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  Councillor Murray’s information on the community differences between Buckhurst Hill 
and Whitebridge presented to the Local Government Boundary Review (Portfolio 
Holder Advisory Group) – 21 November 2022. 
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Councillor Murray’s Comments. 
 
My points to support the concerns around the new proposed  
 
WARD OF BUCKHURST HILL EAST and WHITEBRIDGE  
 
It is very important that district ward boundaries align with an area that has a strong 
community of interest and this is clearly not the case for the proposed new ward of 
Buckhurst Hill East and Whitebridge.  
  
The boundary commission argument for this community of interest existing, as outlined 
in paragraph 39, page 9 of their report is extremely weak.   
  
It is simply inaccurate to say that there is continuous housing across the boundary 
(see points 1 and 3 below). Their assertion of a community of interest around the 
Loughton Way shops and the recreation ground has a degree of reality. However, the 
strength of that argument needs to be considered in the context of points 4, 9 and 10 
below.   
  
Factual evidence clearly shows that this proposed new ward of Buckhurst Hill East 
and Whitebridge has very little community of interest. 
  
The arguments / evidence for the newly proposed ward of Buckhurst Hill East and 
Whitebridge having very little community of interest are as follows.  
  

1.    There is a clear physical dividing line between the Buckhurst Hill (BH) and 
Loughton (L) parts of this new ward, namely the Green Walk. This was created 
in the 1940’s following the Abercrombie principles as a clear boundary between 
the two towns of BH and L. This was as a deliberate act and has been 
maintained ever since.  
  

2.    This clear distinction between BH and L is reflected in the post codes of IG9 
and IG10, the different telephone areas of 504 and 508.  
  

3.    This clear distinction on either side of the green walk is also reflected in 
the change in road names Valley Hill (L) becoming Loughton Way (BH).  
Felstead Road (L) becoming Thaxted Road (BH).  
Greensted Road (L) becoming Bradwell Road (BH). With a clear physical divide 
between each road pairing in the form of either the green walk or a playground 
between Felstead Road and Thaxted Road.  

4.    As regards shopping areas the bulk of residents in the BH part of the new ward 
look either to the Roding Valley station area, Lower Queens Road, and Queens 
Road for their shopping needs, whilst the Whitebridge part of Loughton look to 
the Valley Hill crossroads, Sainsbury’s and the High Road Loughton for their 
requirements. It is accepted that a small area of housing either side of the Green 
Walk will both equally look to the Loughton Way shops.  

5.    As regards schooling again the two parts of the new ward, very largely look in 
different directions, BH East towards Buckhurst Hill Primary School and West 
Hatch Secondary School, whilst the Whitebridge part of the proposed new ward 
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towards Whitebridge Primary School and Roding Valley High School for their 
secondary school provision.  

6.    Medical provision. Both areas of the new ward have their own doctor’s surgeries 
and pharmacy provision and to my knowledge the bulk of residents use the 
provision based on either living in BH or L.  

7.    Faith facilities, BH has its own Anglican and Non-Conformist churches (St 
John’s and BH Baptist Church) whilst Loughton has its own (St Michael’s, 
Loughton Baptist, and Loughton Methodist Church’s), with attendance once 
again very largely following the BH and L split. St Michael’s Church in Roding 
Road works extremely hard in developing a community provision aimed at the 
entire current Roding ward and a daily café provision which has engendered a 
lot of support from the Loughton Whitebridge area.   

8.    Library provision, once again usage very largely reflects the BH and L divide. 
Whitebridge residents very largely looking to Loughton Library with BH 
residents very largely using Buckhurst Hill Library.  

 
9.    Roding Valley Recreation Ground, which is stated as evidence in your report 

(page 9, paragraph 39) as having a community of interest between the two parts 
of the new ward is true but only to a certain extent. Usage of this area also 
reflects the BH and L separation of community interest. BH families largely use 
the playground and hard-court area just off Roding Lane IG9, whilst L 
Whitebridge families very largely use the playground and hard-court area just 
off Roding Road IG10.  

10. Cricket Club and Football Club provision on the Recreation Ground, once again 
this reflects the IG9 and IG10 separate community provision. South Loughton 
Cricket Club has a square and a pavilion just off Roding Road IG10 and 
Buckhurst Hill Cricket Club has a square and a pavilion just off Roding Lane 
IG9. Loughton Football Club lease land from the County Council just adjacent 
to the recreation ground at the end of Avondale Drive IG10, whilst Buckhurst 
Hill Football Club has its ground and headquarters in Roding Lane IG9.   
  

11.  Roding Valley Recreation Ground Management, although of less importance 
than the actual patterns of community usage the IG9 / IG10 split is also mirrored 
in how the recreation ground is managed. Loughton Town Council has a 125-
year lease on its portion of the recreation ground, running up to the green walk, 
whilst Buckhurst Hill Parish Council chose not to take up this option from EFDC. 

  
These points 1 to 11, very clearly evidence the lack of strong community ties between 
the BH and L parts of the newly proposed ward of Buckhurst Hill East and 
Whitebridge.  
 
Many of the key building blocks of community and a sense of place, shops, schools, 
leisure and faith buildings simply do not traverse this existing green walk divide 
between two very established towns and therefore the newly proposed ward of 
Buckhurst Hill East and Whitebridge might exist on a map it simply does not exist in 
any meaningful sense in the real world which is shaped by the daily lives of individuals 
and their families.  
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it is completely inappropriate to suggest the creation of a 3-member District ward 
crossing the BH and L boundary merely for some predetermined need for three 
member wards across the district.  
 
On any measure of community interest there should be a 2-member BH East ward 
and a separate 1-member Loughton Whitebridge ward. 
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