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From: Walsh, Simon <simon.walsh@gravesham.gov.uk>
Sent: 28 July 2021 15:11
To: reviews
Cc: Nizinskyj, Paul; Batstone, Michelle
Subject: GRAVESHAM - Draft Warding Consultation Submission from Gravesham Borough 

Council
Attachments: GBC Ward Arrangements FINAL Submission - July 2021.pdf; 

download_file_boundary_geojson.json

Dear Sir/Madam 
 
Please find attached a warding consultation submission from Gravesham Borough Council and a geojson 
file with the ward boundaries contained within. 
 
Please could I ask that you acknowledge receipt and if you have any further questions please feel free to 
contact me. 
 
Kind Regards 
 
Simon Walsh 
Service Manager (Communities) 
Gravesham Borough Council 

 
Email: simon.walsh@gravesham.gov.uk 
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INTRODUCTION 

The Local Government Boundary Commission identified Gravesham Borough Council as a 
local authority that requires a review of its electoral arrangements for two key reasons.  The 
first is that it had been almost twenty years since the council had its last review in 2001. 
Secondly, there was an evident level of electoral imbalance across the borough which 
breaches the acceptable ‘levels of equality’ endorsed by the Local Government Boundary 
Commission. 

The review commenced earlier in 2021 and as part of the first stage of the review, a 
proposal was provided to the Commission in May 2021, seeking a reduction in the number of 
Borough Councillors from 44 to 39, a reduction of five (11.4%) elected representatives.  The 
Commission were minded to recommend this reduction and moved to the second stage of 
the process; to determine revised warding arrangements for the borough, based upon 39 
councillors representing the borough. 

This document sets out the council’s submission for a revised warding pattern for the 
borough of Gravesham, giving due consideration to the three main criteria set by the 
Commission in determining warding arrangements: 

1. Delivering electoral equality for local voters 

2. Reflecting the interests and identities of local communities 

3. Promoting effective and convenient local government 

It is felt that the attached proposal meets the criteria as set by the Commission.   

Initial proposals were considered at a Member Cross-party Working Group consisting of the 
Leader’s of the three political groups in Gravesham, and additional suggestions to the 
warding patterns were received.  These were duly considered by officers to ensure they met 
the requirements of the Commission and were technically sound.  Whilst some proposed 
amendments were accepted by the Cross-party working group on the basis of this analysis, 
others were recommended for refusal.  As a result of the analysis undertaken, the Leader of 
the Conservative group did not feel able to fully support the proposals being put forward and 
withdrew from further discussions. 

 
The attached proposals are supported by the Leader of the Labour Group and the Leader of 
the Independent Group.  It is understood that it is the intention of the opposition group to 
submit their own proposals. 

 

    

Councillor John Burden   Councillor Harold Craske 

        Leader of the Council           Leader of the  
       Independent Group 
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Submission 

The council’s proposed warding arrangements, building upon the recommendation in the first 
phase of the review to reduce to 39 councillors, are set out over the remaining pages of this 
pack. Consideration has been given to all of the available information and it is considered 
that the final warding arrangements set out in this submission, best meet the requirements of 
the Commission as well as the future needs for the borough of Gravesham. 
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MAP OF THE PROPOSED WARDING ARRANGEMENTS FOR GRAVESHAM 

 

















 

14 

NORTHFLEET 

   

 

 























 

 

Footnote on data 

The submission made was modelled using commercially available software which required 
the electorate forecast to 2027 – this was forecast using the current electorate in addition to 
the expected growth between now and then.  

It is inevitable and expected that there will be small differences between the published 
dataset for this exercise and the modelled data in this submission. These differences can 
attributed to timings of the data extracts, expected changes in current electorate and the way 
that new development data has been clustered by geographical location.     




