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Salisbury 

 

Division name Number of 
councillors Variance 2024 

Old Sarum & Laverstock North  1 -1% 
Salisbury Bemerton Heath 1 -2% 
Salisbury Fisherton & Bemerton 1 6% 
Salisbury Harnham East 1 -1% 
Salisbury Harnham West 1 2% 
Salisbury Milford & Laverstock South 1 1% 
Salisbury St Edmund 1 3% 
Salisbury St Francis & Stratford 1 3% 
Salisbury St Mark’s & Bishopdown 1 5% 
Salisbury St Paul’s 1 5% 

Salisbury Bemerton Heath and Salisbury Fisherton & Bemerton 
123 The Council proposed Salisbury Bemerton Heath and Salisbury Fisherton & 
Bemerton divisions, lying to the north-west of Salisbury city centre. Its Bemerton 
Heath division would include a large housing development in an area known as 
Fugglestone Red and the older part of the Bemerton Heath estate, a defined 
community with a vibrant community centre and church. The Council’s proposed 
Fisherton & Bemerton division contains parts of Bemerton Heath and Fisherton 
Village which is defined as a distinct community.  
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124 Whilst we broadly accept the Council’s assessment of this area, we are 
proposing some modifications to its suggested boundaries as part of our draft 
recommendations. We propose that the whole of Rawlence Road, Westwood Road 
and Woodside Road be included in Salisbury Bemerton Heath division, along with 
Hazel Close and Rowan Close. We also propose that Heath Road, Herbert Road, 
Queen Mary Road and Tournament Road be included in Salisbury Fisherton & 
Bemerton Division. We consider that these changes reflect the composition of local 
areas whilst maintaining good electoral equality. 
 
Salisbury Harnham East and Salisbury Harnham West 
125 The Council proposed Salisbury Harnham East and Salisbury Harnham West 
divisions which would essentially replace the existing Salisbury Harnham and 
Salisbury St Martin’s & Cathedral divisions. The East division would comprise the 
eastern part of Harnham along with the area around the Cathedral. The Cathedral 
and Friary Estate are included to achieve electoral equality. These areas are defined 
as small communities which could sit with any neighbouring division. A local resident 
proposed that the Cathedral and Friary Estate areas are of such distinctiveness that 
they should form a division of their own. Whilst we accept that this is a distinctive 
area we consider that, with only around 1,200 electors, such a division would have 
the unacceptably high electoral variance of approximately 70%. 
 
126 The Council’s proposed Harnham West division would combine the western 
part of Harnham with the site of proposed housing development at Netherhampton. 
By 2024, this development will contribute to a large increase in the electorate of this 
area rendering the current division boundaries incompatible with the achievement of 
good electoral equality. The Council’s proposed division also includes the Wellworthy 
Drive/Halfpenny Road estate as suggested to us by a local resident. 
 
127 We broadly accept the Council’s assessment of this area but propose a 
modification to its suggested boundary of Salisbury Harnham West by aligning the 
division boundary to distinct ground features to ensure that the boundary is not 
defaced by future housing development. 
 
Salisbury St Edmund and Salisbury St Paul’s 
128 The Council’s proposed Salisbury St Edmund and Salisbury St Paul’s divisions 
comprise the area to the north and north-west of the Cathedral Close together with 
the Churchfields area. The St Edmund division would bring the city’s main shopping 
centre area into one division.  
 
129 We agree with the Council’s assessment of this area and include its proposed 
divisions as part of our draft recommendations. 
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Salisbury St Francis & Stratford   
130 The Council proposed that the existing Salisbury St Francis & Stratford division 
should be retained. We recognise that it both offers good electoral equality, as well 
as being a physically distinct area. We therefore propose the retention of this division 
as part of our draft recommendations with a minor modification to align the division 
with the parish boundary. 
 
Salisbury St Mark’s & Bishopdown, Old Sarum & Laverstock North and Salisbury 
Milford & Laverstock South 
131 The Council proposed a Salisbury Milford division comprising the Bishopdown 
and Milford areas of Salisbury and an Old Sarum division comprising the north-
eastern part of Laverstock parish. This division includes the site of a large housing 
development proposed at Longhedge Farm and a smaller but substantial 
development at Bishopdown Farm. The Council described the area as predominantly 
newer housing. The Council proposed that the remainder of Milford parish be 
combined in a division with Clarendon Park, Firsdown, Britford and Odstock. 
 
132 Laverstock & Ford Parish Council supported Wiltshire Council’s proposal for 
two divisions. It considered the present arrangement in which one-third of its parish 
lies in a Salisbury Community Area represented by a different Area Board to be to 
the detriment of good governance.  
 
133 Firsdown Parish Council objected to the omission of the parish from the existing 
Winterslow division, describing its affiliation to Winterslow in particular. The 
Alderbury & Winterslow division we propose at paragraph 139 will have 11% more 
electors than the average for Wiltshire. Whilst we are not prepared normally to 
recommend such a level of electoral inequality, we have made that proposal 
exceptionally, having regard to the boundaries of parishes in that part of Wiltshire. 
Adding Firsdown parish would increase the electoral variance to 23%. We are not 
prepared to recommend, even exceptionally, that degree of electoral inequality.  
 
134 We are not persuaded that Laverstock shares commonality with Britford and 
Odstock noting that the most likely route to those parishes from Laverstock passes 
through the Council’s proposed Salisbury Milford and Salisbury Harnham East 
divisions. We also note the comments of a local resident that the Chalke Valley 
should be regarded as a single area. Furthermore, we are not persuaded that 
residents of Laverstock parish look to the more rural villages of south-east Wiltshire 
rather than to Salisbury.  

 
135 We note comments about the composition of the Council’s area boards in 
respect of Laverstock, but do not consider that our recommendations for electoral 
divisions constrain the Council’s ability to resolve that issue. 
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136 We therefore propose an Old Sarum & Laverstock North division which would 
combine Old Sarum, including the large development at Longhedge Farm, with 
Firsdown, Ford and the Church Road area of Laverstock. We consider that this 
division will avoid the subdivision of the Old Sarum area, will have good internal 
connectivity and provide good electoral equality. We propose a Salisbury Milford & 
Laverstock South division which combines the larger part of Laverstock village with 
the adjacent Milford area. By including Clarendon Park parish in this division, we 
note the proximity and connectivity of housing at Clarendon Road, Clarendon Place, 
Marshmead Close and Petersfinger Road to Milford.   

 
137 Finally, we propose a Salisbury St Mark’s & Bishopdown division which 
essentially replicates the existing division of that name.  
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South-east Wiltshire 

 

Division name Number of 
councillors Variance 2024 

Alderbury & Winterslow 1 11% 
Downton & Whiteparish 1 0% 
Redlynch & Landford 1 -9% 

Alderbury & Winterslow, Downton & Whiteparish and Redlynch & Landford 
138 The Council proposed an Alderbury & Winterslow division comprising the 
parishes of Alderbury, Grimstead, Pitton & Farley and Winterslow, citing good links 
between the villages in this area. Grimstead Parish Council supported Wiltshire 
Council’s proposal. 
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139 We note that this division would have the relatively high electoral variance of 
11% by 2024. However, we agree with the Council’s assessment that there is limited 
scope to consider alternative division patterns in this area given the proximity of the 
county boundary. We therefore include the Council’s proposed Alderbury & 
Winterslow division as part of our draft recommendations.   
 
140 The Council proposed a Downton & Whiteparish division comprising Downton, 
Whiteparish and West Dean parishes and that the existing Redlynch & Landford 
division be retained. It recognised that Whiteparish, whilst having strong ties with 
West Dean, could be seen to have greater links to Landford than Downton. It also 
noted that there are good links between Redlynch and Downton but concluded that 
the provision of single-councillor divisions consisting of whole parishes would be 
preferable to the creation of a two-councillor division or the creation of divisions with 
high levels of electoral inequality. Landford Parish Council supported the retention of 
the current Redlynch & Landford division. 
 
141 We accept the Council’s proposals for this area and include Downton & 
Whiteparish and Redlynch & Landford divisions as part of our draft 
recommendations.   

 
142 Whilst our proposed Downton & Whiteparish and Redlynch & Landford 
divisions could be combined in a two-councillor division thereby providing a division 
with direct connections throughout, we do not propose a deviation from our general 
pattern of single-councillor divisions for Wiltshire. We would, however, be pleased to 
receive comments about this in during consultation. 

  


