My initial comments to the Boundary Commission review process 7.2.2022, believed to be referenced
72628, were as follows:

I live in Little Comberton Civil Parish which traditionally fell within the EImley Castle & Somerville Ward. Bredon
Hill has nine principal satellite settlements which together form a strong cohesive socio-cultural unit which is
easy to represent. It makes no sense whatsoever to separate Little Comberton from Great Comberton and
therefore from the rest of the nine principal settlements around the periphery of Bredon Hill. Given that Little
Comberton falls within the Cotswold AONB and that Bredon Hill is single obvious topographic feature it is difficult
to countenance any reason why and how it might fall within a ward known as 'Fladbury' most of which has no
direct affinity with Bredon Hill.

My view is that the new Ward should be called Bredon Hill and should include Little Comberton a matter so
obvious that it is difficult to imagine why it has been overlooked. The new Bredon Hill ward should include the
settlements of Great Comberton, Little Comberton, Ashton-under-Hill, Kersoe Elmley Castle, Overbury, Bredon,
Bredon's Norton, Kemerton and Beckford.

The southern boundary of the proposed Fladbury Ward should be reviewed. The part of proposed Bredon Ward
that runs down almost to Tewkesbury seems somewhat problematic; further consideration may be required
here as to just how closely it would conform with a proposed Bredon Hill Ward; it might work.

If the Little Comberton problem is rationalised along the suggested lines it is difficult to see why more than one
Councillor would be required although he or she would clearly need to be capable.

On 28 June 2022 | received a second invitation from the Boundary Commission to comment on its
Further Draft proposals.

The area under consideration here is South West Wychavon covered on pp. 5-7 of the accompanying
26 page Boundary Commission report New electoral arrangements for Wychavon District Council
Further Draft Recommendations March 2022 (hereafter document 1).

An additional attachment is a 49 page report entitled Electoral reviews Technical guidance April 2014
(hereafter document 2).

A key feature of the output was an interactive map showing the ‘Further draft boundary designations’

(Fig.1).
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Fig. 1. Boundary Commission ‘Further proposals’ original ward rhab South west Wychavon received 28 June
2022.



It is difficult to make any cohesive geopolitical sense of Fig.1; it resembles a cartographic accident. In
discussing south west Wychavon in its document 1 (vide supra) the Commission places great, and one
may be tempted to argue, undue emphasis on ‘electoral representativeness’ ward by ward, yet the
Commission’s document 2 (vide supra) makes the following quite clear observations, viz.

“4.35 However, in practice we do not see reviews resulting in wards of mathematically equal size. This is because
the approach to electoral equality must be tempered by other considerations which generally reflect the
particular characteristics of an area under review, and its communities. This recognises that council members
represent individual electors and collective communities.

4.36 We will therefore look for some rationale explaining why, in community or other terms, a particular pattern
or set of boundaries is being proposed. We will take account of geographic considerations if they impede our
ability to achieve good levels of representation in a certain area, although the presence of barriers to movement
such as rivers with no crossing points or other strong geographical features are likely to be reflected in patterns
of community identity and interaction and so taken into account for those reasons.

4.37 Community identity and interest is harder to define than electoral equality for which there is a simple
mathematical test. Often, it cannot easily be measured, and can mean different things to different people. It is
essential, therefore, that those taking part in a review who make a case on the basis of community identities
and interests can explain to us exactly what the community is and, more importantly, what defines it and marks
it out as distinct from others.

In my initial observations (page 1 here) | attempted to emphasise the homogeneity of the traditional
settlements fringing Bredon Hill. Whilst accepting that the spatial scaling may have been a touch
optimistic, Fig. 1 suggests that Commission has here accorded limited focus to the content of its
technical guidance (document 2) abstracted here above. Document 1 places (?undue) weight on the
observations of individual parish councils which has certain limitations given that the ‘Further ward
boundary proposals’ (of the Commission) straddle multiple parishes. My approach here is much more
holistic, although | accept that this can generate attendant consequential issues.

Key identifiable issues are:

1. Nomenclatural. There is a proposed south Bredon Hill ward and a Bredon ward. Where therefore
is the North Bredon Hill ward, the designation of which may have permitted a clear simplification of
these evident socio-geographic and physiographic anomalies? | have indicated in Fig. 2 (below) how
this matter might be tidied up with attendant ‘tweaking’ here and there.

2. Socio-geographic. As | endeavoured to explain previously, Bredon Hill is a clearly circumscribed
island of land with nine principal satellite settlements intimately connected to it: Bredon, Bredon’s
Norton, Great Comberton, Little Comberton, Elmley Castle, Ashton-under-Hill, Beckford, Conderton,
Overbury and Kemerton. Figure 2 may provide a mechanism whereby the Commission’s overall
objectives (vide p. 2 here) could be integrated, given improved credence and more to the point much
greater clarity of purpose.
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Fig. 2. My further pfoposals. All more northern Bredon Hill settlements containéd with a North Bredon Hill Ward
and all more southern Bredon Hill settlements contained with a South Bredon Hill Ward defined in red. Retained
ward names circled in green.
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It is a point of interest that the proposed Broadway Ward (Figs 1, 2) appears, in relation to the criteria
mentioned here by me, and in contrast to the Bredon Hill problem, to work well. The settlement has
a significance of its own and although more nucleated in the past, remains geographically reasonably
well circumscribed.





