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Clapham Junction Action Group 

 

 

 

 

1st August 2019 

Local Government Boundary Commission for England electoral review of 

Wandsworth 

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/16790 

Representation in response to consultation on Wandsworth new ward boundaries 

To whom it may concern, 

I am writing to you regarding the consultation on Wandsworth new ward boundaries. 

The Clapham Junction Action Group (CJAG) is a well-established community group 

since 2008 with a strong interest in the future of the Clapham Junction area and 

Wandsworth borough in general. CJAG formed spontaneously in response to the 

threat of proposed skyscrapers (two 42-storey towers) for the station in 2008-09. 

Thanks to the responses of the local community when they were made aware of the 

need to protest, CJAG succeeded in stopping that development as well as a 

proposed 16 storey hotel nearby. Our concerns at the time were instrumental in the 

ultimate demise of the proposal and demonstrate our effectiveness and 

commitment. 

Preamble: The recommendation to reduce the size for the Council from 60 to 58 

councillors 

The LGBCE website states that “The Commission is minded to recommend that 

Wandsworth Council should have 58 councillors in the future. This is 2 fewer than the 

current number of councillors.” [1]  

As the verb “recommend” suggests that “someone or something would be good or 

suitable” [2] and does not imply that it is already acted upon, we would like, in 

preamble, to dispute the need to reduce the number of councillors for Wandsworth. 

The estimated population for Wandsworth in 2025 will be 357,242 [3] with an 

electorate of 227,138. If we apply the same percentage to the electorate, it would 

be an increase from 227,138 to 250,079. The Council’s submission itself projects this 

 
 [1] https://www.lgbce.org.uk/all-reviews/greater-london/greater-london/wandsworth 
 [2] https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/recommend 
 [3] Source: GLA, Housing led population projections Dec 2018 
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electorate to grow by 21,437, an increase of 9.4% by 2025, i.e. 248,575. Both figures 

would produce a ratio of about 4,150 electors per councillor, or nearly 6,000 

residents. When comparing current average electorate per councillors in 

Wandsworth against similar boroughs in London, we note Wandsworth is only 

surpassed by Tower Hamlets and on average a councillor in Wandsworth represents 

24% more electorate than in the comparable boroughs [4]. 

The London Borough of Wandsworth has the largest electorate in Inner London [5]. 

With the scale and number of projects recently constructed, already approved, with 

applications in or planned, there is no doubt that it will even exceed this in 2025 and 

beyond. 

In order to ensure a proper representation of the population, it is reasonable (and 

logical) to expect an increase in the number of councillors or at least a status-quo in 

number. A reduction in the number of councillors could undermine the democratic 

process (the pressure is already there as many decisions are delegated to council 

officers) and would be in line with the ideology developed by those parties favouring 

smaller governments and less intervention to support the population. As the Local 

Government Boundary Commission for England claims to be independent (and 

therefore not led by ideology) we are alarmed that its recommendation matches 

exactly the number suggested by the Conservative Councillors group. 

Last but not least we would like to emphasise that by choosing 58 as the number of 

councillors, it might mean that either one ward will be with 1 councillor only, or two or 

more wards with 2 councillors each only and the rest with 3, or all wards will change 

and we will have no longer 20 wards but 29 with 2 councillors in each of them for 

instance. If the first 2 options are chosen, it means that some wards will carry less 

weigh than others during decision debate as it is currently conducted in 

Wandsworth, which also undermines democracy. 

Boundary reviews: we support the layout submitted by the Labour Group 

We have read carefully the submission from the Wandsworth Labour Group 

regarding the proposed new ward map. 

We believe the explanations given for the new boundary proposal are very 

elaborate, extensive and impressive. We welcome the fact that attention has been 

paid to using existing landmarks (railway lines, main roads, green open space, river) 

to set the boundaries as some of the existing boundaries are less than obvious. 

Focusing on the Clapham Junction area, all comments regarding the Nine Elms area 

being treated separately because of the new fast growth of residents make sense, 

as do those on part of York Road and the Winstanley & York Road estates. 

We endorse the representation with its justification. 

 
 [4] Submission from Wandsworth Council by Paul Martin, Chief Executive 
 [5] Submission from Wandsworth Council by Paul Martin, Chief Executive 
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Specific comments regarding the York Road area 

Notwithstanding the support expressed in the previous paragraph, we would like to 

highlight the special care that should be taken in assessing the area of Clapham 

Junction, especially between the junction and the new focal point in the Lombard 

Road area of Battersea.  

First of all, we question the accuracy of the GLA estimates for the projected 

population for St Mary’s Park ward [6] (pop. curr. 19,006 | proj. 2030 22,179 = +3172) 

and Latchmere ward [7] (pop. curr. 15,563 | proj. 2030 17,202 = +1639). CJAG is 

keeping a record of major constructions in the York Rd area only [8]: Without even 

considering the Winstanley&York ongoing regeneration project, we have already an 

additional 1167 units planned, and more than 4,000 units when the regeneration 

project is completed. Therefore, we could have an increase of much more than 7500 

electors for this area only! 

Therefore, although we support the new layout presented by the Labour group for 

Battersea Reach and Wandsworth Town, some area on the north part of Battersea 

Reach could be adjoined to the Battersea Park ward (but then the Battersea Park 

ward might require more councillors). 

Mossbury Road and the station along St John’s Hill 

We appreciate that for areas such as Clapham Junction or Balham, where previous 

town centres were divided into different wards, specific efforts should be made to 

locate the town centre in a single ward, such as Balham Hill for Balham. 

However, Mossbury Road (a very small residential road between Falcon Road and 

Lavender Hill) is actually a specific encroachment with terrace properties similar to 

Eccles Road and Lavender Sweep. Between 1868 and 1896, Clapham Junction 

transformed from mostly fields to a densely populated area with rows of similar 

Victoria terrace houses by developer Alfred Heaver. 

In addition, people living at the Junction have much more connection with the 

proposed Lavender ward than the Shaftesbury estate, which is an important part of 

the Shaftesbury and Queenstown proposed ward. 

Last but not least, this change won’t greatly affect much the number of electors for 

the area as the main resident area is Mossbury Road (with about 50 houses) with a 

some residential flats above shops on the Lavender Hill side of the street, and the rest 

is made of retail and offices. 

 
 [6] https://www.datawand.info/quick-

profile/?geographyId=8f0c53f3e3a74fa18f4ab8af36e46ccc&featureId=E05000622 
 [7] https://www.datawand.info/quick-

profile/?geographyId=8f0c53f3e3a74fa18f4ab8af36e46ccc&featureId=E05000617 
 [8] Source: https://cjag.org/planning-record/ 

https://www.datawand.info/quick-profile/?geographyId=8f0c53f3e3a74fa18f4ab8af36e46ccc&featureId=E05000622
https://www.datawand.info/quick-profile/?geographyId=8f0c53f3e3a74fa18f4ab8af36e46ccc&featureId=E05000622
https://www.datawand.info/quick-profile/?geographyId=8f0c53f3e3a74fa18f4ab8af36e46ccc&featureId=E05000617
https://www.datawand.info/quick-profile/?geographyId=8f0c53f3e3a74fa18f4ab8af36e46ccc&featureId=E05000617
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Therefore, we think that this specific area of the new map suggested by the Labour 

Group should be attached to the new Lavender ward. 

Preferred proposal 1 for Lavender Ward: 

Alternative proposal 2 for Lavender Ward: 

 

Yours sincerely, 

 

Cyril Richert 

Chair of the Clapham Junction Action Group 

http://cjag.org 

http://cjag.org/

