
 
ELECTIONS PANEL 27TH AUGUST 2008 
 
 

REVIEW OF PARISH ARRANGEMENTS IN HUNTINGDONSHIRE 
(Report by the Head of Administration) 

 
 

1. INTRODUCTION 
 
1.1 The purpose of this report is to provide the Panel with an update on 

various matters concerning the Review of Parish Arrangements in 
Huntingdonshire. 

 
2. BACKGROUND 
 
2.1 Following completion of the Review, the Panel at its meeting on 20th 

November 2007, made a series of recommendations to the Council 
regarding: 

 

• the adoption of a new scale of Parish Council representation; 

• changes to Parish and electoral arrangements for the Council to 
implement by order (see Appendix A); 

• inviting Buckden and Diddington to group under a common Parish 
Council; and  

• changes to Parish boundaries and electoral arrangements for 
submission to the Secretary of State and the Electoral 
Commission (see Appendix B). 

 
3. RECOMMENDATIONS TO BE IMPLEMENTED BY THE COUNCIL 

BY ORDER 
 
3.1 The final recommendations for changes to Parish electoral 

arrangements for implementation by the Council by Order (Appendix 
A) were approved by the Council at its meeting on 20th February 
2008.  The necessary Orders have been made, which -  

 
 (a) decrease the membership of Catworth Parish Council from 9 to 

7 councillors with effect from 5th May 2011; 
 
 (b) decrease the membership of Tilbrook Parish Council from 7 to 5 

councillors with effect from 5th May 2011; 
 
 (c) increase the membership of Godmanchester Town Council 

from 15 to 17 councillors with effect from 1st May 2008; 
 
 (d) decrease the membership of Holme Parish Council from 9 to 7 

councillors with effect from 5th May 2011; 
 
 (e) decrease the membership of Upwood and The Raveleys Parish 

Council from 11 to 9 councillors with effect from 5th May 2011; 
 
 (f) decrease the membership of Elton Parish Council from 11 to 9 

councillors with effect from 6th May 2010; 
 
 (g) increase the membership of Yaxley Parish Council from 13 to 

17 councillors with effect from 5th May 2011; 
 



 (h) decrease the membership of Great and Little Gidding Parish 
Council from 8 to 7 councillors with effect from 1st May 2008; 

 
 (i) decrease the membership of Great Staughton Parish Council 

from 11 to 9 councillors with effect from 5th May 2011; and 
 
 (j) group the parishes of Offord Cluny and Offord D'Arcy under the 

common parish council of Offord Cluny and Offord D'Arcy 
Parish Council consisting of 11 councillors with effect from 1st 
May 2008. 

 
3.2 Copies of the Orders have been sent to the Parish Councils affected 

and to various other bodies prescribed in legislation. 
 
4. RECOMMENDATIONS TO THE SECRETARY OF STATE AND 

PROPOSALS TO ELECTORAL COMMISSION 
 
4.1 At the time the Review was completed the Council did not have the 

powers (under the Local Government and Rating Act 1997) to 
implement those matters referred to in Appendix B.  Instead these 
had to be submitted to the Secretary of State and the Electoral 
Commission to consider and act upon. 

 
4.2 The Local Government and Public Involvement in Health Act 2007 

changed the legislation for matters such as the creation of new 
parishes with effect from 13th February 2008.  Chapter 3 of Part 4 of 
the 2007 Act devolves responsibility for taking decisions about such 
matters from the Secretary of State to principal councils.  Transitional 
arrangements have been devised to deal with recommendations 
submitted prior to the 2007 Act coming into force.  As a result the 
Council was consulted on whether it wished the Secretary of State to 
implement its recommendations or undertake this work itself.  
Following consultation with the Chairman of the Panel, the Secretary 
of State was requested to implement the changes.  The Department 
of Communities and Local Government has indicated that this 
process will be completed by the end of 2008.  The Panel may wish 
to consider whether it wishes to take any action to publicise this fact 
in advance of the formal procedures commencing.  The latter will 
include formal consultation with interested parties. 

 
4.3 Decisions about whether to give effect to any related proposals for 

the alteration of District, Ward or County division boundaries will 
continue to be for the Electoral Commission to take.  In addition, the 
Council will be responsible for taking other consequential actions, 
such as making orders to specify the number of councillors a new 
parish council has. 

 
5. PROPOSALS TO THE ELECTORAL COMMISSION ON 

CONSEQUENTIAL ELECTORAL ARRANGEMENTS 
 
5.1 Where changes to ward or division boundaries are significant the 

Commission may decide to embark upon a District or County Review.  
Some of the changes resulting from the Parish Review were 
anticipated however when the previous District and County reviews 
were undertaken in Huntingdonshire.  Initial examination of the 
current recommendations therefore indicated that few consequential 
alterations will be required. 

 



6. CONCLUSION 
 
6.1 The Panel concluded its Review of Parish arrangements in 

Huntingdonshire some time ago.  Those recommendations that the 
Council is able to implement have been given effect to.  The 
remaining recommendations and proposals have been submitted to 
the Secretary of State and these are being pursued. 

 
7. RECOMMENDATION 
 
 It is 
 
  RECOMMENDED 
 

(1) that the contents of the report be noted; and 
 
(2) that the Panel consider whether any action needs to be 

taken before the Secretary of State commences the 
formal procedures for implementing the Council’s 
recommendations. 
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APPENDIX A 
 
 

FINAL RECOMMENDATIONS FOR CHANGES TO PARISH 
ELECTORAL ARRANGEMENTS FOR IMPLEMENTATION BY THE 
COUNCIL BY ORDER 
 

1. Parish Affected 
 
 Catworth 
 
a) Draft Proposal 
  
 Decrease the membership of Catworth Parish Council from 9 to 7 

councillors in accordance with the new scale of parish council 
representation. 

 
b) Representations Received 
 
 Catworth Parish Council expressed concern with the proposal and 

requested that the status quo be maintained. 
 
c) Final Recommendations 
 
 Decrease the membership of Catworth Parish Council from 9 to 7 

councillors which is in accordance with the new scale of parish council 
representation, whilst allowing some flexibility to plus 2 councillors 
within the new band that the parish lies according to their electorate. 

 
d) Reasons 
 
 To be consistent with other parishes and in accordance with the new 

scale of parish council representation. 
 

2. Parish Affected 
 
 Tilbrook 
 
a) Representations Received 
 
 Tilbrook Parish Council expressed support for a reduction in 

councillors from 7 to 5. This did not form part of the draft proposals.   
 
b) Final Recommendations 
 
 Decrease the membership of Tilbrook Parish Council from 7 to 5 

councillors which is in accordance with the new scale of parish council 
representation. 

 
c) Reasons 
 
 To meet the wishes of the parish council, to be consistent with other 

parishes and in accordance with the new scale of parish council 
representation. 



3. Parish Affected 
 
 Godmanchester  
 
a) Draft Proposal 
 
 Increase the membership of Godmanchester Town Council from 15 to 

17 councillors. 
 
b) Representations Received 
 
 Godmanchester Town Council supported the proposal for an increase 

in membership. 
 
c) Final Recommendations 
 
 Increase the membership of Godmanchester Town Council from 15 to 

17 councillors which is in accordance with the new scale of parish 
council representation. 

 
d) Reasons 
 
 To meet the wishes of the parish council, to be consistent with other 

parishes and in accordance with the new scale of parish council 
representation. To reflect the predicted electorate growth as a result of 
forecast dwelling completions.   
 

4. Parish Affected 
 
 Holme 
 
a) Draft Proposal 
 
 Decrease the membership of Holme Parish Council from 9 to 7 

councillors in accordance with the new scale of parish council 
representation. 

 
b) Representations Received 
 
 Holme Parish Council objected to the proposal and indicated their 

preference to remain as they are. 
 
c) Final Recommendations 
 
 Decrease the membership of Holme Parish Council from 9 to 7 

councillors which is in accordance with the new scale of parish council 
representation, whilst allowing some flexibility to plus 2 councillors 
within the new band. 

 
d) Reasons 
 
 To be consistent with other parishes and in accordance with the new 

scale of parish council representation. 



5. Parish Affected 
 

Upwood and The Raveleys 
 
a) Draft Proposal 
 
 Reduce the membership of Upwood and The Raveleys Parish Council 

from 11 to 9 councillors. 
 
b) Representations Received 
 
 Upwood and The Raveleys Parish Council objected to the proposed 

reduction in members.  This view was supported by the Ward 
Councillor for Upwood and The Raveleys. 

  
c) Final Recommendations 
 
 Decrease the membership of Upwood and The Raveleys Parish 

Council from 11 to 9 councillors which is in accordance with the new 
scale of parish council representation, whilst allowing some flexibility to 
plus 2 councillors within the new band. 

 
d) Reasons 
 
 To be consistent with other parishes and in accordance with the new 

scale of parish council representation, whilst allowing some flexibility to 
plus or minus 2 councillors with the new band. 
 

6. Parish Affected  
 
 Elton 
 
a) Draft Proposal 
 
 Decrease the membership of Elton Parish Council from 11 to 9 

councillors. 
 
b) Representations Received 
 
 No representations were made in respect of these proposals. 
 
c) Final Recommendations 
 
 Decrease the membership of Elton Parish Council from 11 to 9 

councillors which is in accordance with the new scale of parish council 
representation, whilst allowing some flexibility to plus 2 councillors 
within the new band. 

 
d) Reasons 
 
 To be consistent with other parishes and in accordance with the new 

scale of parish council representation. 
 



7. Parish Affected  
 
 Great Staughton 
 
a) Draft Proposal 
 
 Decrease the membership of Great Staughton Parish Council from 11 

to 9 councillors.  
b) Representations Received 
 
 No representations were made in respect of these proposals. 
 
c) Final Recommendations 
 
 Decrease the membership of Great Staughton Parish Council from 11 

to 9 councillors which is in accordance with the new scale of parish 
council representation, whilst allowing some flexibility to plus 2 
councillors within the new band. 

 
d) Reasons 
 
 To be consistent with other parishes and in accordance with the new 

scale of parish council representation. 
  
8. Parish Affected  
 
 Yaxley 
 
a) Draft Proposal 
 
 Increase the membership of Yaxley Parish Council from 13 to 17 

councillors. 
 
b) Representations Received 
 
 No representations were made in respect of these proposals. 
 
c) Final Recommendations 
 
 Increase the membership of Yaxley Parish Council from 13 to 17 

councillors which is in accordance with the new scale of parish council 
representation. 

 
d) Reasons 
 
 To be consistent with other parishes and in accordance with the new 

scale of parish council representation. 
 
9. Parishes Affected 
 
 Buckden  
 Diddington 
 Southoe and Midloe 
 
a) Draft Proposal 
 
 Amalgamate Diddington Parish Meeting with Southoe and Midloe 

Parish Council consisting of 7 councillors. 



b) Representations Received 
 
 The Ward Councillor for Buckden has suggested that Diddington would 

prefer to group with Buckden and not Southoe and Midloe, thereby 
retaining their own identity as a parish.  If this could not happen then 
Diddington Parish Meeting would prefer to remain as a separate entity. 
Diddington Parish Meeting has concurred with the Ward Councillors 
views.  

c) Final Recommendations 
 
 Group Diddington parish with Buckden parish to form a new parish 

council of Buckden consisting of 15 councillors, of whom 14 shall be 
elected to represent the parish of Buckden and 1 shall be elected to 
represent the parish of Diddington.  This is subject to the consent of 
the parish meeting of each of the parishes. 

 
d) Reasons 
 
 To meet the views of the parishes involved and to provide the electors 

of the area with more effective local government in that the parish to 
which the other parish will be amalgamated with has a more active and 
vibrant parish council. 

 
10. Parish Affected  
 
 Great and Little Gidding 
 
a) Draft Proposal 
 
 Decrease the membership of Great and Little Gidding Parish Council 

from 8 to 7 councillors.  
 
b) Representations Received 
 
 Representations were made by Great and Little Gidding Parish Council 

in respect of the proposals for amalgamation and they indicated that 
they would prefer to remain with 8 members. Further consultation 
indicated their acceptance to a decrease in membership. 

 
c) Final Recommendations 
 
 Decrease the membership of Great and Little Gidding Parish Council 

from 8 to 7 councillors which is in accordance with the new scale of 
parish council representation, whilst allowing some flexibility to plus 2 
councillors within the new band. 

 
d) Reasons 
 
 To be consistent with other parishes and in accordance with the new 

scale of parish council representation. 



 



APPENDIX B 
 
 
FINAL RECOMMENDATIONS TO THE SECRETARY OF STATE ON 
THE REVIEW OF PARISH ARRANGEMENTS AND FINAL 
PROPOSALS TO THE ELECTORAL COMMISSION ON 
CONSEQUENTIAL ELECTORAL ARRANGEMENTS 

 
1. Parishes Affected 
 

Abbotsley 
Spinney Ward of Eynesbury Hardwicke  
Part of St Neots Rural 
 

a) Draft Proposal 
 
 Amalgamate the Spinney Ward of Eynesbury Hardwicke parish, the 

remaining part of St Neots Rural parish following proposed 
amendments to the St Neots area and Abbotsley parish to form a new 
parish of Abbotsley and Hardwicke consisting of 7 councillors. 

 
b) Representations Received 
 
 Abbotsley Parish Council accepted the concept in principle, with some 

reservations.  They would prefer to retain the existing name of 
Abbotsley Parish Council and were concerned that the 7 councillors 
would not be sufficient to cover the extended area. Eynesbury 
Hardwicke Parish Council also raised no objections to the proposals.  
A resident of St Neots Rural supported the proposal to merge with 
Abbotsley.  St Neots and District Liberal Democrats submitted an 
alternative proposal for this area which was considered and discounted 
by Members at an earlier stage of the consultation process. 

 
 As the suggested number of councillors is in accordance with the 

proposed new scale of parish council representation, whilst allowing 
some flexibility to plus or minus 2 councillors within the new band, and 
the proposals for amalgamation do not result in a large increase of 
electors, only 332 to 430, there is no justification to increase the 
number of councillors. 

 
c) Final Recommendations 
 
 That the Spinney Ward of Eynesbury Hardwicke parish, the remaining 

part of St Neots Rural parish (see proposals for St Neots – paragraph 
9) and Abbotsley parish be amalgamated to form an expanded parish 
of Abbotsley as shown on map 16.  

 
d) Reasons 
 
 To provide the electors of the area with more effective local 

government in that the parish to which the other parishes will be 
amalgamated with has a more active and vibrant parish council. 

 
e) Final Proposed Consequential Electoral Arrangements 
 
 That as a result of the amalgamation of Eynesbury Hardwicke parish, 

the remaining part of St Neots Rural parish and Abbotsley, the number 
of councillors of the expanded parish of Abbotsley will consist of 7.  



2. Parishes Affected 
 

Abbots Ripton 
Alconbury 
The Stukeleys 

 
a) Draft Proposal 
 
 Amend various boundaries affecting the parishes of Abbots Ripton, 

Alconbury and The Stukeleys. 
 
b) Representations Received 
 
 Alconbury Parish Council was not in favour of the proposed changes.  

Abbots Ripton Parish Council have suggested moving Bevills Wood 
into their parish from Woodwalton parish.  The Stukeleys have 
expressed their support for the proposed boundary changes, with the 
exception of the part of Abbots Ripton parish. 

 
 It is illogical to leave the airfield split between two parishes and 

Alconbury Parish Council would continue to be consulted on major 
applications despite their concerns. 

 
c) Final Recommendations 
 
 Transfer shaded areas A from Abbots Ripton parish to The Stukeleys 

parish, B from Alconbury parish to the Stukeleys parish, C from Abbots 
Ripton parish to The Stukeleys parish and D from Woodwalton parish 
to Abbots Ripton parish as shown on Map 1.   

 
d) Reasons 
 
 This transfer does not involve any properties, but aligns the parish 

boundaries more clearly with a geographical feature as the new 
boundary would follow the road and avoid the splitting of the airfield 
which potentially could be subject to development in the future. 

 
e) Related Alterations to District Ward, County Division and 

Parliamentary Constituency Boundaries 
 
 Transfer shaded area A and C from Upwood and The Raveleys Ward 

to Alconbury and The Stukeleys Ward, Warboys and Upwood Division 
to Huntingdon Division and North West Cambridgeshire Constituency 
to Huntingdon Constituency. 

 
3. Parishes Affected 
 
 Bury 
 Ramsey 
 
a) Draft Proposal 
  
 Following the publication of draft proposals for changes to parish 

boundaries in Bury and Ramsey extensive representations were 
received and as a result alternative proposals were formulated. It is not 
possible to retain the existing boundary in its current location as it cuts 
directly through properties. 

 



b) Representations Received 
 
 A large majority of residents in the affected areas wished to remain in 

Bury. Bury Parish Council submitted an alternative proposal, but 
supported proposal A if this was not achievable.  They also objected to 
the old Bury Industrial Estate, Signal Road becoming part of Ramsey 
which formed part of the Ramsey Town Council submission. Ramsey 
Town Council rejected the alternative proposal. 

 
c) Final Recommendations 
 
 That the boundary between Ramsey and Bury be re-drawn in 

accordance with Option B and transfer shaded area A from Bury parish 
to Ramsey parish and B from Ramsey parish to Bury parish as shown 
on map 11. It is also suggested that the Panel support the realigning of 
the boundary affecting the properties to the rear of Fairfield Drive, 
Ramsey rather than cutting directly through properties. 

 
d) Reasons 
 
 To provide a clearly defined boundary between the two parishes as the 

current boundary cuts directly through properties and is not easily 
identifiable. This option affects the least number of properties and the 
new boundary is as close as possible to the existing boundary to 
reflect the concerns of the residents. 

 
e) Related Alterations to District Ward, County Division and 

Parliamentary Constituency Boundaries 
 
 Transfer shaded area A from Warboys and Bury Ward to Ramsey 

Ward and from Warboys and Upwood Division to Ramsey Division. 
 
 Transfer shaded area B from Ramsey Ward to Warboys and Bury 

Ward and from Ramsey Division to Warboys and Upwood Division. 
 
4. Parishes Affected 
 
 Chesterton 
 Haddon 
 Elton 
 
a) Draft Proposal  
 
 Amalgamate Chesterton Parish Meeting and Haddon Parish Meeting 

with Elton Parish Council. The membership would be reduced from 11 
to 9 councillors. 

 
b) Representations Received 
  
 Chesterton Parish Meeting have requested that no change be made to 

their existing arrangements. No response was received from Haddon 
Parish Meeting or Elton Parish Council. 

 
c) Final Recommendations 
 
 Amalgamate Elton Parish Council with Haddon Parish Meeting to form 

a new parish of Elton consisting of 9 councillors. This is in accordance 



with the proposed new scale of parish council representation, whilst 
allowing some flexibility to plus 2 councillors within the new band.   

 
d) Reasons 
 
 To provide the electors of the area with more effective local 

government in that the parish to which the other parish will be 
amalgamated with has a more active and vibrant parish council and to 
be consistent with other parishes and in accordance with the new scale 
of parish council representation. 

 
5. Parishes Affected  
 
 Fenstanton 
 St Ives 
 
a) Draft Proposal 
 
 Amend the boundaries between the parishes of Fenstanton and St 

Ives.  This would result in a reduction of membership of Fenstanton 
Parish Council from 15 to 13 councillors. 

 
b) Representations Received 
 
 Fenstanton Parish Council rejected the proposal and requested that 

the boundaries remain unchanged. Residents in Greenfields, 
Maytrees, Elizabeth Court, London Road and Bridge Terrace also 
objected to the proposals.  The former Ward Councillor for Fenstanton 
found no support for the proposals.  St Ives Town Council disagreed 
with the proposals, but suggested alternative arrangements. 

 
c) Final Recommendations 
 
 Amend the southern boundary of St Ives South to follow the Low Road 

up to the junction with London Road and transfer the shaded area as 
shown on map 3 from Fenstanton parish to St Ives South to reflect the 
comments from the interested parties. 

 
d) Reasons 
 
 To provide a clearly defined boundary between the two parishes as the 

current boundary cuts directly through properties in Enderby’s Wharf 
and is not easily identifiable and the properties to transfer have a 
clearer affinity of interest with St Ives as they are quite detached from 
Fenstanton. 

 
e) Final Proposed Consequential Electoral Arrangements 
 
 That as a result of the amendment of boundaries and transfer of 

properties between Fenstanton and St Ives, the number of councillors 
of Fenstanton parish will reduce from 15 to 13. This is in accordance 
with the new scale of parish council representation. 

 
f) Related Alterations to District Ward, County Division and 

Parliamentary Constituency Boundaries 
 
 Transfer shaded area from Fenstanton Ward to St Ives South Ward 

and from The Hemingfords and Fenstanton Division to St Ives Division. 



6. Parishes Affected 
 
 Hamerton 
 Winwick 
 Steeple Gidding 
 Great and Little Gidding 
 
a) Draft Proposal 
 
 Amalgamate the parish meetings of Hamerton, Winwick and Steeple 

Gidding with Great and Little Gidding Parish Council consisting of 7 
councillors. 

 
b) Representations Received 
 
 Hamerton Parish Committee expressed the view that they would prefer 

to remain as they are. Winwick Parish Meeting would not like to be 
forcibly amalgamated with any other village.  Great and Little Gidding 
Parish Council would prefer to remain as they are with 8 members, but 
if they were to amalgamate they would prefer to join Winwick. 

 
c) Final Recommendations 
 
 That the parish of Steeple Gidding be amalgamated with Hamerton 

parish to create an expanded parish of Hamerton and Steeple Gidding.  
 
d) Reasons 
 
 To provide the electors of the area with more effective local 

government in that the parish to which the other parish will be 
amalgamated with is larger and more active and electors from Steeple 
Gidding already vote at a polling station in Hamerton.  

 
7. Parishes Affected 
 
 Hemingford Grey 
 Holywell-cum-Needingworth 
 St Ives 
 
a) Draft Proposal 
 
 Amend the boundaries between the parishes of Hemingford Grey and 

St Ives. 
 
b) Representations Received 
 
 Hemingford Grey Parish Council objected to the proposals for the area 

adjacent to The Dolphin Hotel, but were content with the proposals for 
Holt Island.  St Ives Town Council supported the proposals for the 
boundary changes. 

 
c) Final Recommendations 
 
 Transfer the shaded areas A and B from Hemingford Grey parish to St 

Ives South Ward of St Ives Parish as shown on map 4 and 5. 
 
 
 



d) Reasons 
 
 To provide a clearly defined boundary between the two parishes as the 

current boundary cuts directly through units and the site of The Dolphin 
Hotel and also cuts directly through Holt Island and is not easily 
identifiable.  

  
e) Related Alterations to District Ward, County Division and 

Parliamentary Constituency Boundaries 
 
 Transfer shaded area A and B from The Hemingfords Ward to St Ives 

South Ward and from The Hemingfords and Fenstanton Division to St 
Ives Division. 

 
8. Parishes Affected 
 
 Holywell-cum-Needingworth 
 St Ives 
 
a) Draft Proposal 
 
 Amend the boundaries between the parishes of Holywell-cum-

Needingworth and St Ives. 
 
b) Representations Received  
 
 Holywell-cum-Needingworth Parish Council and a resident of the 

parish objected strongly to the proposals, but accepted that change to 
follow the physical boundary of Harrison Way was logical. St Ives 
Town Council supported proposals to amend the boundaries, but 
suggested alternative arrangements to extend the boundary further 
north. 

 
c) Final Recommendations 
  
 Amend the boundary between the parishes of St Ives and Holywell-

cum-Needingworth to follow Harrison Way/St Ives bypass up to the 
roundabout and along the A1123 to follow the boundary of the Depot 
and Compass Point and transfer shaded area C from Holywell-cum-
Needingworth to St Ives parish as shown on map 4 and 5 to reflect the 
comments from the interested parties. 

 
d) Reasons 
 
 To take account of existing and planned development and the 

comments of the interested parties. 
 
e) Related Alterations to District Ward, County Division and 

Parliamentary Constituency Boundaries 
 
 Transfer shaded area C from Earith Ward to St Ives South Ward and 

from North West Cambridgeshire Constituency to Huntingdon 
Constituency. 

 



9. Parishes Affected  
 

Houghton and Wyton 
Hemingford Grey 
St Ives 
 

a) Draft Proposal 
 
 Amend the boundaries between the parishes of Houghton and Wyton 

and St Ives.  This resulted in the split of Houghton and Wyton parish, 
currently consisting of 13 councillors and resulting in the Houghton and 
Wyton Ward of the parish consisting of 9 councillors and the Airfield 
Ward of the parish (Wyton-on-the-Hill) consisting of 7 councillors. 

 
b) Representations Received 
 
 Houghton and Wyton Parish Council agreed with the split of Wyton-on-

the-Hill and extension of the boundary to include How Lodge and The 
How.  They also requested that consideration be given to including 
Houghton Lock, presently in Hemingford Abbots and amending the 
boundary between the wards of their parish. St Ives Town Council 
rejected the proposals. 

 
c) Final Recommendations 
 
 Amend the boundary and transfer shaded area A from the parish of St 

Ives to Houghton and Wyton parish and transfer the shaded area B 
from Hemingford Grey parish to Houghton and Wyton parish as shown 
on map 6.  Amend the boundary so as to split Houghton and Wyton 
parish as shown on map 7, currently warded, to create a new parish of 
the Houghton and Wyton Ward consisting of 9 councillors and a new 
parish of the Airfield Ward (Wyton-on-the-Hill) consisting of 7 
councillors as shown on map 

 
d) Reasons 
 
 To take account of existing and planned development and 

representations submitted and to provide a clearly defined boundary 
between the parishes. Houghton and Wyton parish is currently warded 
and in separate Parliamentary Constituencies, Electoral Divisions and 
District Wards. 

 
e) Final Proposed Consequential Electoral Arrangements 
 
 That as a result of the splitting of Houghton and Wyton parish, 

Houghton and Wyton parish will consist of 9 councillors and Wyton-on-
the-Hill will consist of 7 councillors. This is in accordance with the new 
scale of parish council representation. 

 
f) Related Alterations to District Ward, County Division and 

Parliamentary Constituency Boundaries 
 
 Transfer shaded area A from St Ives South Ward to The Hemingfords 

Ward and from St Ives Division to The Hemingfords and Fenstanton 
Division. 

 



10. Parishes Affected 
 

Huntingdon 
The Stukeleys 

 
a) Draft Proposal 
 
 Amend various boundaries affecting the parishes of Huntingdon and 

The Stukeleys, with an increase in the number of councillors on 
Huntingdon Town Council from 16 to 19 and decrease in the 
membership of The Stukeleys Parish Council from 13 to 7 councillors. 

 
b) Representations Received 
 
 Huntingdon Town Council supported the proposals for changes to the 

parish boundaries, but requested that there be no change to the 
existing membership. Huntingdon Liberal Democrats submitted an 
alternative proposal for Huntingdon whereby Huntingdon would be split 
into smaller areas.  It is felt that this area would not lend itself to such 
proposals at this stage and would lead to confusion for the public 
distinguishing between District and Town Councillors.  The matter 
would be addressed in more detail as part of a Community 
Governance Review. The Stukeleys Parish Council supported the 
proposals for boundary changes, but requested a minimum 
membership of 10 councillors. 

 
c) Final Recommendations 
 
 Transfer the shaded areas A and B (Hinchingbrooke Ward of The 

Stukeleys parish) from The Stukeleys parish to Huntingdon West Ward 
of Huntingdon parish as shown on map 8.  Increase the membership of 
Huntingdon Town Council from 16 to 19 councillors and decrease the 
membership of The Stukeleys Parish Council from 13 to 9 councillors. 

 
d) Reasons 
 
 To take account of existing and planned development. To be 

consistent with other parishes and in accordance with the new scale of 
parish council representation, whilst allowing some flexibility to plus 2 
councillors within the new band.  

 
e) Final Proposed Consequential Electoral Arrangements 
 
 That as a result of the amendments to the parish boundaries and 

transfer of properties between Huntingdon and The Stukeleys, 
Huntingdon parish will consist of 19 councillors and The Stukeleys 
parish will consist of 9 councillors. This is in accordance with the new 
scale of parish council representation. 

 
f) Related Alterations to District Ward, County Division and 

Parliamentary Constituency Boundaries 
 
 Transfer shaded area A from Alconbury and The Stukeleys Ward to 

Huntingdon West Ward. 
 



11. Parishes Affected 
 
 Kimbolton and Stonely 
 Stow Longa 
 
a) Draft Proposal 
 
 Amend the boundary between the parishes of Kimbolton and Stonely 

and Stow Longa. 
 
b) Representations Received 
 
 Kimbolton and Stonely Parish Council objected to the proposals to 

redefine the boundaries.  They also objected to a reduction of their 
membership from 11 to 9 councillors.  As the latter did not form part of 
the original draft proposals, no change is necessary.  The Ward 
Councillor for Kimbolton and Staughton endorsed Kimbolton and 
Stonely Parish Councils’ concerns. Stow Longa Parish Council 
supported the proposals to amend the boundary, but suggested that 
Rookery Farm had not fully been included in the proposals. 

 
c) Final Recommendations 
 
 Transfer the area of land as shown on map 22 from Kimbolton parish 

to Stow Longa parish. 
 
d) Reasons 
 
 To meet the views of the parishes involved as the properties affected 

have more affinity of interest with the parish they are transferring to.  
 
e) Related Alterations to District Ward, County Division and 

Parliamentary Constituency Boundaries 
 
 Transfer shaded area from Kimbolton and Staughton Ward to Ellington 

Ward, Brampton and Kimbolton Division to Sawtry and Ellington 
Division and from Huntingdon Constituency to North West 
Cambridgeshire Constituency. 

 
12. Parish Affected 
 
 Little Paxton  
 
a) Draft Proposal 
 
 Amend the boundary to include the Island site within the parish of Little 

Paxton. 
 
b) Representations Received 
 
 Little Paxton Parish Council supported the proposals to amend the 

boundary and also objected to a reduction of their membership.  The 
latter did not form part of the original draft proposals and therefore no 
change is necessary. St Neots and District Liberal Democrats also 
supported the proposals for the boundary changes. 

 



c) Final Recommendations 
 
 Amend the boundary between Little Paxton parish and St Neots Priory 

Park Ward of St Neots parish to follow the southern reach of the River 
Ouse as shown on map 9. 

 
d) Reasons 
 
 To take account of existing development and to provide a clearly 

defined boundary between the two parishes as the current boundary 
cuts directly through properties on the Island site and is not easily 
identifiable. 

 
e) Related Alterations to District Ward, County Division and 

Parliamentary Constituency Boundaries 
 
 Transfer shaded area from St Neots Priory Park Ward to Little Paxton 

Ward. 
 
13. Parishes Affected 
 
 Offord Cluny 
 Offord D’Arcy 
 
a) Draft Proposal 
 
 Amalgamate Offord Cluny parish and Offord D’Arcy parish to form a 

new parish of The Offords consisting of 9 councillors. 
 
b) Representation Received 
 
 Offord Cluny Parish Council and Offord D’Arcy Parish Council 

supported the proposed amalgamation but considered a membership 
of 11 councillors to be more appropriate and preferred it to be named 
Offord Cluny and Offord D’Arcy Parish Council. Residents of both 
parishes were all strongly in support of such a merger.  This view was 
also supported by St Neots and District Liberal Democrats. 

 
c) Final Recommendations 
 
 Amalgamate Offord Cluny parish and Offord D’Arcy parish as shown 

on map 17 to form a new parish council of Offord Cluny and Offord 
D’Arcy consisting of 11 councillors.  

 
d) Reasons 
 
 To meet the wishes of both parishes affected. To be consistent with 

other parishes and in accordance with the new scale of parish council 
representation, whilst allowing some flexibility to plus 2 councillors 
within the new band.  

 
e) Final Proposed Consequential Electoral Arrangements 
 
 That as a result of the amalgamation of both parishes, the new parish 

of Offord Cluny and Offord D’Arcy will consist of 11 councillors. This is 
in accordance with the new scale of parish council representation. 

 



14. Parish Affected 
 
 St Ives 
 
a) Draft Proposal 
 
 Increase the membership of St Ives Town Council from 16 to 19 

councillors. 
  
b) Representations Received 
 
 St Ives Town Council strongly opposed the increase in membership. 
 
c) Final Recommendations 
 
 Increase the membership of St Ives Town Council from 16 to 17 

councillors which is in accordance with the new scale of parish council 
representation, whilst allowing some flexibility to minus 2 councillors 
within the new band.  

 
d) Reasons 
 
 To be consistent with other parishes and in accordance with the new 

scale of parish council representation. 
 
15. Parishes Affected 
 
 St Neots 
 Hail Weston 
 Eynesbury Hardwicke 
 St Neots Rural 
 
a) Draft Proposal 
 
 Amend various boundaries affecting St Neots and the surrounding 

parishes and increase the number of councillors on St Neots Town 
Council from 18 to 21.  

 
b) Representations Received 
 
 St Neots Town Council supported the proposals for changes to the 

boundaries and made no comment on the increase in membership. St 
Neots and District Liberal Democrats have submitted an alternative 
proposal for this area which was considered and discounted by 
Members at an earlier stage of the consultation process. 

 
c) Final Recommendations 
 
 Transfer the shaded areas from St Neots Eaton Ford Ward of St Neots 

parish to Hail Weston parish, from Eynesbury Hardwicke parish (Town 
Ward of Eynesbury Harwicke parish) to St Neots Eynesbury Ward of St 
Neots parish and from St Neots Rural parish and Eynesbury 
Hardwicke parish to St Neots Priory Park Ward of St Neots parish as 
shown on maps 13, 14 and 15.  Increase the membership of St Neots 
Town Council from 18 to 21 councillors in accordance with the 
proposed new scale of parish council representation. 

 



d) Reasons 
 
 To take account of existing and planned development and to meet the 

wishes of the parishes affected. To be consistent with other parishes 
and in accordance with the new scale of parish council representation.  

 
e) Final Proposed Consequential Electoral Arrangements 
 
 That as a result of the amendments to the parish boundaries St Neots 

parish will consist of 21 councillors. This is in accordance with the new 
scale of parish council representation. 

 
f) Related Alterations to District Ward, County Division and 

Parliamentary Constituency Boundaries 
 
 Transfer shaded area on map 13 from St Neots Eaton Ford Ward to 

Kimbolton and Staughton Ward and from Little Paxton and St Neots 
North Division to Brampton and Kimbolton Division. 

 
 Transfer shaded area on map 15 from Gransden and The Offords 

Ward to St Neots Priory Park Ward and from Buckden, Gransden and 
The Offords Division to Little Paxton and St Neots North Division. 

 
16. Parishes Affected 
 
 Pidley-cum-Fenton  
 Somersham 
  
a) Draft Proposal 
 
 Amend the boundary between the parishes of Pidley-cum-Fenton and 

Somersham. 
 
b) Representations Received 
 
 Somersham Parish Council raised no objection to the proposed 

boundary changes but strongly objected to any decrease in their 
membership.  As the latter did not form part of the original draft 
proposals, no change is necessary. Pidley-cum-Fenton Parish Council 
also supported the proposed changes to the boundary. 

 
c) Final Proposal 
 
 Transfer of the shaded area from Pidley-cum-Fenton parish to 

Somersham parish as shown on map 10. 
 
d) Reasons 
 
  To provide a clearly defined boundary between the two parishes. 
 
17. Parishes Affected 
 
 Spaldwick 
 Ellington 
 
a) Draft Proposal 
 
 Amend the boundary between the parishes of Spaldwick and Ellington. 



 
b) Representations Received 
 
 Spaldwick Parish Council supported the proposal for the change to the 

boundary. Ellington Parish Council also supported transfer of part of 
their parish to Spaldwick.  

 
c) Final Recommendations 
 
 Transfer the shaded area from Ellington parish to Spaldwick parish as 

shown on map 21. 
 
 
d) Reasons 
 
  To provide a clearly defined boundary between the two parishes. 
 
18. Parishes Affected 
 
 Warboys 
 Pidley-cum-Fenton 
 Wistow 
 Ramsey 
 
a) Draft Proposal 
 
 Amend the boundaries between the parishes of Warboys, Pidley-cum-

Fenton, Wistow and Ramsey. 
 
b) Representations Received 
 
 Warboys Parish Council accepted the proposals for changes. Pidley-

cum-Fenton Parish Council approved the proposed changes.  
 
c) Final Recommendations 
 
 Transfer of the shaded areas from the parishes of Pidley-cum-Fenton, 

Wistow and Ramsey to Warboys parish as shown on maps 18, 19 and 
20 respectively. 

 
d) Reasons 
 
 To meet the views of the parishes involved as the properties affected 

have more affinity of interest with the parish they are transferring to. 
 
e) Related Alterations to District Ward, County Division and 

Parliamentary Constituency Boundaries 
 
 Transfer shaded area on map 18 from Somersham Ward to Warboys 

and Bury Ward and from Somersham and Earith Division to Warboys 
and Upwood Division. 

 
 Transfer shaded area on map 20 from Ramsey Ward to Warboys and 

Bury Ward and from Ramsey Division to Warboys and Upwood 
Division 

 



19. Parishes Affected 
  
 Woodhurst 
 Oldhurst 
 Houghton and Wyton 
 St Ives 
 
a) Draft Proposal 
 
 Amend the boundaries affecting the parishes of Woodhurst, Oldhurst, 

Houghton and Wyton and St Ives. 
 
 
 
b) Representations Received 
 
 Woodhurst Parish Council opposed the proposals for changes to the 

boundaries affecting their parish.  They submitted alternative 
proposals. St Ives Town Council supported proposals to amend the 
boundaries and transfer an area of land from the parish of Woodhurst 
to St Ives.  They also suggested alternative arrangements for the 
transfer of other areas of land to Wyton-on-the-Hill. 

 
c) Final Recommendations 
 
 Transfer the shaded areas A1 from Woodhurst parish to St Ives parish, 

A2 and C from Woodhurst parish to the Airfield Ward of Houghton and 
Wyton parish and B from Old Hurst parish to the Airfield Ward of 
Houghton and Wyton parish as shown on map 12 to reflect the 
comments from the interested parties.  

 
d) Reasons 
 
 This transfer aligns the parish boundaries more clearly with a 

geographical feature as the new boundary would follow the road and 
avoid the splitting of the airfield which potentially could be subject to 
development in the future. 

 
e) Related Alterations to District Ward, County Division and 

Parliamentary Constituency Boundaries 
 
 Transfer shaded area A1 from Somersham Ward to St Ives East Ward, 

Somersham and Earith Division to St Ives Division and North West 
Cambridgeshire Constituency to Huntingdon Constituency. 

 
 Transfer shaded area A2 and C from Somersham Ward to Upwood 

and The Raveleys Ward and from Somersham and Earith Division to 
Warboys and Upwood Division. 

 
 Transfer shaded area B from Somersham Ward to Upwood and The 

Raveleys Ward and from Somersham and Earith Division to Warboys 
and Upwood Division. 

 



20. Parishes Affected 
 
 Buckden 
 Offord Cluny 
 
a) Draft Proposal 
 
 Amend the boundary affecting the parishes of Buckden and Offord 

Cluny. 
 
b) Representations Received 
 
 No representations were made in respect of these proposals.   
 
c) Final Recommendations 
 
 Amend the boundary to follow the course of the River Ouse to the east 

of the Mill House and transfer the shaded area from Offord Cluny 
parish to Buckden parish as shown on map 2. 

 
 
 
d) Reasons 
 
  To provide a clearly defined boundary between the two parishes as the 

current boundary cuts directly through properties in the Mill House and 
is not easily identifiable. 

 
e) Related Alterations to District Ward, County Division and 

Parliamentary Constituency Boundaries 
 
 Transfer shaded area from Gransden and The Offords Ward to 

Buckden Ward. 
 
21. Parishes Affected 
  
 Tetworth 
 Waresley 
 
a) Draft Proposal 
 
 Amalgamate the parish meeting of Tetworth with Waresley Parish 

Council consisting of 5 councillors. 
 
b) Representations Received 
 
 No representations were made in respect of these proposals. 
 
c) Final Recommendations 
 
  Amalgamate Waresley Parish Council with Tetworth Parish Meeting to 

form a new parish of Waresley-cum-Tetworth consisting of 5 
councillors. 

 
d) Reasons 
 
 To provide the electors of the area with more effective local 

government in that the parish to which the other parish will be 



amalgamated with has a more active and vibrant parish council and to 
be consistent with other parishes and in accordance with the new scale 
of parish council representation. 

 

 


