
Appendix 2 

Ward Boundaries Narrative for Submission to LGBCE 

Barming Heath and Teston – 2 Members – 6,544 (+7%) 

The significant proportion of the population of Barming is in the East of the parish area and links in 

with the urban area as an extension of it.  The rural elements of Barming Parish do not have enough 

electorate to be warded and form a link to Teston, with the A26 being a physical link between the 

two communities. The boundaries are dictated by the borough boundary to the North and West, the 

parish boundary to the South and the strong identities of the urban area to the East where Fant is a 

recognised area of Maidstone. 

Fant and Oakwood – 3 Members – 8,787 (-4%) 

Fant and Oakwood are areas with strong identities either side of the A26.  In the West the boundary 

has been drawn up to and including Fant Farm in the rural area, as well as recognising the parts of 

the urban area that identify as Fant rather than Barming.  The Southern/Western boundary is the 

river and to the North the boundary has been drawn around the Oakwood Park area south of the 

communities that identify more with the A20 area. 

Palace Wood – 2 Members – 6,345 (+4%) 

Palace Wood is centred around the Palace Wood estate area to the West of the Borough and South 

of the A20. 

Allington – 1 Member – 3,282 (+8%) 

The area of Allington has a strong identity in Maidstone and goes out to the North to the river taking 

in Allington Castle.  

Bridge – 1 Member – 3,178 (+4%) 

The Bridge Ward covers the area around the A20 with an identity more towards the Town Centre 

than those to the west and abuts up against the strong river boundary. 

Ringlestone – 1 Member – 3,297 (+8%) 

The Ringlestone estate has seen a lot of electoral growth recently and has sufficient numbers to be 

its own discreet ward with two very strong boundaries of the river to the West and the A229 (dual 

carriage way), Royal Engineers Way to the East. 

Penenden Heath – 3 Members – 8,680 (-5%) 

Penenden Heath is a recognised historic area of Maidstone.  It has a strong western boundary in the 

A229, the M20 to the North and the A249 to the East.  The Southern boundary has been drawn 

along the existing polling district line of Union Street.  This ensures electoral equality whilst using a 

road that is a more significant road than others off of Week Street as it connects out of town and 

into the main road system. 

Grove Green and Vinters Park – 3 Members – 8,347 (-9%) 

Grove Green and Vinters Park share a commonality of being areas that have similar proximities to 

the Town Centre, and access to the out of town retail to the north.  The ward is centred around the 

school complex and green space.  Consideration was given to splitting these areas into two distinct 

wards as both Grove Green and Vinters Park have their own strong sense of identity.  However, this 

was would both create an incongruous shaped ward and not be within tolerance on electoral 
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equality.  Mote Park to the south serves many parts of Maidstone as such a large park in an urban 

area, but has been included in this ward for reasons of electoral equality.   

Central Maidstone – 3 Members – 8,488 (-7%) 

Central Maidstone Ward covers the Town Centre of Maidstone and dense residential areas of a 

similar nature around the town centre.  The boundaries have been set as the river to the west, Union 

Street to the north (see Penenden Heath), Tovil and Armstrong Road to the south (allowing for South 

Park to be included in a single ward) and the distinct area of Shepway.   

Tovil and North Loose – 3 Members – 9,619 (+5%) 

Tovil is a Parished area with a strong and recognisable identity in Maidstone and is linked with North 

Loose, a defined neighbourhood plan area with an active neighbourhood forum.  There are links 

between Tovil and Loose via Cave Hill and Stockett Lane to Loose Valley.  The southern boundary of 

North Loose has been extended to encompass the urban growth in Loose Parish as the development 

there currently bridges the ward line.  The boundary line has been drawn specifically to include an 

area of future development to the south-eastern corner of the Loose urban extension.   South Park 

has been included north of Armstrong Road on the Northern boundary too in order to aid with 

convenient and effective local government. 

Bearsted and North Madginford – 2 Members – 6,643 (+9%) 

The parished area of Bearsted to the east of Maidstone is a clear and strong area of identity centred 

around the A20.  This ward covers the whole of the identified area of Bearsted and the older part of 

Madginford.  To the north the parts of Thurnham parish that identify and share issues with Bearsted 

have been brought into Bearsted. The boundary line has been drawn along the parish boundary 

where possible, but to the south the boundary uses the roads that best identify Bearsted from the 

Madginford area.  The boundary drawn along Egremont road has been used because the properties 

to the north are distinct from the south of the road being built in the 60s with those south of the line 

built much later. 

Downswood – 1 Member – 2,942 (-3%) 

This ward takes in the communities of South Madginford, Downswood and significant planned 

growth (some 600 properties) to the west of Church Road which will form linkages to Downswood 

rather than Otham village.   The build out rates for the Church Road development are planned to 

have more than 65 dwellings built by May 2024 allowing it to be parish warded.   

Shepway – 3 Members – 8980 (-2%) 

Shepway is a distinct area of Maidstone.  Historically it has been split into North and South, and 

West and East, but this proposed ward recognises the area in its entirety.  The boundaries are clear, 

with the eastern boundary drawn to recognise the discreet area of Senacre along the Sutton Road. 

Senacre – 1 Member – 3,264 (+7%) 

There is extensive new development coming in along the Sutton Road to the southeast of 

Maidstone.  The Senacre Ward consists of the Senacre estate as a recognised area to the north of 

Sutton Road and the extensive further development, some already built, but with more to come by 

2027 along the Sutton Road.  This includes several parts of the southern boundary of Otham.  The 

Sutton Road forms the southern boundary, with the eastern boundary set at the extent of the 

development of the Urban area. 



Appendix 2 

Park Wood – 2 Members – 6,452 (+6%) 

The existing Park Wood ward is the area with the most electoral variance.  Consideration was given 

to creating a three Member ward but the Council feels very strongly that Park Wood is not one 

homogenous community but has a distinct identity to the east of the industrial park with the new 

Langley Park development (that sits within Boughton Monchelsea parish).  This ward recognises the 

existing elements that identify as Park Wood to the west of the industrial park. 

Langley – 1 Member – 3,205 (+5%) 

The land to the east of the industrial park south of Sutton Road, along with further development to 

come, along the south of Sutton Road extending that built up environment further into Langley.  This 

is proposed as it recognises the distinction with that community from Park Wood and its Langley 

oriented growth. 

Boxley Downs – 2 Members – 6,270 (+3%) 

The Council’s ward proposal seeks to recognise the rural nature of wards where possible and to 

minimise the crossing of the M20/A20.  Boxley Downs is suggested as a Ward which covers the rural 

parts of Boxley Parish (the urban part is in Grove Green and Vinters Park) and combines them with 

communities linked by the A249 heading north and on the North Downs.  As an area of outstanding 

natural beauty the population here is sparse creating a large geographical area, but not one that can 

be split given the electorate size of Boxley Parish. 

Harrietsham, Lenham and Hollingbourne – 2 Members – 6,790 (+11%) 

To the northeast of the rural area Harrietsham, Lenham and Hollingbourne have been combined 

along with the North Eastern part of the Downs.  Again the geographical extent of this ward is in part 

due to the sparsely populated downs.  However, this ward is slightly above the tolerance for 

electoral equality.  Whilst this is not desirable the ward cannot be split without worsening electoral 

equality and it is necessary to include all the communities on the Downs.  In order to keep electoral 

equality within reason the southern part of Lenham parish has been split and is part of Headcorn 

ward.  This split is a difficult boundary in the sense that it clearly cuts close to Lenham.  It is proposed 

to minimise the impact on electoral integrity and because the railway line forms an easily 

recognisable boundary.  There are developments going in to the south of the railway line as part of 

Lenham which are not built out yet.  It is recognised that this is not ideal but the boundary does not 

split off existing electors in those properties. 

Headcorn – 2 Members – 5,713 (-6%) 

Headcorn is too large in its own right to be a single member ward and it is therefore necessary to 

look further afield to achieve the necessary electorate.  In the interests of creating a manageable 

ward the approach has been to try to keep it geographically sensible and it covers the eastern part 

of the Borough.  Hawkenbury to the west has formed part of the Suttons ward for purposes of 

electoral equality.  The northern boundary has been discussed under Harrietsham, Lenham and 

Hollingbourne ward. 

The Suttons – 1 Member - 2,640 (-13%) 

The parishes of Chart Sutton, Sutton Valence, and East Sutton have been combined along with the 

small Hawkenbury community to create a small ward.  There is very little growth expected in this 

part of the Borough and the variance on this ward is slightly outside of tolerance (-13.3%).  However, 

this ward delivers a good size and shape, and its location within the Borough means that issues of a 
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similar nature will be raised.  Convenient and effective local government therefore supports the 

slightly smaller size. 

Otham, Leeds and Kingswood – 1 Member – 2,876 (-6%) 

Otham, Leeds and Broomfield and Kingswood are linked by virtue of their rural nature (Otham’s 

more urban parts have been included in urban wards) and their location within the centre of 

Maidstone Borough.  The resulting electoral figure is well within tolerance. 

Boughton Monchelsea and Loose – 1 Member – 3,051 (0%) 

There is a strong connection between Loose and Boughton Monchelsea in terms of the nature of the 

communities, issues they face and shared travel connections.   

Coxheath and Farleigh – 2 Members – 6,251 (+3%) 

Coxheath is a significant urban area in the countryside which is too large on its own for a single 

member ward.  It has been combined with West and East Farleigh to create a convenient ward to 

the southwest of Maidstone that achieves good electoral equality. 

Marden and Yalding – 3 Members – 8,920 (-2%) 

Consideration has been given as to whether to split Marden and Yalding into a single member ward 

consisting of Yalding and Nettlestead, and a two member ward of Marden, Collier Street, Hunton 

and Linton.  Electoral equality can be achieved in either configuration.  However, the Council has 

strong views that Hunton shares more with Yalding than Marden and the split would not allow for 

that.  A three member ward is therefore proposed. 

Staplehurst – 2 Members – 5,972 (-2%) 

The proposed ward of Staplehurst uses the existing parish of Staplehurst and achieves electoral 

equality.  
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