (Eastcombe Ward). This recommendation 

addresses the issue on Manor Farm Estate as commented on within 

the submission received for Bisley-with-Lypiatt Parish Council. 

b. Except the recommendation made above, Bisley-with-Lypiatt 

(Eastcombe Ward) is to remain in Bisley-with-Lypiatt Parish. 
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2.6 BRIMSCOMBE AND THRUPP PARISH COUNCIL 

The Parish of Brimscombe and Thrupp has an electorate of 1513 and is currently 

represented by nine Councillors and has two Parish Wards. 

 

Current Wards No. Of Cllrs Electorate 

Bourne Ward 1 Councillors 218 
Thrupp Ward  8 Councillors 1295 

 

Future predicted growth for the Parish electorate is minimal for 2023 and the current 

arrangements are within scale of representation.  

 

Summary of submissions received 

Brimscombe and Thrupp Parish Council made a submission to propose amending 

the boundary with Stroud (Trinity Ward) Town Council. The justification for the 

amendment is that residents in Gunhouse Lane (including Thrupp House and Thrupp 

Farm) are more affiliated with Brimscombe and Thrupp. This was supported by the 

Thrupp District Councillor who commented that he had spoken to a number of 

residents of Gunhouse Lane who are also in support of this. 

Brimscombe and Thrupp Parish Council have also requested an amendment with 

Minchinhampton (Brimscombe Ward) which stated that the reason for this boundary 

change is to ensure that the whole of Brimscombe is subsumed within the 

Brimscombe and Thrupp Parish. Currently there are a number of Minchinhampton 
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residents with a Brimscombe postal address whose Parish is Minchinhampton which 

can create confusion. 

The area that would be affected by the proposed change is up towards the beginning 

of Brimscombe Hill, Brimscombe School and Albert Road, Victoria Road and 

Orchard Lane. These properties are within the settlement boundary of Brimscombe 

and appear more naturally part of Brimscombe. 

Draft Recommendations 

Boundary with Minchinhampton (Brimscombe Ward) Parish Council 

The issue of boundary changes between Parishes can be highly sensitive. 

Nevertheless, appropriate revisions do need to be followed through from time to 

time, to reflect changing circumstances and this has been one of the more difficult 

proposals to judge, as there are merits to the proposal. However, Minchinhampton 

Parish Council is strongly opposed to this boundary change and there appears to be 

no agreement between the two Parishes and no consultation of local support for the 

proposal. 

The proposal would result in the area affected straddling the District ward boundary 

and a request would need to be made to the LGBCE to re-align the District 

boundary. The present Parish and District ward boundary is provided by the railway 

line which is a clear geographical representation of the boundary that is easily 

identifiable, clearly understood and represents an appropriate parting of local 

attachments and it is unlikely that the LGBCE would respond favourably to the 

request to amend the ward boundary to an unfixed boundary which is across roads 

and fields. 

The CGR Working Group acknowledge the comments made by Brimscombe and 

Thrupp Parish Council and the Thrupp District Councillor but it has not been 

demonstrated that any change would secure more effective and convenient 

community governance within the area or better reflect the identities and interests of 

the community in that area.  

The CGR Working Group feel that at this stage, there should be no change to the 

boundary. Should the second stage of the public consultation provide evidence that 

the residents in the area proposed to transfer to Brimscombe and Thrupp do identify 

to having more community identity with Brimscombe and Thrupp then we will take 

that into consideration when making our final recommendation in this area.  

Boundary with Stroud (Trinity Ward) Town Council 

The CGR Working Group considered the request of Brimscombe and Thrupp to 

transfer the properties in Gunhouse Lane from the Town of Stroud (Trinity Ward) 

affecting 49 addresses and were satisfied that the boundary realignment better 

reflects the identities and interests of this community and would continue to provide 

effective and convenient community governance. 
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a. No change is made to the boundary between Brimscombe and Thrupp 

and Minchinhampton (Brimscombe Ward) at this stage of the Review. It 

is suggested, however, that this be reviewed at the final stage having 

regard to any comments received on the draft recommendations. 

b. The boundary of the Parish of Brimscombe and Thrupp is redrawn 

where it adjoins the Town of Stroud (Trinity Ward) to transfer the 

properties in Gunhouse Lane to the Parish of Brimscombe and Thrupp. 

For this recommendation to take effect we would have to apply to the LGBCE to 

decide if a related alteration to these boundaries should be made and when it should 

be implemented. 

Map to show the amendment between Brimscombe and Thrupp and Stroud (Trinity 

Ward) to transfer the area shaded in green into Brimscombe and Thrupp Parish. 
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2.7 BROOKTHORPE-WITH-WHADDON PARISH COUNCIL 

The Parish of Brookthorpe-with-Whaddon has an electorate of 242 and is currently 

represented by six Councillors and has no Parish Wards.  

There is no significant elector growth predicted before 2023 within the Parish and the 

current arrangements are within the scale of representation. 

 

Summary of submissions received 

No suggestions were received for any alterations to the current arrangements.  

Draft recommendations 

It is recommended that there is no change to the current arrangements. 

  



Stroud District Council 
Community Governance Review Draft Recommendations February 2019 Page 17 
 

2.8 CAINSCROSS PARISH COUNCIL 

The Parish of Cainscross has an electorate of 5303 and is currently represented by 

twelve Councillors and four Parish Wards.  

 

Current Wards No. Of Cllrs Electorate 

Cainscross Ward 2 Councillors 1140 
Cashes Green East Ward 3 Councillors 945 
Cashes Green West Ward 4 Councillors 1550 
Ebley Ward 3 Councillors 1668 

 

Future predicted growth for the Parish electorate is minimal for 2023. Within the 

scale of representation, Cainscross Parish could be represented by two more 

Councillors. 

 

 

Summary of submissions received 

Submissions were received from a resident to reduce the number of Councillors in 

Ebley Ward and from Cainscross Parish Council suggesting that the name for 

Cainscross Parish should be reviewed as it is not reflective of the four wards that 

make up the Parish. 
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Draft recommendations 

As a result of the District Ward Electoral Review conducted by the LGBCE in 2016, 

the District ward and Parish boundaries of Stonehouse and Cainscross are no longer 

coterminous. This means that electors in Stonehouse (Ebley Ward) currently vote for 

Stonehouse Town Council but Cainscross District Ward.  

This CGR is an opportune time to adjust the anomaly so that this area becomes 

coterminous with the District Ward arrangements. To do this, Stonehouse (Ebley 

Ward) should be transferred into Cainscross. Cainscross and Stonehouse have 

indicated that residents of Renards Rise are more affiliated with Cainscross but 

Stonehouse would prefer to retain Ryeford within its boundary. This would result in 

splitting Ebley Ward which is unlikely to be accepted by the LGBCE and this would 

result in the current issue of having District Ward boundaries which are not 

coterminous as Ryeford would have to become another ward of Stonehouse. It will 

therefore be recommended that the whole of Stonehouse Ebley Ward is transferred 

to Cainscross Parish. 

When assessing the Councillor allocations as recommended by NALC, Cainscross 

Parish is actually under the scale of representation and if Stonehouse (Ebley Ward) 

is transferred into Cainscross the increase in electorate means that there should also 

be an increase in the number of Parish Councillors. 

It is difficult to propose an alternative name that better reflects the communities of 

the four wards that make up the Parish. The Parish Council will be conducting their 

own survey in their next newsletter and have put forward West of Stroud Parish or 

Stroud West Parish as potential names. As part of the next consultation period we 

will review if either of these names are popular or if there are any other suitable 

alternatives. 

 

a. Stonehouse (Ebley Ward) is transferred to Cainscross and merged with 

Cainscross (Ebley Ward) so that the District ward and parish boundaries 

are coterminous (shown on the map below); 

b. Taking account of the boundary change to incorporate Stonehouse 

(Ebley Ward) we are recommending an increase in the number of Parish 

Councillors to FIVE for Cainscross (Ebley Ward). This will increase the 

number of Parish Councillors for Cainscross to THIRTEEN; and 

c. There is no change to the current name of Cainscross Parish Council 

although we welcome any suggestions as part of the next consultation 

period. 
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As the Ebley Parish Ward was created as part of the District Ward boundary review, 

this recommendation is subject to the agreement of the LGBCE as it effects 

‘protected electoral arrangements’ within the meaning of section 86 of the Local 

Government and Public Involvement in Health Act 2007. The recommendation also 

affects the County electoral division boundary and to keep the boundaries 

coterminous a request will need to be made to the LGBCE. 

Map to show the amendment to Stonehouse and Cainscross Parish boundaries to 

transfer the area shaded in green into Cainscross Parish 
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2.9 CAM PARISH COUNCIL 

The Parish of Cam has an electorate of 6919 and is currently represented by sixteen 

Councillors and two Parish Wards.  

Current Wards No. Of Cllrs Electorate 

Cam East Ward 7 Councillors 3748 
Cam West Ward 9 Councillors 3171 

 

Electorate growth is expected in the town and by 2023 the projected electorate is 

7411. The arrangements are within the scale of representation. 

 

Summary of submissions received 

During the initial consultation period of the CGR, two submissions were received 

stating the current electoral arrangements were working well and therefore no 

changes are proposed. A further submission proposed the merging or grouping of 

Cam and Dursley to produce cost savings and ensure there was one consistent 

voice for the whole community. 

Draft recommendations 

The current arrangements reflect the identities and interests of this community and 

would continue to provide effective and convenient community governance. 

It is recommended that there is no change to the current arrangements. 
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2.10 CHALFORD PARISH COUNCIL 

The Parish of Chalford has an electorate of 5052 and is currently represented by 

fifteen Councillors and three Parish Wards.  

Current Wards No. Of Cllrs Electorate 

Bussage Ward 7 Councillors 3041 
Hill Ward 6 Councillors 1510 
Valley Ward 2 Councillors 501 

 

Future predicted growth for the Parish electorate is minimal for 2023 and the current 

arrangements are within scale of representation.  

 

Summary of submissions received 

Chalford Parish Council made a submission recommending a boundary change to 

the northern boundary of Bussage Ward to address three anomalies; the current 

boundary passes through the buildings of Aberlink, Thomas Keble playing field and 

separates parts of Stonecote Ridge and Manor Village. 

The submission also proposed a boundary change to Chalford (Valley Ward) to 

address an anomaly affecting the foot path and Ashmead’s Mill. 

Draft recommendations 

Although the only formal representation received is from Chalford Parish Council, the 

proposer of the change and the Parish Council has not carried out its own 
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consultation (with the neighbouring Parish Council and the affected residents). The 

proposal does not conflict with the review criteria, and the proposed boundaries are 

clearly and easily identifiable using permanent features. The proposal reflects 

community identity of the area and uses more appropriate boundaries for the Parish.  

a. That the boundary between Chalford (Bussage Ward) Parish Council and 

Bisley-with-Lypiatt (Eastcombe Ward) Parish Council be realigned as 

shown on the map below; and 

b. That there is no change to the southern boundary of Chalford (Valley 

Ward) as this Community Governance Review cannot recommend a 

change to Stroud District Council’s external boundary.  

For the above recommendation to take effect we would have to apply to the LGBCE 

to make a consequential change to both the District Ward boundary and the County 

electoral division boundary. It will be for the LGBCE to decide, following receipt of 

proposals, if a related alteration to these boundaries should be made.  

Map to show the amendment between Chalford (Bussage ward) and Bisley-with-

Lypiatt Parish. The red line is the proposed parish boundary. 
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2.11 COALEY PARISH COUNCIL 

The Parish of Coaley has an electorate of 637 and is currently represented by seven 

Councillors and no Parish Wards.  

Future predicted growth for the Parish electorate is minimal for 2023 and the current 

arrangements are within scale of representation.  

 

Summary of submissions received 

No suggestions were received for any alterations to the current arrangements.  

Draft recommendations 

It is recommended that there is no change to the current arrangements. 
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2.12 CRANHAM PARISH COUNCIL 

The Parish of Cranham has an electorate of 411 and is currently represented by six 

Councillors and has no Parish Wards.  

There is no significant elector growth predicted before 2023 within Cranham Parish 

Council.  There is no significant elector growth predicted before 2023 within the 

Parish and the current arrangements are within the scale of representation. 

 

Summary of submissions received 

No suggestions were received for any alterations to the current arrangements.  

Draft recommendations 

A submission that affects the boundary of Cranham Parish Council was received 

from a resident of Upton St Leonards.  

a. Please refer to 2.48 for a recommendation to amend the boundary of 

Upton St Leonards and Cranham to allow the transfer of one property 

into Cranham Parish.  
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2.13 DURSLEY TOWN COUNCIL 

The Town of Dursley has an electorate of 5499 and is currently represented by 

seventeen Councillors and has three wards. 

 Current Wards No. Of Cllrs Electorate 

Central Ward 6 Councillors 2230 
Highfields Ward 6 Councillors 1796 
Kingshill Ward 5 Councillors 1473 

Electorate growth is expected in the town and by 2023 the projected electorate is 

6394. Using NLAC guidelines, Dursley Town Council is over represented by three 

Councillors. 

 

Summary of submissions received 

A submission from Dursley Town Council proposed that Dursley should increase 

their Councillor allocation by one to accommodate the increased number of residents 

within the Littlecombe development. 

Draft recommendations 

It is recommended that there is no change to the current arrangements. 

As previously stated within this report, the CGR Working Group has adopted the 

Councillor allocation guidelines recommended by NALC. Within these guidelines, 

Dursley has an over allocation of three Councillors and therefore consideration could 

be given to decreasing Councillor representation to fifteen. This would still be in the 

scale of representation however, this may not offer robust Parish arrangements and 

therefore it is proposed to retain at seventeen Parish Councillors.
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2.14 EASTINGTON PARISH COUNCIL 

The Parish of Eastington has an electorate of 1372 and is currently represented by 

nine Councillors and has no Parish Wards. 

Electorate growth is expected in the Parish and by 2023 the projected electorate is 

2167. The scale of representation indicates that Eastington could have one more 

Parish Councillor. 

 

Summary of submissions received 

The consultation produced some strong responses and lengthy submissions from 

members of the community as well as from Eastington Parish, Stonehouse Town 

Council and Keep Eastington Rural Residents Association. 

Eastington Parish Council requested to increase the number of Councillors to ten or 

eleven, amend the Parish boundary at Oldends Industrial Site so that the boundary 

follows the Oldbury Brook Watercourse. Options for boundary amendments to 

address the development of Great Oldbury were also proposed. These were: 

1. Great Oldbury absorbed entirely by Stonehouse Town, excluding the 
hamlets of Westend, Nastend and Nupend; 
2. Great Oldbury becomes a new Parish; 
3. Share Great Oldbury between Stonehouse and Eastington with a boundary 
along the bridleway; and 
4. No change and let the residents of Great Oldbury decide in the future. 
 

The Parish Council commented that because it had not conducted a survey of local 

residents for their views that it would not be putting a preferred option forward. 
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Keep Eastington Rural’s (KER) submission was most informative and proposed that 

the urban development of Great Oldbury should be separated from Eastington 

Parish and transferred into Stonehouse Town Council. It is proposed that the historic 

hamlets will be retained in Eastington Parish comprising Alkerton, Nupend, Westend 

and Nastend.   

Stonehouse Town Council submitted a response requesting that the boundaries 

between Eastington, Standish and Stonehouse are amended so that the Great 

Oldbury development is absorbed into Stonehouse Town and provided for separate 

warding arrangements. The Town Council did not provide comment on why they 

were requesting this boundary change. 

Submissions from a small number of residents included moving Great Oldbury into 

Stonehouse and one submission recommended that it stays within Eastington. 

Draft recommendations 

Eastington will experience major growth in residential properties which will increase 

the electorate in this area significantly in the next ten years. The creation of Great 

Oldbury will eventually create a new community which may benefit from its own 

lower tier authority Council. This would give the electorate an independent voice and 

a structure for taking community action for its environment and facilities and also 

independence in its own tax raising powers. 

The options put forward were considered carefully by the CGR Working Group. For 

Great Oldbury to form its own Parish was immediately ruled out as the Working 

Group felt that this was not allowing enough time for a community to establish before 

it becomes a Parish council. 

Consideration was given as to whether Great Oldbury should be split with Eastington 

Parish and Stonehouse Town or merged with Stonehouse Town, but it was felt that 

the community of Great Oldbury, when established may feel disconnected to 

Stonehouse because it is on the other side of an industrial estate which limits direct 

the access to the Town. 

It was not considered appropriate for the whole of Great Oldbury to be transferred 

into Eastington because the residents of Eastington had indicated a desire to remain 

a rural parish and it was thought that this option would be opposed by Stonehouse 

Town Council. 

Whilst it was noted that Eastington is a collection of small historic hamlets 

surrounding Alkerton and therefore an urban development within the Parish may not 

be in keeping with the current arrangement this is not dissimilar to some other 

parishes within the area. 

The option to leave the Parish as it is was the preferred option of the Working Group 

as it was concluded that development of the area has only started recently and the 

number of properties completed is not large enough for a community to have 
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established. As the development spans over a number of years, the Working Group 

agreed that, similar to the development of Hunts Grove in Hardwicke, time should be 

allowed for a community to develop so future residents can decide the future of their 

Parish. A future review, if required will be conducted within the next five to seven 

years.  

It has also been acknowledged that there would be an increase in electorate over the 

coming years and felt that the number of Parish Councillors should be increased.  

a. The boundary between Eastington Parish and Stonehouse (Stonehouse 

Ward) Town Council is amended to transfer the area of Oldends 

Industrial Estate, east of Nastend to Stonehouse, as agreed Eastington 

Parish Council and Stonehouse Town Council;  

b. There is no other change to Eastington Parish boundaries. However, it is 

noted that there may be a need to undertake a Community Governance 

Review for Eastington and Stonehouse within the next 5 to 7 years. 

Making a decision at this stage will deny the future residents of Great 

Oldbury the opportunity to have their say; and 

c. The number of Parish Councillors be increased to TEN. 

The CGR Working Group remains open to further representations as part of the next 

consultation, particularly regarding the warding arrangements of the parish. 

For recommendation a. to take effect we would have to apply to make a 

consequential change to both the District Ward. It will be for the LGBCE to decide, 

following receipt of proposals, if a related alteration to these boundaries should be 

made. 
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Map to show the amended boundary with Eastington and Stonehouse – the shaded 

green area is transferred to Stonehouse Town Council 
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2.15 ELMORE PARISH COUNCIL 

The Parish of Elmore has an electorate of 166 and is currently represented by five 

Councillors and has no Parish Wards.  

There is no significant elector growth predicted before 2023 within Elmore Parish 

Council and the current arrangements are within the scale of representation. 

 

Summary of submissions received 

One submission received during the consultation period proposed the merge with the 

neighbouring Parish Longney and Epney in order to combine resources.  

Draft recommendations 

It is recommended that there is no change to the current arrangements as there is no 

evidence of substantial local support for a merge with Longney and Epney Parish 

Council. 
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2.16 FRAMPTON-ON-SEVERN PARISH COUNCIL 

The Parish of Frampton-on-Severn has an electorate of 1161 and is currently 

represented by nine Councillors and has no Parish Wards.  

There is no significant elector growth predicted before 2023 within Frampton-on-

Severn Parish Council and the current arrangements are within the scale of 

representation. 

 

Summary of submissions received 

No suggestions were received for any alterations to the current arrangements.  

Draft recommendations 

It is recommended that there is no change to the current arrangements. 
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2.17 FRETHERNE PARISH COUNCIL 

The Parish of Fretherne has an electorate of 568 and is currently represented by 

seven Councillors and two Parish Wards.  

Current Wards No. Of Cllrs Electorate 

Fretherne Ward 2 Councillors 167 
Saul Ward 5 Councillors 401 

 

There is no significant elector growth predicted before 2023 within Frampton-on-

Severn Parish Council and the current arrangements are within the scale of 

representation. 

 

Summary of submissions received 

No suggestions were received for any alterations to the current arrangements.  

Draft recommendations 

It is recommended that there is no change to the current arrangements. 
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2.18 FROCESTER PARISH COUNCIL 

The Parish of Frocester has an electorate of 132 and is currently represented by five 

Councillors and has no Parish Wards.  

There is no significant elector growth predicted before 2023 within Frocester Parish 

Council and the current arrangements are within the scale of representation. 

 

Summary of submissions received 

No suggestions were received for any alterations to the current arrangements.  

Draft recommendations 

It is recommended that there is no change to the current arrangements. 
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2.19 HAM AND STONE PARISH COUNCIL 

The Parish of Ham and Stone has an electorate of 659 and is currently represented 

by seven Councillors and two Parish Wards.  

Current Wards No. Of Cllrs Electorate 

Ham Ward 2 Councillors 177 
Stone Ward 5 Councillors 482 

 

There is no significant elector growth predicted before 2023 within Ham and Stone 

Parish Council and the current arrangements are within the scale of representation. 

 

Summary of submissions received 

One submission from a resident was received suggesting that the area of Bevington 

is more aligned with Berkeley and therefore Ham ward should be merged with 

Berkeley. 

Draft recommendations 

It is recommended that there is no change to the current arrangements as there is no 

evidence of substantial local support for a merge with Berkeley and insufficient 

justification for the proposed changes to be made. 

  



Stroud District Council 
Community Governance Review Draft Recommendations February 2019 Page 35 
 

2.20 HAMFALLOW PARISH COUNCIL 

The Parish of Hamfallow has an electorate of 940 and is currently represented by 

nine Councillors and has no Parish Wards.  

There is no significant elector growth predicted before 2023 within Hamfallow Parish 

Council and the current arrangements are within the scale of representation. 

 

Summary of submissions received 

No suggestions were received for any alterations to the current arrangements. 

Draft recommendations 

It is recommended that there is no change to the current arrangements. 
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2.21 HARDWICKE PARISH COUNCIL 

The Parish of Hardwicke has an electorate of 4035 and is currently represented by 

eleven Councillors and has no Parish Wards. 

Electorate growth is expected in the Parish and by 2023 the projected electorate is 

4915 and the current arrangements are under the scale of representation by two. 

 

Summary of submissions received 

Hardwicke Parish Council submitted a proposal to modify the Parish boundary 

between Hardwicke and Haresfield so that the revised boundary for Hardwicke is 

extended to the M5 motorway. This is to allow the development of Hunts Grove to be 

in a single Parish and retain its identity. It was also proposed that Hardwicke Parish 

is split into two wards of Hardwicke and Hunts Grove to give each area 

representation and financial separation. Furthermore, the name of the Parish should 

be changed to Hardwicke and Hunts Grove Parish.  

Hunts Grove Residents Association outlined the case for a separate Parish to serve 

a distinct community. The development of Hunts Grove currently straddles 

Hardwicke and Haresfield of which the character of both Parishes is significantly 

different. The area of Hunts Grove has its own identity and by the end of 2019 will 

have a population exceeding 1,500. There is also a concern that the precept paid by 

residents of Hunts Grove on top of a management fee are in some cases spent 

predominantly in other areas of the parish rather than the area of Hunts Grove. 

A large number of submissions from residents in favour of a separate Parish for 

Hunts Grove were also received.  
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Draft recommendations 

The submission from Hardwicke Parish Council was a positive response to the 

Review and attempted to address the needs of the Hunts Grove community. The 

submission allowed the residents to retain community identity and goes some way to 

addressing some of the financial concerns. It was agreed by all Members of the CGR 

Working Group that the submission did provide a suitable option for Hunts Grove to 

remain within Hardwicke Parish. 

However, the Working Group also felt that the creation of Hunts Grove has resulted 

in a new community which could benefit from its own Parish Council. This would give 

the electorate an independent voice and a structure for taking community action for 

its environment and facilities and also independence in its own tax raising powers. 

The creation of a Parish Council will offer strong and accountable local government 

and community leadership, with the opportunity to take the lead locally on specific 

issues and represent the local community. It will also enable the local 

representatives to be responsive to challenges and opportunities in the area in a co-

ordinated way. 

Section 93 of the 2007 Act identified three ‘tests’ which would need to apply when 

considering the creation of a new Parish Council. 

1. Community identity – the large number of submissions, a well established 

residents association and support from all three District Ward Councillors indicate 

there is strong community identity within the area and support for a new Parish 

Council. 

2. Effective and convenient local government – the population of Hunts Grove will 

eventually and significantly overtake that of Hardwicke and Haresfield. The 

development area of Hunts Grove currently straddles Hardwicke and Haresfield 

boundaries and the creation of a single Parish using clear boundaries will provide for 

effective and convenient local government. The creation of a new Parish does not 

alter the District Ward or County electoral division boundary. There are also three 

Parish Councillors from the Hunts Grove area on Hardwicke Parish Council 

indicating a level of democratic engagement. 

3. Adequate infrastructure or meeting points – this is the weakest of the three tests. 

There is a School due to be built by September 2019 and is therefore scheduled to 

be open by the time the Parish Council is created. There are no other meeting 

venues which will be built by 1 April 2020 although a community centre is due to be 

built within the next 18 months. 

The balance of evidence indicates that the community has sufficient grounds to 

progress to formally proposing that Hunts Grove form a new Parish Council. This 

recommendation is made to ensure community governance is reflective of the 

identities and interests of the community in that area.  
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a. A new Parish of Hunts Grove should be established and the Parish 

should be called Hunts Grove Parish Council; 

b. The effective date for the new Parish Council will be 1 April 2020, with 

elections for the new Parish Council to take place in May 2020; 

c. Hunts Grove Parish Council should return FIVE Parish Councillors; 

d. Changes are made to the boundaries of the existing Parishes of 

Hardwicke and Haresfield as shown on the map below; and 

e. No changes are made to the Councillor allocations for Hardwicke or 

Haresfield.  

Map to show the new Parish of Hunts Grove and the alterations made to 

Hardwicke and Haresfield Parish boundaries. 
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2.22 HARESCOMBE PARISH COUNCIL 

The Parish of Harescombe has an electorate of 182 and is currently represented by 

five Councillors and has no Parish Wards.  

There is no significant elector growth predicted before 2023 within Harescombe 

Parish Council and the current arrangements are within the scale of representation. 

 

Summary of submissions received 

No suggestions were received for any alterations to the current arrangements.  

Draft recommendations 

It is recommended that there is no change to the current arrangements. 
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2.23 HARESFIELD PARISH COUNCIL 

The Parish of Haresfield has an electorate of 282 and is currently represented by six 

Councillors and has no Parish Wards. 

Electorate growth is expected in the Parish and by 2023 the projected electorate is 

932 and the current arrangements are within the scale of representation. 

 

Summary of submissions received 

No suggestions were received for any alterations to the current arrangements.  

Draft recommendations 

Submissions affecting Haresfield Parish Council and in particular the boundary 

between Haresfield Parish and Hardwicke Parish have been made by Hardwicke 

Parish Council and a number of residents of Hardwicke.  

a. Please refer to the draft recommendation 2.21 made under Hardwicke   

Parish Council for an amendment to Haresfield Parish Boundary due to 

the creation of the new Parish of Hunts Grove.
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2.24 HILLESLEY & TRESHAM PARISH COUNCIL 

The Parish of Hillesley & Tresham has an electorate of 489 and is currently 

represented by seven Councillors and has two Parish Wards.  

Current Wards No. Of Cllrs Electorate 

Hillesley Ward 5 Councillors 390 
Tresham Ward 2 Councillors 99 

 

There is no significant elector growth predicted before 2023 within Hillesley & 

Tresham Parish Council and the current arrangements are within the scale of 

representation. 

 

Summary of submissions received 

No suggestions were received for any alterations to the current arrangements.  

Draft recommendations 

It is recommended that there is no change to the current arrangements. 
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2.25 HINTON PARISH COUNCIL 

The Parish of Hinton has an electorate of 1025 and is currently represented by nine 

Councillors and has no Parish Wards.  

There is no significant elector growth predicted before 2023 within the Parish and the 

current arrangements are within the scale of representation. 

 

Summary of submissions received 

During the initial consultation period of the CGR, at least one submission was 

received stating that the current electoral arrangements were working well and 

therefore no changes are proposed.  

Draft recommendations 

It is recommended that there is no change to the current arrangements. 
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2.26 HORSLEY PARISH COUNCIL 

The Parish of Horsley has an electorate of 678 and is currently represented by nine 

Councillors and has no Parish Wards.  

There is no significant elector growth predicted before 2023 within Horsley Parish 

Council. Horsley Parish is over the scale of representation by two Parish Councillors. 

 

Summary of submissions received 

No suggestions were received for any alterations to the current arrangements.  

Draft recommendations 

Consideration could be given to reducing Councillor representation to seven as there 

is no expected significant growth in the area by 2023. This would still be in the scale 

of representation however, this may not offer robust Parish arrangements and 

therefore is proposed to retain at nine Parish Councillors.  

It is recommended that there is no change to the current arrangements.  
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2.27 KINGS STANLEY PARISH COUNCIL 

The Parish of Kings Stanley has an electorate of 2157 and is currently represented 

by nine Councillors and has no Parish Wards.  

Future predicted growth for the Parish electorate is minimal for 2023 and the current 

arrangements are within scale of representation.  

 

Summary of submissions received 

During the initial consultation period of the CGR, at least one submission was 

received stating that the current electoral arrangements were working well and 

therefore no changes are proposed.  

Draft recommendation 

It is recommended that there is no change to the current arrangements. 
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2.28 KINGSWOOD PARISH COUNCIL 

The Parish of Kingswood has an electorate of 1144 and is currently represented by 

seven Councillors and has no Parish Wards.  

There is no significant elector growth predicted before 2023 within Kingswood Parish 

Council. The Parish is under the scale of representation by one Parish Councillor. 

 

Summary of submissions received 

Kingswood Parish Council proposed that the boundary between Wotton-Under-Edge 

and Kingswood is realigned so that the Wotton-under-Edge (South Ward) is 

transferred to Kingswood Parish Council. This is to make the Parish boundary 

coterminous with the District Ward boundary. The Parish Council has also proposed 

that the Councillor allocation is increased by one. 

Draft recommendations 

As a result of the District Ward Electoral Review conducted by the LGBCE in 2016, 

the District Ward and Parish boundaries of Kingswood and Wotton-under-Edge are 

no longer coterminous. This means that electors in Wotton-under-Edge (South 

Ward) currently vote for Wotton-under-Edge Town Council but Kingswood District 

Ward. 

The CGR is an opportune time to adjust the anomaly so that this area becomes 

coterminous with the District Ward arrangements. As the Wotton-under-Edge South 

Ward was created as part of the District Ward boundary review, any proposed 

change would need their approval as a consequential change to electoral 
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arrangements they have already considered. The decision to accept the proposal 

and when to implement it would be a decision for the LGBCE. 

Wotton-under-Edge Town Council has raised objection to the move of the South 

Ward into Kingswood Parish as this would split the hamlet of Wortley and the Town 

Council leases a Community Sports Facility within the South ward. 

It is not the aim of the CGR to split communities and accept that leasing a property 

within another Parish is likely to cause Wotton-under-Edge Town Council some 

difficulties. It is therefore proposed that from the map below the red shaded area is 

retained within Wotton-under-Edge and the blue shaded area is to be in Kingswood 

Parish Council.  

As the South Ward was originally created to correct an elector imbalance within 

Kingswood District Ward it may be unlikely that the LGBCE would accept a proposal 

that split the South Ward so the hamlet of Wortley is not split and the Sports Centre 

is retained in Wotton-under-Edge.  

However, the CGR Working Group believe that coterminous District and Parish 

Wards are important for community identity and will only be recommending this 

change if it is accepted as shown on the map below by the LGBCE. If the 

consequential change is not made by the LGBCE it is recommended that the 

boundary is realigned so that the whole of the South Ward is in Kingswood Parish 

Council. Ultimately, it is for the LGBCE to decide, following receipt of proposals, if a 

related alteration to these boundaries should be made. 

a. The boundary between Kingswood and Wotton-under-Edge be realigned 

as per the map below; and 

b. The number of Parish Councillors should be increased to EIGHT. 
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Map to show the amendment between Kingswood and Wotton-under-Edge. The 

area shaded in blue will transfer to Kingswood Parish 
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2.29 LEONARD STANLEY PARISH COUNCIL 

The Parish of Leonard Stanley has an electorate of 1275 and is currently 

represented by nine Councillors and has no Parish Wards.  

Future predicted growth for the Parish electorate is minimal for 2023 and the current 

arrangements are within scale of representation.  

 

Summary of submissions received 

No suggestions were received for any alterations to the current arrangements.  

Draft recommendations 

It is recommended that there is no change to the current arrangements. 
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2.30 LONGNEY & EPNEY PARISH COUNCIL 

The Parish of Longney & Epney has an electorate of 260 and is currently 

represented by five Councillors and has no Parish Wards.  

There is no significant elector growth predicted before 2023 within Longney & Epney 

Parish Council. 

 

Summary of submissions received 

One submission from a resident was received suggesting that Longney and Epney 

may benefit from being merged with adjoining Parish Councils to form a larger 

council body to ensure that all issues are considered in more detail. 

Draft recommendations 

It is recommended that there is no change to the current arrangements as there is no 

evidence of substantial local support for merging with adjoining councils. Longney 

and Epney Parish have also confirmed that they are happy with the current electoral 

arrangements. 

  



Stroud District Council 
Community Governance Review Draft Recommendations February 2019 Page 50 
 

2.31 MINCHINHAMPTON PARISH COUNCIL 

The Parish of Minchinhampton has an electorate of 4515 and is currently 

represented by fifteen Councillors and has five Parish Wards. 

Current Wards No. Of Cllrs Electorate 

Amberley  2 Councillors 773 
Box Ward 1 Councillor 279 
Brimscombe Ward 3 Councillors 567 
North Ward 6 Councillors 2049 
South Ward 3 Councillors 847 

 

Electorate growth is expected in the Parish and by 2023 the projected electorate is 

5101. The Parish is over the scale of representation by two Parish Councillors 

 

Summary of submissions received 

The Parish Council made one submission stating that they are very happy with the 

current boundaries.  

However, consideration could be given to reducing Councillor representation to 

thirteen even with the significant growth in the area by 2023. This would still be in the 

scale of representation although this may not offer robust Parish arrangements and 

therefore is proposed to retain at fifteen Parish Councillors.  
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Draft recommendations 

Whilst the Parish Council originally proposed no changes to the Parish boundaries, 

subsequent discussions has resulted in an additional amendment being proposed to 

Minchinhampton (Box Ward) and Nailsworth Town boundary. The proposal was to 

transfer one property on the basis that it is more affiliated with the Box Ward of 

Minchinhampton. This was supported by the CGR Working Group as the boundary is 

currently a road and the Working Group could see no reason to move the boundary 

along an adjacent road to transfer this property into Minchinhampton.  

Submissions that affect Minchinhampton Parish boundary have also been made by 

other Parish Councils; please see the draft recommendations below. 

a. The boundary between Minchinhampton and Nailsworth be realigned to 

transfer the property of ‘Limecroft’ into Minchinhampton (Box Ward) as 

per the map below; and 

b. Please refer to 2.41 for a recommendation to amend the boundary 

between Rodborough and Minchinhampton (Amberley Ward). 

For this recommendation to take effect we would have to apply to make a 

consequential change to both the District Ward and the County electoral division. It 

will be for the LGBCE to decide, following receipt of proposals, if a related alteration 

to these boundaries should be made.  

Map to show the proposed amendment to the boundary so the blue shaded area is 

transferred to Minchinhampton (Box Ward).
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2.32 MISERDEN PARISH COUNCIL 

The Parish of Miserden has an electorate of 392 and is currently represented by five 

Councillors and has no Parish Wards.  

There is no significant elector growth predicted before 2023 within Miserden Parish 

Council. There is no significant elector growth predicted before 2023 within the 

Parish and the current arrangements are within the scale of representation. 

 

Summary of submissions received 

No suggestions were received for any alterations to the current arrangements.  

Draft recommendations 

It is recommended that there is no change to the current arrangements. 
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2.33 MORETON VALENCE PARISH COUNCIL 

The Parish of Moreton Valence has an electorate of 175 and is currently represented 

by five Councillors and has no Parish Wards.  

There is no significant elector growth predicted before 2023 within Moreton Valence 

Parish Council and the current arrangements are within the scale of representation. 

 

Summary of submissions received 

During the initial consultation period of the CGR, at least one submission was 

received stating that the current electoral arrangements were working well and 

therefore no changes are proposed.  

Draft recommendations 

It is recommended that there is no change to the current arrangements. 
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2.34 NAILSWORTH TOWN COUNCIL 

The Town of Nailsworth has an electorate of 4619 and is currently represented by 

eleven Councillors and has no Parish Wards. 

Electorate growth is expected in the Town and by 2023 the projected electorate is 

5270. The current arrangements show that the Town Council could be increased by 

two Councillors. 

 

Summary of submissions received 

No suggestions were received for any alterations to the current arrangements.  

Draft recommendations 

Nailsworth Town Council is currently not warded, whilst no submissions were 

received to propose Warding the area, the Town Council often has contested 

elections during scheduled elections and by-elections which costs the Town Council 

money as all electors within the Town are entitled to vote. 

We are therefore inviting comments as to whether warding arrangements are 

appropriate for Nailsworth Town Council. 

Consideration could be given to increasing the Town Councillors to 13. 

A submission affecting the boundary of Nailsworth Town Council was made by 

Minchinhampton Parish Council. 

a. Please refer to 2.31 for a recommendation to transfer one property from 

Nailsworth into Minchinhampton (Box Ward) Parish Council. 
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2.35 NORTH NIBLEY PARISH COUNCIL 

The Parish of North Nibley has an electorate of 705 and is currently represented by 

seven Councillors and has no Parish Wards.  

There is no significant elector growth predicted before 2023 within North Nibley 

Parish Council and the current arrangements are within the scale of representation. 

 

Summary of submissions received 

During the initial consultation period of the CGR, at least one submission was 

received stating that the current electoral arrangements were working well and 

therefore no changes are proposed.  

Draft recommendations 

It is recommended that there is no change to the current arrangements. 
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2.36 NYMPSFIELD PARISH COUNCIL 

The Parish of Nympsfield has an electorate of 323 and is currently represented by 

five Councillors and has no Parish Wards.  

There is no significant elector growth predicted before 2023 within Nympsfield Parish 

Council and the current arrangements are within the scale of representation. 

 

Summary of submissions received 

No suggestions were received for any alterations to the current arrangements.  

Draft recommendations 

It is recommended that there is no change to the current arrangements. 
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2.37 OWLPEN PARISH MEETING 

The Parish Meeting of Owlpen has an electorate of 32 and is currently represented 

by no Councillors and has no Parish Wards.  

There is no significant elector growth predicted before 2023 within Owlpen Parish 

Meeting. 

 

Summary of submissions received 

No suggestions were received for any alterations to the current arrangements.  

Draft recommendations 

It is recommended that there is no change to the current arrangements. 
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2.38 PAINSWICK TOWN COUNCIL 

The Town of Painswick has an electorate of 2905 and is currently represented by 

twelve Councillors and has four Parish Wards.  

Current Wards No. Of Cllrs Electorate 

Edge Ward 1 Councillor 171 
Painswick Ward 7 Councillors 1870 
Sheepscombe Ward 2 Councillors 378 
Slad Ward 2 Councillors 257 

 

Future predicted growth for the Town electorate is minimal for 2023 and the current 

arrangements are within scale of representation 

 

Summary of submissions received 

During the initial consultation period of the CGR, at least one submission was 

received stating that the current electoral arrangements were working well and 

therefore no changes are proposed.  

Draft recommendations 

It is recommended that there is no change to the current arrangements. 
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2.39 PITCHCOMBE PARISH COUNCIL 

The Parish of Pitchcombe has an electorate of 229 and is currently represented by 

five Councillors and has no Parish Wards.  

There is no significant elector growth predicted before 2023 within Pitchcombe 

Parish Council and the current arrangements are within the scale of representation. 

 

Summary of submissions received 

No suggestions were received for any alterations to the current arrangements.  

Draft recommendations 

It is recommended that there is no change to the current arrangements. 
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2.40 RANDWICK & WESTRIP PARISH COUNCIL 

The Parish of Randwick & Westrip has an electorate of 1244 and is currently 

represented by nine Councillors and has two Parish Wards.  

Current Wards No. Of Cllrs Electorate 

Lower Westrip Ward 5 Councillors 730 
Randwick Ward 4 Councillors 514 

 

There is no significant elector growth predicted before 2023 within Randwick & 

Westrip Parish Council and the current arrangements are within the scale of 

representation. 

 

Summary of submissions received 

One submission was received from Randwick and Westrip Parish Council. The 

submission referred to an error the LGBCE had made when undertaking the 

electoral review of the District boundaries which came into effect in 2016. 

The error was made to the warding arrangements when it was proposed that there 

should be three Parish Wards but the Councillor allocations for each Ward were 

incorrectly calculated and were not proportionate to the electorate for each Ward. 

There is now a need to assess the warding arrangements. Although Randwick and 

Westrip have indicated they would prefer to keep the current arrangements, this is 

not feasible as we are bound by the constraints of the Guidance on Community 

Governance Reviews published by the LGBCE, which states clearly that no Parish 
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Ward should be split by a District or County division boundary. As such, were we to 

leave the warding arrangements as they are, the amalgamated Lower Westrip Ward 

would straddle the Cainscross and Randwick, Whiteshill & Ruscombe boundary. 

This would result in the electorate within Lower Westrip parish ward voting for a 

different District Councillor, which contradicts the objective of Parish Wards reflecting 

the recognised communities of interest with their own sense of identity. 

Draft recommendations 

a.That the warding arrangements for Randwick and Westrip be as follows: 

Proposed Wards No. Of Cllrs Electorate 

Randwick Ward 4 Councillors 514 

Randwick South East Ward 2 Councillors 311 

Randwick South West Ward 3 Councillors 419 
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2.41 RODBOROUGH PARISH COUNCIL 

The Parish of Rodborough has an electorate of 4108 and is currently represented by 

twelve Councillors and has four Parish Wards.  

Current Wards No. Of Cllrs Electorate 

Butterow Ward 2 Councillors 645 
North Ward 4 Councillors 1481 
South Ward 1 Councillor 312 
West Ward 5 Councillor 1670 

 

Future predicted growth for the Parish electorate is minimal for 2023 and the current 

arrangements are within scale of representation. 

 

Summary of submissions received 

Two submissions were received from residents suggesting that the more urban parts 

of Rodborough are merged with Stroud Town or Cainscross and the rural parts with 

Minchinhampton (Amberley Ward).  

Draft Recommendations 

The proposals to merge some of the urban parts of the Parish with Cainscross, 

Stroud Town or Minchinhampton (Amberley Ward) were dismissed as there is no 

evidence of local support for this change, it is also not clear if the urban parts of 

Rodborough do affiliate more with Cainscross or Stroud and Cainscross Parish 
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Council commented that it would be opposed to this boundary change.  However, 

the possibility of the area of Dudbridge to become its own Parish was discussed by 

the CGR Working Group as a viable possibility for the future. 

It was also brought to the Working Groups attention that there is a collection of 

properties next to the Bear of Rodborough which may be more affiliated with 

Minchinhampton (Amberley Ward) than with Rodborough as the parish boundary 

crosses through the group of properties. It is therefore recommended that the 

boundary is realigned to transfer these properties into Minchinhampton (Amberley 

Ward) to increase community identity. 

a. The boundary between Rodborough and Minchinhampton (Amberley 

Ward) is realigned to transfer 16 properties in Houndscroft to 

Minchinhampton (Amberley Ward). 

For this recommendation to take effect we would have to apply to make a 

consequential change to both the District Ward and the County Electoral Division. It 

will be for the LGBCE to decide, following receipt of proposals, if a related alteration 

to these boundaries should be made.  
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2.42 SLIMBRIDGE PARISH COUNCIL 

The Parish of Slimbridge has an electorate of 984 and is currently represented by 

seven Councillors and has no Parish Wards.  

There is no significant elector growth predicted before 2023 within Slimbridge Parish 

Council and the current arrangements are within the scale of representation. 

 

Summary of submissions received 

Slimbridge Parish Council had no comments regarding the Review but a resident’s 

submission pointed out that Slimbridge was in a diverse catchment area as it was in 

Berkeley Vale Ward but Hardwicke and Severn County Division. 

Draft recommendations 

It is recommended that there is no change to the current arrangements. A CGR 

cannot make changes to District Ward or County division boundaries. 
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2.43 STANDISH PARISH COUNCIL 

The Parish of Standish has an electorate of 225 and is currently represented by five 

Councillors and has no Parish Wards.  

There is no significant elector growth predicted before 2023 within Standish Parish 

Council, the current arrangements are within the scale of representation. 

 

Summary of submissions received 

A submission was received from Standish Parish Council requesting to increase the 

number of Councillors by one due to the proposed future development within the 

Parish. 

Draft recommendations 

a. An additional Councillor would still be within the scale of representation 

and allow for more robust Parish arrangements. It is recommended that 

the number of Parish Councillors is increased to SIX; and 

b. Please refer to 2.45 for a recommendation to extend the boundary 

between the two railway lines between Stonehouse (Stonehouse Ward) 

and Standish Parish Council. The request was made in a submission 

received from Stonehouse Town Council and agreed by Standish Parish 

Council. 
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2.44 STINCHCOMBE PARISH COUNCIL 

The Parish of Stinchcombe has an electorate of 398 and is currently represented by 

five Councillors and has no Parish Wards.  

There is no significant elector growth predicted before 2023 within Stinchcombe 

Parish Council and the current arrangements are within the scale of representation. 

 

Summary of submissions received 

No suggestions were received for any alterations to the current arrangements.  

Draft recommendations 

It is recommended that there is no change to the current arrangements. 
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2.45 STONEHOUSE TOWN COUNCIL 

The Town of Stonehouse has an electorate of 6237 and is currently represented by 

fourteen Councillors and has 2 Parish Wards. 

Current Wards No. Of Cllrs Electorate 

Ebley Ward 1 Councillor 362 
Stonehouse Ward 13 Councillors 5875 

 

Electorate growth is expected in the Town and by 2023 the projected electorate is 

6735. 

 

Summary of submissions received 

Stonehouse Town Council made a submission to request that the boundary between 

Eastington, Standish and Stonehouse is amended to move the whole of the Great 

Oldbury development into Stonehouse Town Council and create an extra ward to 

retain the identity of the community. The Town boundary should also be amended 

with Eastington to include land to the north of Oldends Lane Recreation Ground and 

land to the West of the Oldends Lane industrial estate. 

A small number of residents also made submissions but they did not contain any 

specific proposals.  
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Draft recommendations 

The majority of the Great Oldbury development is within Eastington Parish and 

therefore all proposals concerning Great Oldbury were considered within 2.14 

Eastington Parish Council. This included the proposal to amend the boundary to 

include the Oldends Lane industrial estate within Stonehouse Town which has been 

recommended. 

Within their submission, Stonehouse Town Council proposed that an area of land 

within Standish Parish is transferred to the Town Council. Standish Parish Council 

supports the extension to the recreation ground (the portion of land that lies between 

the two railway lines) but opposed the section of land to the west of the railway line. 

The Working Group could see no objection to the request to transfer the section of 

land between the railway lines but due to Standish’s objection did not support the 

boundary change for the section to the west of the railway line. 

Stonehouse (Ebley Ward) has also been considered within this report and the desire 

to achieve coterminous District Ward boundaries for effective and convenient local 

government. This has been considered in more detail in 2.8 Cainscross Parish 

Council and it is recommended that Ebley Ward is transferred to Cainscross Parish. 

a. The boundary between Stonehouse and Standish is amended to 

incorporate the extension to the recreation ground (the proportion of 

land that lies between the two railway lines); 

b. It is not recommended that the boundary between Stonehouse and 

Standish is extended to include the section of land to the west of the 

railway and it will remain part of Standish Parish;  

c. Please refer to 2.14 for a recommendation to amend the boundary with 

Eastington Parish so the whole of Oldends Industrial Site is within 

Stonehouse Town. It is not recommended that there are any further 

amendments with boundary of Eastington and Stonehouse; and 

d. Please refer to 2.8 Cainscross Parish Council for the draft 

recommendation to transfer Stonehouse (Ebley Ward) to Cainscross 

Parish. 
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2.46 STROUD TOWN COUNCIL 

The Town of Stroud has an electorate of 10,776 and is currently represented by 

eighteen Councillors and has six Parish Wards. 

Current Wards No. Of Cllrs Electorate 

Stroud Central Ward 3 Councillors 1786 
Stroud Farmhill & Paganhill Ward  3 Councillors 1935 
Stroud Slade Ward 3 Councillors 1838 
Stroud Trinity Ward 3 Councillors 1791 
Stroud Uplands Ward 3 Councillors 1693 
Stroud Valley Ward 3 Councillors 1733 

 

Electorate growth is expected in the Town and by 2023 the projected electorate is 

12,084 and the current arrangements are within the scale of representation. 

 

Summary of submissions received 

Stroud Town Council received a small number of responses during the initial 

consultation. The Town Council indicated that they are happy with the current 

arrangements but would also be happy to consider any proposals for change. 

Two submissions indicated that the arrangements for Farmhill and Paganhill Ward 

should be reviewed with the possibility of merging the ward with Cainscross Parish 

Council. 
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Draft Recommendations 

Careful consideration was given to the proposal of merging Farmhill and Paganhill 

Ward with Cainscross Parish. Whilst the CGR Working Group were sympathetic to 

the resident’s views, there was insufficient evidence to support the change and the 

merge was not the appropriate solution at this stage. A residents association in 

Farmhill and Paganhill is currently being established which will hopefully provide the 

residents with a ‘voice’ at Parish level. As the association develops there may be a 

need to address this issue in the future with the possibility of Farmhill and Paganhill 

forming their own Parish. 

a. No change to be made to the arrangements or boundaries for Central 

Ward, Farmhill and Paganhill Ward, Slade Ward, Uplands Ward or Valley 

Ward of Stroud Town Council; and 

 

b. Please refer to 2.6 Brimscombe and Thrupp Parish for a 

recommendation to amend the boundary between Stroud (Trinity Ward) 

Town Council and Brimscombe and Thrupp Parish Council. 
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2.47 ULEY PARISH COUNCIL 

The Parish of Uley has an electorate of 976 and is currently represented by seven 

Councillors and has no Parish Wards.  

There is no significant elector growth predicted before 2023 within Uley Parish 

Council and the current arrangements are within the scale of representation. 

 

Summary of submissions received 

Uley Parish Council commented that they are happy with the current arrangements. 

A submission was also received from a resident proposing a merge with Dursley 

Town Council.  

Draft recommendations 

It is recommended that there is no change to the current arrangements as there is no 

evidence of substantial local support for a merge with Dursley Town Council. 
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2.48 UPTON ST LEONARDS PARISH COUNCIL 

The Parish of Upton St Leonards has an electorate of 2145 and is currently 

represented by ten Councillors and has no Parish Wards. 

Future predicted growth for the Parish electorate is minimal for 2023 and the current 

arrangements are within scale of representation. 

 

Summary of submissions received 

Upton St Leonards Parish Council had no comments regarding the Review but a 

resident’s submission requested that the boundary with Cranham Parish is amended 

to transfer one property into Cranham Parish Council.  

Draft recommendations 

There appears to be no reason to object to this boundary change. The property is on 

the boundary and the access to the property is within Cranham but the property is 

within Upton St Leonards. 

a. The boundary between Upton St Leonards and Cranham Parish Council 

is amended as per the map below: 
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Map to show the boundary amendment between Upton St Leonards and Cranham 

to transfer the area shaded in red into Cranham. 
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2.49 WHITESHILL & RUSCOMBE PARISH COUNCIL 

The Parish of Whiteshill & Ruscombe has an electorate of 988 and is currently 

represented by nine Councillors and has no Parish Wards.  

There is no significant elector growth predicted before 2023 within Whiteshill & 

Ruscombe Parish Council and the current arrangements are within the scale of 

representation. 

 

Summary of submissions received 

During the initial consultation period of the CGR, at least one submission was 

received stating that the current electoral arrangements were working well and 

therefore no changes are proposed.  

Draft recommendations 

It is recommended that there is no change to the current arrangements. 
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2.50 WHITMINSTER PARISH COUNCIL 

The Parish of Whitminster has an electorate of 693 and is currently represented by 

seven Councillors and has no Parish Wards.  

There is no significant elector growth predicted before 2023 within Whitminster 

Parish Council and the current arrangements are within the scale of representation. 

 

Summary of submissions received 

During the initial consultation period of the CGR, at least one submission was 

received stating that the current electoral arrangements were working well and 

therefore no changes are proposed.  

Draft recommendations 

It is recommended that there is no change to the current arrangements. 
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2.51 WOODCHESTER PARISH COUNCIL 

The Parish of Woodchester has an electorate of 970 and is currently represented by 

seven Councillors and has no Parish Wards.  

There is no significant elector growth predicted before 2023 within Woodchester 

Parish Council and the current arrangements are within the scale of representation. 

 

Summary of submissions received 

During the initial consultation period of the CGR, at least one submission was 

received stating that the current electoral arrangements were working well and 

therefore no changes are proposed 

  Draft recommendations 

It is recommended that there is no change to the current arrangements. 
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2.52 WOTTON-UNDER-EDGE TOWN COUNCIL 

The Town of Wotton-under-Edge has an electorate of 4585 and is currently 

represented by thirteen Councillors and has two Parish Wards. 

Current Wards No. Of Cllrs Electorate 

Wotton-under-Edge Ward 12 Councillors 4512 
Wotton-under-Edge South Ward 1 Councillor 73 

 

Electorate growth is expected in the Town and by 2023 the projected electorate is 

5087 and the current arrangements are within the scale of representation. 

 

Summary of submissions received 

The Town Council submission expressed a desire to abolish the warding 

arrangements put in place by the Local Government Boundary Commission as part 

of the District Ward review in 2016 and a resident commented that there should be 

no change to the current arrangements. 

Draft recommendations 

a. Please refer to 2.28 Kingswood Parish Council for a submission and 

recommendation affecting Wotton-under-Edge Town Council boundary 

with Kingswood Parish Council. This recommendation addresses the 

request made by Wotton-under-Edge Town Council to abolish the Parish 

Warding arrangements. 


