
  AGENDA ITEM NO: 8 
 
HAMBLETON DISTRICT COUNCIL 
 
Report To: Cabinet 
  17 July 2012 
 
Subject: ELECTORAL ARRANGEMENTS  

All Wards 
Scrutiny Committees 

Leader: Councillor N W Huxtable 
 
 
1.0 PURPOSE AND BACKGROUND:     
 
1.1 In January 2011 Council agreed in principle to request the Local Government Boundary 

Commission (LGBC) to undertake a review of electoral arrangements.  
 
1.2 In September 2011 Council agreed to set up a Working Group to advise on the Council’s 

submissions to LGBC.   
 
1.3 In February 2012 Council agreed to support a Council size of 28 Members as part of the 

Council’s submission to the LGBC.    
 
1.4 The LGBC has confirmed that it supports in principle a Council size of 28 Members and has 

sought views on Warding arrangements as part of the next stage of the review.   
 
1.5 This report recommends a proposed submission to Full Council on Warding arrangements.   
 
2.0 DECISION SOUGHT:    
 
2.1 To recommend to Council a proposal on Warding arrangements to be submitted to the 

LGBC.   
 
3.0 WARDING ARRANGEMENTS:   
 
3.1 The proposed Council size of 28 is used as the starting point to establish the average 

number of electors to be achieved across all Wards of the District.  The optimum number of 
electors per Councillor is devised from dividing the electorate by the number of Councillors 
on the Authority.   

 
3.2 It is not feasible to have the exact same number of electors per Councillor and still seek to 

meet other benefits such as co-terminosity of parish and County Division boundaries.  
However, the intention is to get as close as possible to this ratio throughout the District which 
will also include some projections on future growth.  The LGBC indicate that it will need 
strong justification to depart from this level of representation.   

 
3.3 The LGBC, when determining whether existing arrangements need to be reviewed, bases its 

decision on how many Wards have a discrepancy of plus or minus 10% of the average for 
the District as a whole.  It therefore seems reasonable to accept such a tolerance of +/- 10%.    

 
3.4 The other factors to be taken into account are “community identity” and “effective and 

convenient Local Government”.  The LGBC accepts that these are difficult to define.  
Community identity may be based on geographical or historical factors or may relate to the 



location of facilities as well as population/employment groupings.  When looking at effective 
and convenient Local Government, the effect of proposals on individual Councillors may be 
relevant (i.e., their ability to travel around a Ward or represent the number of parishes 
contained in the Ward). 

 
3.5 The Commission will seek to achieve as much co-terminosity as possible between County 

Divisions/District Wards and parish boundaries. Wards split into two geographically separate 
areas will not generally be supported.    

 
3.6 Finally, in considering single or multi-Member Wards the Commission will be looking at the 

benefits to electors rather than local political organisations. 
 
3.7 For a Council of 28 the tolerances referred to in paragraph 3.3 would mean the electorate 

would have to be within the following ranges: 
 

• 1 Member Ward – Electorate between 2,432 and 2,972 
• 2 Member Ward – Electorate between 4,864 and 5,944 
• 3 Member Ward – Electorate between 7,295 and 8,917  

 
 A proposal is shown on the Plan attached as an Annex to this report and has an associated 

schedule.  It has a combination of 1, 2 and 3 Member Wards which remain co-terminus with 
parish boundaries, but not County Divisions.  Proposed Ward 6 is outside the tolerances on 
six year projections. 

 
3.8 The Electoral Arrangements Working Group has recently considered a report on proposed 

Warding arrangements.  The Working Group accepted the proposals for Warding contained 
in the Annex.     

 
4.0 NEXT STEPS:   
 
4.1 The LGBC is seeking views on Warding arrangements from anyone in the community.  Its 

consultation period ends on 28 August0 2012.  It will then formulate its recommendations for 
the future electoral arrangements of the Council and these will be published in November, 
with a final opportunity for further representations before a final decision is made in 2013.    

 
5.0 RECOMMENDATIONS:   
 
5.1 That Council be recommended to support the Warding arrangements contained in the Annex 

to this report and that Officers be given delegated powers to include supporting evidence in 
the submission if appropriate.   
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