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Introduction

Forecasting and interpreting the results of this year’s local elections was complicated by
widespread boundary changes, resulting, in many cases, in the need for whole-council
elections. Indeed, this led to the almost farcical situation of rival politicians comparing
the outcome in 2002 with different base years. Naturally, the year chosen was the one
that presented their own party in the best possible light. The headline figures, shown in
Table 1, show that there were elections for 5,914 seats in 3,342 wards across 174
councils in England. However, 4,031 seats in 1,596 wards in 84 local authorities were
fought on new boundaries. Here, only estimates could be made about which party
would have ‘won’ the previous election had the ward been in existence. Boundaries
were unchanged in the remaining 1,746 wards but there were other complications.
Although a majority (1,128 or 65%) of these wards followed the customary four-year
electoral cycle, a large number did not. In fact, 463 wards were last fought in 1999, 138
in 2000, and the remaining 17 wards contested as recently as general election day 2001.
Well-briefed politicians applied the best possible gloss to the results, confirming in the
public’s mind that their elected representatives sometimes hide behind lies, damned lies
and statistics.

What can be stated with a degree of authority is that Labour won 2,400 seats, over 40%
of the total, and four hundred seats more than the Conservatives. The Conservatives’
share of seats, just over two thousand in all, was 34%, slightly better than the party’s
share of votes. In fact, for the main parties the ratio between votes and seats was more
or less equitable, with the Liberal Democrats capturing 21% of seats with slightly less
than 24% of the vote. The high proportion of wards fought by each of the three main
parties reflects the urban nature of many of the wards with contests in 2002.

Table 1 breaks down the results into four different types of local authority, viz., London
and Metropolitan boroughs, Unitary and Shire District councils. The election across the
32 London boroughs was extremely close between Conservative and Labour parties,
with just one tenth of one percentage point separating their respective vote totals.
Interestingly, Labour’s haul of 865 seats was considerably more than the 655 seats won
by the Conservatives. This disparity was despite the widespread boundary changes
throughout London that saw a reduction in the number of wards (reduced to 624 from
759 in 1998) but less of a reduction in the total number of seats (reduced to 1,861 from
1,917), as the Local Government Electoral Commission continued its preference for
three-member wards. Boundary changes, however, do not prevent direct comparisons
with the pattern of aggregate voting at the previous elections held in 1998. Compared
with then the vote share for the Conservatives rose by 2.2% while Labour’s declined by
six and a half percentage points — a Labour to Conservative swing of just over 4%. This
was hardly the level of progress that the Conservatives were anticipating during Labour’s
second parliamentary term. The Liberal Democrat vote was virtually unchanged but the
Green vote almost doubled to 5.5%, reflecting that party’s ambitions for the next London
Assembly elections scheduled for 2004.



Table 1: Local Election Results 2002

All Authorities
Votes
Con 2,321,783
(32.2)
Lab 2,537,195
(35.2)
LDem 1,703,857
(23.7)
Ind 214,585
(3.0)
Green 193,665
(2.7)
Other 229,806
(3.2)
Total 7,200,891
London Boroughs
Votes
Con 587,790
(34.2)
Lab 586,973
(34.1)
LDem 353,833
(20.6)
Ind 20,468
(1.2)
Green 95,394
(5.5)
Other 75,856
(4.4)
Total 1,720,314
Metropolitan Boroughs
Votes
Con 675,885
(26.2)
Lab 1,110,705
(43.1)
LDem 600,019
(23.3)
Ind 55911
(2.2)
Green 48,787
(1.9)
Other 85,003
(3.3)
Total 2,576,310
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Unitary Councils

Wards Wards Seats Seats Seats
Votes Contested Won Contested Won (%)
Con 204,428 291 79 442 115 21.8
(29.7)
Lab 240,446 318 152 514 232 44.0
(34.9)
LDem 186,890 274 78 443 146 277
(27.2)
Ind 34,439 58 14 95 31 59
(5.0)
Green 10,412 60 - 62 - -
(1.5)
Other 11,690 4 3 70 3 0.6
(1.7)
Total 688,305 326 527
Shire District Councils
Wards Wards Seats Seats Seats
Votes Contested Won Contested Won (%)
Con 853,680 1,524 668 2,507 1,108 412
(38.5)
Lab 599,071 1,321 417 2,135 775 28.8
(27.0)
LDem 563,115 1,140 371 1,809 657 244
(25.4)
Ind 103,767 235 68 284 R 34
(4.7)
Green 39,072 234 7 289 9 03
(1.8)
Other 57,257 176 35 195 47 1.7
(2.6)
Total 2,215,962 1,566 2,688

The battle for votes and seats in the 36 Metropolitan boroughs was certainly not as even
as Labour continues to be dominant in a majority of these authorities. Labour’s vote of
43% was almost three percentage points lower than in 1998 but the party’s share of
seats remained high at 63%. By contrast, the Conservatives continue to struggle to make
much of an impression amongst voters in the Metropolitan boroughs. Furthermore, its
vote is poorly distributed. Despite capturing more than one in four votes cast the party
could only manage 133 seats, 16% of the total. Comparing that with the respective vote
and seat shares for the Liberal Democrats (23% and 18%) demonstrates the extent to
which the Conservatives suffer from the consequences of electoral bias. But as the
boundary reviews in the London boroughs show, it is not simply a matter of establishing
electoral equality amongst wards but rather how each party’s vote is distributed that
holds the key to the Conservatives’ current dilemma.

Comparisons with previous elections for the Unitary and District councils are practically
impossible, except at the level of a fraction of local authorities and wards where boundaries
remained unchanged. What can easily be observed, however, is further confirmation of
the Conservative party’s apparent inability fully to come to terms with its reduced status
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in the eyes of voters and the impact this is having on the proportion of seats the party
succeeds in winning. In the 18 Unitary authorities, for example, Labour held just a five-
point vote share advantage over the Conservatives but there was a two to one division in
seats in Labour’s favour (44% compared with 22%). Even in the District councils,
which traditionally favour the Conservatives, the party hardly achieves the so-called
‘winner’s bonus’ in seats. In fact, the outcome in these particular authorities was
remarkably proportional with vote and seat shares varying between one and three
percentage points for every party group.

Party performance and political control

No fewer than 40 councils changed political control, almost a quarter of the total, illustrative
of the heightened degree of electoral volatility in recent years — see Table 2. The direction
of change, though not exclusive, was often against the incumbent party, Labour, Liberal
Democrat and even Conservative. In many authorities there was significant support for
minor parties and Independents. Because of boundary changes estimates were made
beforehand of which party would have won newly created wards had these been in
existence in 1998. Based on these estimates we calculate that the Conservatives made
net gains of approximately 248 seats, with Labour incurring net losses of 278 seats. The
Liberal Democrats, defying their lowly opinion poll ratings, succeeded in making 49 net
gains. Although the Conservatives could overtake Labour as the largest party in local
government at next year’s elections, their rate of progress towards this particular goal
has been painfully slow.

Labour can feel reasonably content regarding changes in council control, particularly
since the elections followed so closely on a tax-raising budget. It lost control in 12
councils, but gained four others. Three-quarters of Labour’s lost councils went to ‘no
overall control’, whilst two of its four gains were the former Conservative controlled,
and neighbouring councils of Hyndburn and Rossendale in Lancashire.

Nevertheless, there were some surprises among Labour’s losses. Normally secure for
Labour, Kingston upon Hull has now fallen victim to a phenomenon seen elsewhere:
Liberal Democrats successfully squeezing Labour and Conservative support alike. A
similar fate awaited Labour in Norwich, a council selected by the Liberal Democrats as
their number one target. Labour also lost majorities in Enfield and Welwyn Hatfield, but
here it was the Conservatives who took advantage. There was an 11% swing from
Labour to Conservative in Enfield but elsewhere in the capital political fortunes fluctuated.
In both Bexley and Croydon, Labour won the council despite polling fewer votes than
the Conservatives and suffering an adverse swing since the last elections in 1998. The
Liberal Democrats strengthened their grip in Islington but fell short in Southwark. In the
west the contrast was even sharper, the Liberal Democrats finally losing control in
Richmond upon Thames whilst simultaneously restoring their majority in neighbouring
Kingston upon Thames.

In other parts of southern England the Liberal Democrats polled well, especially in
Cheltenham, Eastbourne and Worthing, all of which were gained from the Conservatives
courtesy of a tactical squeeze on Labour’s vote. But these successes contrast sharply
with the Liberal Democrats’ retreat in parts of northern England. Both vote share and
majority control was lost in Oldham and Sheffield as well as in the more genteel setting
of Harrogate. In Oldham and Harrogate the party’s vote fell only marginally but in
Sheffield it collapsed by 14 percentage points as Labour recovered after several years of
losses. Northern England largely remains a Labour/Liberal Democrat battleground,
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especially now that the Conservatives have lost control of Calderdale, gained as recently
as the 2000 elections. Perhaps the most surprising statistic is that in cities such as

Liverpool, Manchester and Newcastle, there are still no Conservative councillors.

Table 2: Change in Council control

Con gain from Lab
Con gain from LD

Con gain from NOC

Lab gain from Con
Lab gain from NOC

LD gain from Con

LD gain from Lab
LD gain from NOC
Other gain from NOC
NOC gain from Con

NOC gain from Lab

NOC gain from LD

Enfield
Richmond upon Thames

Adur

Barnet

Hart

Havant
Peterborough
Redbridge

Hyndburn
Bexley

Cheltenham
Eastbourne

Norwich

Kingston upon Thames
Elmbridge

Calderdale

Harlow

Harrow

Kingston upon Hull
Lambeth

Newcastle under Lyme

Harrogate
Oldham
Sheffield

Summary of change in council control

Con
Con -
Lab 2
LibDem 3
Other -
NOC 1
Total 6

Net gains/losses ~ +9

Lab LD Other
2 1 -

1 - -

9 3 -

12 4 -
-8 +2 +2

Note: Gains to be read across; losses down

X

Welwyn Hatfield

Rochford
Shrewsbury
Stroud

Swale

West Lancashire
Wokingham

Rossendale
Oxford

Worthing

Milton Keynes

Wyre Forest

Redditch
Stoke on Trent
Waltham Forest
Waveney
NOC Total
12 15
2 4
2 6
2 2
- 13
18 -
-5 -



It was the British Nationalist Party (BNP) that successfully appropriated newspaper
column inches and broadcast coverage following its decision to target seats in Burnley,
scene of race riots the previous summer. Three of the party’s candidates were successful,
the first BNP councillors elected since 1993. Turnout in Burnley reached 53%, reflecting
no doubt both media interest and the intensity of the local campaigns. In nearby Oldham,
also targeted by the party, turnout rose to 44%, although here the party’s candidates
were unable to secure any seats, despite winning an average vote share of 27%. Where
BNP candidates contested the local elections their vote share averaged 17% overall.

Green candidates, averaging less than a 10% vote share, won seats in Bassetlaw,
Lewisham, and Leeds but lost ground elsewhere, especially in Oxford. In Elmbridge the
Residents’ group gained the required number of seats to give it overall control while in
Wyre Forest the councillors representing the Kidderminster Hospital and Health Concern
group now form a majority administration.

Electoral turnout

Overall, as Table 3 shows, only one in three of eligible electors voted. In comparison
with 1998 the turnout in London was lower by some three percentage points on average
but there was a seven-point rise in the Metropolitan boroughs. Seeking to arrest the fall
in turnout, the government approved further pilot schemes in 30 local authorities. Some
modifications would have been barely noticeable to the majority of electors. For example,
two London boroughs, Wandsworth and Westminster, extended the hours that polling
stations were open, whilst other authorities gave electors an opportunity to vote some
days prior to the normal Thursday. There was little or no measurable effect from these
experiments, indeed in Wandsworth there was a large decline in turnout. More ambitious
schemes saw some councils dispense with the need for polling stations, holding all-
postal ballots instead. A popular choice among piloting authorities was e(lectronic)-
voting, although the format varied. In some areas voters visited a polling station and
used a touch screen voting facility. Others permitted voting by telephone, conventional
or mobile, as well as via the Internet.

Table 3: Turnout, contestation and incumbency

London Metropolitan Unitary Shire District All
Boroughs Boroughs Councils Councils Auths.

Average turnout 316 31.8 30.2 354 333
Aggregate turnout 33.1 314 30.2 355 328
Uncontested seats 3 1 | 48 53
Uncontested seats (%) 0.2 0.1 0.2 1.8 0.9
Wards with 3 party contests 520 643 234 938 2,335
Wards with 3 party contests (%)  83.3 77.8 71.8 59.9 69.9
Total candidates 6,111 2911 1,632 7,236 17,890
Candidates/seats ratio 328 347 3.10 2.69 3.03
Women candidates 1,994 873 458 2,353 5,678
Women candidates (%) 32.6 30.0 28.1 32.5 31.7
Women elected 542 235 144 772 1,693
Women elected (%) 29.1 28.0 27.3 28.7 28.6
Incumbents re-elected 1124 570 326 1741 3,761
Incumbents re-elected (%) 83.3 87.8 80.1 81.5 82.8



As in 2000, when the first electoral pilots were held, the only real success story can be
found with all-postal ballots. In Chorley, Gateshead, Stevenage and South Tyneside,
turnout doubled compared with 1998 and in every other case except Hackney, where a
complex ballot arrangement was used, it rose substantially. The impact of e-voting on
turnout is more ambiguous. On the one hand the aggregate level did not rise significantly,
and it does not appear that such schemes persuaded many additional electors to vote. In
Swindon, for example, where e-voting took place across all wards, overall turnout rose
from 29% in 2000 to 31% in 2002, more or less in line with the national increase. In the
country as a whole, nearly half the 28 wards where Internet voting was offered saw
fewer than 10% of voters favour this method. However, in some wards relatively large
numbers of voters did take advantage of the new opportunities. Seven wards saw voting
by Internet by more than one in five voters, with the highest proportion, 29%, located in
the Verulam ward in St. Albans. Telephone voting too received a mixed reaction. Across
19 wards in Swindon between 4-6% of voters voted in this manner, but in two wards in
Liverpool the proportion was higher, 17-18%, and in Verulam almost three in ten voters
used the telephone to cast a ballot. This ward perhaps best summarises attitudes towards
voting — some electors will embrace change whilst others will not. While over half voted
either by Internet or telephone and a further 9% voted by post, just over a third of
electors still chose to visit their local polling station. A survey of Internet voters in
Swindon found, perhaps unsurprisingly, that it was younger voters who took greatest
advantage of the new technology.

Contestation, Women candidates and Incumbents

It was certainly not a lack of competition that discouraged many from voting. As the
figures show (see Table 3), there were only a very small number of cases where candidates
were elected unopposed. In London there was no contest in the Hounslow Heath ward
while Wigan’s Bedford-Astley was the only Metropolitan borough ward not to feature a
challenge. The appropriately named Wokingham Without ward was the only case of an
unopposed return in the Unitary council elections.

With elections occurring in the London boroughs it was to be anticipated that the level of
three-party competition was going to be high. Overall, seven in ten ward contests offered
electors a choice of candidates from the main parties, with the proportion highest in
London and lowest in the shires. The addition of Independents, Greens and other minor
parties brought the total number of candidates towards eighteen thousand. Across the
board there was a healthy ratio of candidates to seats, highest in the Metropolitan boroughs
(3.47), falling to a ratio of 2.69 in the District council elections.

The relatively large proportion of women that contested seats complements the competitive
nature of the elections. In most local elections the percentage of female candidates
rarely rises as high as 30% but in London and the shire Districts the ratio in 2002 was
one in three and high too for the other authorities. Among the main parties the Liberal
Democrats had the largest share of female candidates, some 37%. Voters showed no
discrimination for or against female candidates.

In 3,761 seats from the 5,914 available an incumbent councillor was re-elected. Almost
88% of Conservative incumbents seeking re-election were successful but even amongst
Labour and Liberal Democrats the percentage rose above 80%. Naturally, the extensive
boundary changes meant that many of these councillors are now representing at least
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some new electors but the general rule of thumb remains that as long as councillors do
not voluntarily retire from the council then they have a good chance of electoral success.
Approximately 60% of councillors elected in 2002 for each of the main parties were
individuals standing for re-election.

Mayoral elections

Following referendum votes approving the principle of an elected mayor some seven
contests were held in May 2002. The results of these elections are shown in Table 4.
The system of voting used to elect mayors is known as the Supplementary Vote (SV),
which gives each voter a first and second vote. Should no candidate win an absolute
majority of first votes then all but the two top-placed candidates are eliminated and,
where eligible, the second votes on those ballots are added to the totals of the two
remaining candidates. The winner is the candidate with the most votes following this
procedure. Of the seven mayoral elections just two contests, in Middlesbrough and
Newham, saw the successful candidate win after the first ballot. In none of the remaining
five contests was the candidate leading after the first vote count overtaken by his or her
opponent on the second count. An absolute majority of votes was achieved by only two
of the five candidates elected following the counting of second votes (Lewisham and
Watford).

Two contests in particular received widespread publicity and, at the same time, appeared
to confirm the public’s current scepticism towards traditional party politics. In
Middlesbrough, the former policeman Ray Mallon won easily as an Independent candidate,
polling almost two-thirds of votes cast. The mayoral race in Hartlepool was won by
Stuart Drummond, better known locally as Hartlepool Town’s football mascot, “H’ Angus
the Monkey”, who despite wearing fancy dress throughout the campaign resisted the
challenge of his party political opponents. Other results too were unexpected. In Watford,
the winner was Liberal Democrat, Dorothy Thornhill, who only narrowly missed winning
on the first count. Ironically, she had first opposed the policy of an elected mayor,
arguing that it put too much power in the hands of a single person. Meanwhile, politics
in Labour-run North Tyneside council is also set to become more interesting now that
the voters there have elected a Conservative mayor. A further four referendums (Bedford,
Hackney, Mansfield and Stoke on Trent) have endorsed the mayoral principle and elections
will be held shortly in these authorities. Did the mayoral elections encourage more
people to vote? While in both Middlesbrough and North Tyneside the availability of a
postal vote helped to persuade more than four in ten electors to participate, in four of the
five other mayoral contests turnout fell below 30%.
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Table 4: Mayoral Election Results

Candidate

Doncaster
Martin Winter
Andrew Burden
Jessie Credland
Michael Maye
Graham Newman
Terry Wilcox
Shafiqg Khan
Turnout:

Hartlepool

Stuart Drummond
Leo Gillen

Tan Cameron
Arthur Preece
Stephen Close
Turnout:

Lewisham
Steve Bullock
Derek Stone
Alex Feakes
Sinna Mani

Marie-Louise Irvine

Turnout:

Middlesbrough
Raymond Mallon
Sylvia Connolly
Joe Michna
Ronald Darby
Jeffrey Fowler
Rod Jones
Turnout:

Newham
Robin Wales

Tawfique Choudhury

Graham Postles
Alan Craig
Michael Davidson
Gabrielle Rolfe
Turnout:

North Tyneside
Chris Morgan
Eddie Darke
Michael Huscroft
Allan Pond
Michael Elliott
Turnout:

Watford

Dorothy Thornhill
Vince Muspratt
Gary Ling
Stephen Rackett
Paul Woodward
Anthony Cooke

Turnout:

Party

Lab
Con
Ind
Ind
LD
Ind
Ind

Lab
Ind
LD
Con

Lab
Con
LD
Green
Parents

Ind
Lab
LD
Con
SA
Ind

Lab
Ind
Con
CPA
BNP
Green

Con
Lab
LD
Ind
SA

Lab
Con
Green
SA
Ind

Ist
vote

21,494
9,000
8,469
7,502
5,150
4,036
2,836

58,487

5,696
5,438
5,174
1,675
1,561
19,544

20,011
8,004
7,276
5,517
3,710

44,518

26,362
9,653
3,820
1,510

352
297
41,994

20,384
5,907
4,635
3,649
2,881
2,691

40,147

21,829
19,601
12,323
4,993
2,119
60,865

10,954
4,899
4,746

851
390
330

22,170

Ist

share

36.8
154
14.5
12.8
8.8
6.9
4.8
27.1

29.1
278
26.5
8.6
8.0
28.8

45.0
18.0
16.3
12.4
83
24.8

62.8
23.0
9.1
3.6
0.8
0.7
41.6

50.8
14.7
11.6
9.1
7.2
6.7
25.5

359
322
20.3
82
35
42.3

494
221
214
3.8
1.8
1.5

36.1
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44.0



Using the Handbook

In 2002 there were elections for a total of 174 local authorities comprising 32 London
boroughs, 36 Metropolitan boroughs, 18 Unitary councils and 88 District councils. There
were no local elections in Scotland and Wales, the English shire Counties, as well as
those Districts that normally hold whole-council elections. The Handbook is organised
into sections, which cover the London, Metropolitan, Unitary and District councils
respectively. Within these categories councils are organised alphabetically and results
are reported in alphabetical order of ward name. Election results have generally been
taken from figures provided by, and checked with, Electoral Administrators.

Before the ward by ward results we have provided a section containing aggregate data
covering each local authority. Ward results for each authority were aggregated to produce
this set of summary statistics. These include the percentage vote share for a range of
parties and independent candidates. Where wards elect more than one councillor then
the vote of the best placed candidate for each party is used in calculating total vote. In
contests featuring multiple Independent candidates these were grouped according to the
number of seats in a ward. In the case of a three-member ward with six Independent
candidates, therefore, the votes of the first and fourth placed Independent contribute
towards the total vote figure. The number of seats contested and the number of seats
won by each party is also noted.

Turnout, in brackets after the name of the authority, is the average turnout in those
wards which had a contested election. Table 3A at the rear of the book contains details
of local authority turnout that has been calculated using a different method. Instead of
taking the average value in contested wards we have summed the votes and electorates
in contested wards and then expressed one as a percentage of the other. These two
methods for calculating local authority level turnout will produce slightly different figures
for those authorities that have a large range of ward level electorates and where complex
patterns of contestation in multi-member wards result in an under- or over-estimate of
actual votes cast.

In those authorities where a direct comparison with the 1998 elections has been possible
we have also provided the percentage change for the different parties. In a large number
of cases this has not proved practicable. Some of the councils have a different base year
and we felt that comparisons might prove misleading. Furthermore, a large number of
authorities have seen boundary changes recently implemented and had whole-council
elections this year as opposed to ‘thirds’ elections in 1998. In those cases where
comparisons have been made between a party’s vote in 2002 and 1998 we have not
controlled for varying patterns of party competition. Interested readers should consult
the relevant year’s Handbook for such detailed information.

The final two lines of the summary of aggregate statistics provide information relating to
the number of candidates fielded by each party as well as the number of candidates that
were successfully elected. Note, that since some councils are electing only a fraction of
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the council body (e.g. Metropolitan boroughs and some Unitary and District councils)
the ‘seats won’ category is not an equivalent to the full council composition.

In the main body of the book the results for each ward are listed in alphabetical order
within each local authority. The figure in brackets is the electorate for 2002. The
practice adopted by local authorities for calculating this figure varies but the introduction
of rolling electoral registers means that it is likely to be is a better approximation than
before of the numbers eligible to vote on election day. Nevertheless, it has been impossible
to adopt a standard definition of electorate or reliably to identify the particular procedures
used by each authority. The appearance of a date in [square brackets] on this line
indicates that the election was not held for some reason on May 2 but was contested on
the later, specified date. This year there were four such contests, viz., Brent (Northwick
Park), Newcastle-under-Lyme (Thistlebury), Stoke-on-Trent (Northwood & Birches
Head), and Wyre Forest (Sutton Park). All of these elections were held on June 13 but
their results have been incorporated into the aggregate statistics.

Candidates are listed in descending order of vote within each ward. The first initial is
given; ‘Ms.’ after a candidate’s name indicates a woman; and ‘*’ indicates that the
candidate was a sitting councillor, although not necessarily for the same ward. Vote is
the number of electors who supported each candidate and Share the proportion of the
total number who cast a valid ballot supporting each candidate. The process of rounding
means that some shares do not necessarily sum to 100.

In the case of multi-member wards where more than one vacancy was filled we have
used the vote of each party’s best placed candidate in order to calculate total vote and
hence party shares. Where a candidate(s) was returned unopposed then either ‘0’ or
‘0.0’ are used in the fields for vote, share and turnout.

Below the list of candidates is a further line of data. First, we print the name of the party
whose candidate finished top of the poll at the corresponding election in 1998 (or later in
some authorities where new boundaries have taken effect). In many local authorities
recent ward boundary changes have meant that it has not always been possible to indicate
a winning party at the previous election. In multi-member wards it is important not to
assume that the named party won all the available seats in that ward; so-called ‘split-
wards’ where seats are shared between parties are fairly common. Next, is recorded the
percentage turnout. Turnout is the proportion of the electorate that cast valid ballots at
the election. In the overwhelming majority of cases turnout is that given by the local
Electoral Administrator and has thus been calculated knowing the number of valid ballot
papers issued. In the remaining cases we have ourselves calculated turnout from the
available information. The figure to the right of the turnout represents the lead of the
winning party over the second placed party in percentage terms rounded to one decimal
place. The process of rounding means that in some cases the percentage majority may
not be exactly the same as the winning party’s vote share minus the second-placed
party’s share.
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Party Labels

Candidates standing for local election use an extensive variety of party labels that now
have to be officially registered with the Electoral Commission. However, we have felt
obliged to reduce these to manageable numbers. To provide an example the Waltham
Residents’ Association is listed simply as ‘Res’, in common with other similar Associations.
Unless the party label included the word ‘Independent’ we have treated such candidates
as if they were official party candidates. It was necessary to bring together a large
number of candidates under the general heading of ‘Independents’. In some cases we
have retained the labels used by specific local parties when the number of candidates
fielded has warranted it. A list of party labels follows:

Abbreviation Party Label

ABeeC A future for Brentford Football Club in your community
BNP British National Party

Britw Britwellian Group

CareP The Caring Party

CD The Christian Democrat Party

Comm Communist

Cmty The Community (LB of Hounslow)

CmtyA Community Action Party

CmtyG The Community Group

Con The Conservative Party

CPA Christian Peoples Alliance

Dem Democrat

FP The Freedom Party

Eng Ind English Independent Party

Env Environment & Wildlife

FCP Fat Cat Party

Fell Fellowship Party

Green Green Party

HVS Hersham Village Society

IKHHC Independent Kidderminster Hospital & Health Concern
Ind Independent

Ind Con Independent Conservative

Ind PL The Independent & Progressive Labour Party
Ind Ref Stoke-on-Trent Independent Reform Group
IWCA Independent Working Class Association
Just Justice Party

KLAP Kirkby Labour Alliance Party

LA Left Alliance

Lab The Labour Party

LCA Legalise Cannabis Alliance

ID The Liberal Democrat Party

LEAP Local Education Action by Parents

LGR Local Government Reform

LIA Lincoln Independent Alliance

Lib The Liberal Party

Marx Marxist

MK Mebyon Kernow

MRLP Monster Raving Loony Party
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Abbreviation Party Label

NB New Britain

NCDMV No Candidate Deserves My Vote
NF National Front

NIA Newham Independents Association
PABAG People Against Bureaucracy Action Group
Parents Parents Party

PCH The People’s Choice!

PIP People’s Independent Party 2002
PJP People’s Justice Party

PP People’s Party

Prog Progressive

Rate Ratepayer

Res Resident Association

RLCG Runcorn Labour Councillors Group
RRLP Rock ‘N Roll Loony Party

S Alt Socialist Alternative

SA Socialist Alliance

Save Save St. John’s Wood Adventure Playground
SL Socialist Labour Party

South P Southport Party

™ The Third Way

UK Ind UK Independence Party

WS The Walton Society
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Aggregate Statistics for:

32 London Boroughs
36 Metropolitan Boroughs
18 Unitary Councils
88 Shire District Councils







Aggregate Statistics for
32 London Boroughs

Barking & Dagenham (22.7)

% share

% change
candidates
seats won

Barnet (34.0)

% share

% change
candidates
seats won

Bexley (34.0)

% share

% change
candidates
seats won

Brent (30.3)

% share

% change
candidates
seats won

Bromley (36.9)

% share

% change
candidates
seats won

Camden (28.4)

% share

% change
candidates
seats won

Croydon (34.5)

% share

% change
candidates
seats won

Ealing (31.4)

% share

% change
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seats won

Enfield (33.6)
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Greenwich (29.7)
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Hackney (32.0)

Con
% share 16.8
% change -4.1
candidates 56
seats won 9

Lab
43.4
1.8
57
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Hammersmith & Fulham (32.1)

Con
% share 41.7
% change 4.9
candidates 46
seats won 18
Haringey (27.9)

Con
% share 15.9
% change -2.1
candidates 57
seats won 0
Harrow (31.5)

Con
% share 49.7
% change 17.2
candidates 60
seats won 30
Havering (44.9)

Con
% share 37.6
% change 8.3
candidates 54
seats won 26
Hillingdon (32.6)

Con
% share 41.3
% change -4.3
candidates 65
seats won 31
Hounslow (28.6)

Con
% share 29.5
% change 1.7
candidates 55
seats won 15
Islington (27.0)

Con
% share 3.9
% change 25
candidates 33
seats won 0

Lab
41.6
-8.5
46
28

Lab
40.3
-11.8

42

37.9
-10.1

36

Kensington & Chelsea (27.8)

Con
% share 57.3
% change 5.5
candidates 54
seats won 42

Kingston Upon Thames

Con
% share 35.0
% change -1.7
candidates 48
seats won 15
Lambeth (25.9)

Con
% share 16.2
% change -1.2
candidates 63
seats won 7
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Lewisham (25.6)

Con
% share 16.8
% change -4.5
candidates 54
seats won 2
Merton (34.2)

Con
% share 34.3
% change 41
candidates 60
seats won 25
Newham (26.9)

Con
% share 20.3
% change 3.1
candidates 31
seats won 0
Redbridge (34.2)

Con
% share 42.0
% change 3.9
candidates 63
seats won 33
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Richmond Upon Thames (39.9)

Con
% share 43.9
% change 8.2
candidates 54
seats won 39
Southwark (26.4)

Con
% share 131
% change 0.2
candidates 63
seats won 5
Sutton (36.3)

Con
% share 354
% change 7.2
candidates 54
seats won 9

Tower Hamlets (30.6)

Con
% share 15.4
% change 1.5
candidates 51
seats won 0

Waltham Forest (34.4)

Con
% share 26.5
% change 3.5
candidates 60
seats won 18
Wandsworth (29.8)
Con
% share 48.2
% change -3.8
candidates 60
seats won 50
Westminster (27.5)
Con
% share 55.5
% change 1.3
candidates 60
seats won 48
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Aggregate Statistics for

36 Metropolitan Boroughs

Barnsley (25.7)

% share

% change
candidates
seats won

Birmingham (31.6)

% share

% change
candidates
seats won

Bolton (31.1)

% share

% change
candidates
seats won

Bradford (36.4)

% share

% change
candidates
seats won

Bury (36.3)

% share

% change
candidates
seats won

Calderdale (31.9)

% share

% change
candidates
seats won

Coventry (28.1)

% share

% change
candidates
seats won

Doncaster (28.5)

% share

% change
candidates
seats won

Dudley (31.1)

% share

% change
candidates
seats won

Gateshead (57.0)
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Kirklees (33.8)

Con
% share 241
% change -0.6
candidates 24
seats won 5
Knowsley (23.3)

Con
% share 7.5
% change -8.1
candidates 13
seats won 0
Leeds (30.6)

Con
% share 29.2
% change 1.4
candidates 33
seats won 7
Liverpool (25.1)

Con
% share 4.3
% change -0.8
candidates 27
seats won 0
Manchester (24.3)

Con
% share 9.1
% change -3.5
candidates 31
seats won 0

Newcastle Upon Tyne (31.8)

Con
% share 15.6
% change -0.2
candidates 26
seats won 0

North Tyneside (43.1)

Con
% share 36.1
% change 5.9
candidates 20
seats won 7
Oldham (44.0)

Con
% share 14.3
% change -2.5
candidates 17
seats won 0
Rochdale (30.5)

Con
% share 22.7
% change 2.0
candidates 18
seats won 2
Rotherham (26.7)

Con
% share 20.7
% change -4.8
candidates 23
seats won 1
Salford (24.5)

Con
% share 17.8
% change -0.7
candidates 12
seats won 0
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Sandwell (29.4)

Con
% share 27.4
% change 4.1
candidates 24
seats won 3
Sefton (31.0)

Con
% share 24.7
% change -6.3
candidates 17
seats won 5
Sheffield (29.7)

Con
% share 13.6
% change 1.8
candidates 29
seats won 0
Solihull (31.7)

Con
% share 49.2
% change 4.2
candidates 17
seats won 9

South Tyneside (52.9)

Con
% share 124
% change 0.9
candidates 12
seats won 0
St. Helens (26.3)

Con
% share 17.6
% change 2.8
candidates 18
seats won 2
Stockport (34.0)

Con
% share 30.9
% change 4.4
candidates 21
seats won 3
Sunderland (22.8)

Con
% share 31.9
% change 4.0
candidates 25
seats won 3
Tameside (27.8)

Con
% share 239
% change 3.3
candidates 16
seats won 2
Trafford (51.2)

Con
% share 451
% change 0.6
candidates 21
seats won 9
Wakefield (25.1)

Con
% share 23.7
% change -1.4
candidates 22
seats won 1

Aggregate Statistics
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Walsall (29.0)

Con
% share 41.2
% change 2.8
candidates 20
seats won 6
Wigan (25.3)

Con
% share 17.3
% change 3.9
candidates 18
seats won 1
Wirral (31.0)

Con
% share 35.3
% change 2.2
candidates 22
seats won 6

Wolverhampton (31.7)

Con
% share 34.6
% change -3.4
candidates 20
seats won 5
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Aggregate Statistics for

18 Unitary Councils

Blackburn with Darwen (37.3)

Con
% share 33.9
candidates 17
seats won 5
Bristol (35.5)

Con
% share 30.5
candidates 23
seats won 6
Derby (33.2)

Con
% share 30.9
candidates 51
seats won 11
Halton (25.1)

Con
% share 18.1
candidates 15
seats won 0
Hartlepool (30.4)

Con
% share 18.3
% change 2.4
candidates 6
seats won 2

Kingston Upon Hull (25.0)

Con
% share 8.6
% change -6.4
candidates 31
seats won 2

Milton Keynes (34.0)

Con
% share 28.8
candidates 51
seats won 8

Peterborough (33.5)

Con
% share 51.6
candidates 19
seats won 13
Portsmouth (29.3)

Con
% share 35.7
% change 1.5
candidates 42
seats won 15
Reading (29.1)

Con
% share 26.9
candidates 15
seats won 1
Slough (28.2)

Con
% share 26.8
candidates 14
seats won 1
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Southampton (27.5)

Con
% share 27.2
% change 5.1
candidates 48
seats won 11

Southend On Sea (29.3)

Con
% share 46.3
candidates 17
seats won 11

Stoke On Trent (28.2)

Con
% share 13.2
% change -3.7
candidates 19
seats won 6
Swindon (31.4)

Con
% share 38.6
candidates 19
seats won 7
Thurrock (20.0)

Con
% share 37.1
candidates 16
seats won 1
Warrington (28.6)

Con
% share 23.2
candidates 20
seats won 1
Wokingham (34.1)

Con
% share 48.6
candidates 19
seats won 14
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Aggregate Statistics for
88 Shire District Councils

Adur (33.1)

Con
% share 491
% change 17.0
candidates 13
seats won 9
Amber Valley (29.5)

Con
% share 36.3
candidates 15
seats won 4

Barrow In Furness (26.9)

Con
% share 36.0
candidates 12
seats won 4
Basildon (26.0)

Con
% share 46.8
candidates 42
seats won 21

Lab

52.5

12
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13
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Basingstoke & Deane (34.7)

Con
% share 43.8
candidates 59
seats won 25
Bassetlaw (31.6)

Con
% share 40.3
candidates 33
seats won 16
Bedford (35.2)

Con
% share 375
candidates 54
seats won 24
Brentwood (39.0)

Con
% share 40.7
candidates 37
seats won 14
Broadland (36.0)

Con
% share 40.8
% change -2.8
candidates 17
seats won 9
Broxbourne (26.9)

Con
% share 59.7
candidates 16
seats won 14
Burnley (53.3)

Con
% share 8.8
candidates 9
seats won 4
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Cambridge (32.4)

Con
% share 21.6
% change -0.3
candidates 15
seats won 1

Cannock Chase (27.2)

Con
% share 29.0
candidates 33
seats won 9
Carlisle (31.7)

Con
% share 429
candidates 17
seats won 7
Cheltenham (36.0)

Con
% share 39.5
candidates 40
seats won 13
Cherwell (33.5)

Con
% share 50.8
candidates 50
seats won 37
Chester (37.0)

Con
% share 40.2
candidates 20
seats won 7
Chorley (62.1)

Con
% share 33.9
candidates 40
seats won 16
Colchester (32.4)

Con
% share 37.6
candidates 60
seats won 24
Congleton (33.1)

Con
% share 475
candidates 17
seats won 12
Craven (41.9)

Con
% share 36.0
candidates 26
seats won 13
Crawley (30.1)

Con
% share 285
% change 5.4
candidates 11
seats won 3

Crewe & Nantwich (31.2)

Con
% share 41.6
candidates 20
seats won 7
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Daventry (38.5)

Con
% share 59.4
candidates 13
seats won 12
Eastbourne (33.8)

Con
% share 36.9
% change -6.3
candidates 27
seats won 12
Eastleigh (35.8)

Con
% share 33.2
candidates 44
seats won 9

30.0
13

17.8
40

Ellesmere Port & Neston (31.6)

Con
% share 41.0
candidates 14
seats won 4
Elmbridge (32.8)

Con
% share 375
candidates 20
seats won 6

Epping Forest (32.9)

Con
% share 46.0
candidates 57
seats won 26
Exeter (34.2)

Con
% share 24.3
candidates 13
seats won 1
Fareham (35.4)

Con
% share 48.5
% change 6.4
candidates 31
seats won 17
Gloucester (31.5)

Con
% share 40.6
candidates 36
seats won 14
Gosport (33.6)

Con
% share 39.8
% change 2.6
candidates 34
seats won 10

Great Yarmouth (30.3)

Con
% share 43.3
% change 1.8
candidates 16
seats won 7
Harlow (35.4)

Con
% share 31.2
candidates 33
seats won 12
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Harrogate (39.6)

Con
% share 451
candidates 53
seats won 26
Hart (29.7)

Con
% share 41.8
candidates 30
seats won 22
Hastings (31.9)

Con
% share 30.0
candidates 32
seats won 10
Havant (29.2)

Con
% share 44.8
% change 3.2
candidates 36
seats won 23
Hertsmere (32.7)

Con
% share 46.3
candidates 14
seats won 7

Huntingdonshire (37.7)

Con
% share 45.7
% change -5.7
candidates 18
seats won 12
Hyndburn (36.1)

Con
% share 47.7
candidates 35
seats won 17
Ipswich (31.6)

Con
% share 36.4
candidates 48
seats won 9
Lincoln (26.2)

Con
% share 375
% change 8.9
candidates 11
seats won 2

Macclesfield (33.4)

Con
% share 45.6
candidates 20
seats won 11
Maidstone (32.4)

Con
% share 37.6
candidates 45
seats won 19
Mole Valley (41.6)

Con
% share 42.3
candidates 14
seats won 5
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Newcastle-under-Lyme (32.3)

Con
% share 25.2
candidates 60
seats won 10

North Hertfordshire (36.0)

Con
% share 44.4
candidates 18
seats won 9
Norwich (35.5)

Con
% share 13.0
% change -5.6
candidates 16
seats won 0

Nuneaton & Bedworth (28.7)

Con
% share 42.8
% change 10.4
candidates 30
seats won 8
Oxford (33.8)

Con
% share 15.7
% change -0.1
candidates 35
seats won 0
Pendle (47.4)

Con
% share 27.4
candidates 48
seats won 11
Penwith (41.1)

Con
% share 23.7
% change 7.4
candidates 7
seats won 2
Preston (33.9)

Con
% share 36.3
candidates 54
seats won 19
Purbeck (44.4)

Con
% share 30.5
candidates 5
seats won 4
Redditch (30.1)

Con
% share 39.9
% change 9.2
candidates 11
seats won 5

Reigate & Banstead (32.0)

Con
% share 48.9
candidates 17
seats won 12
Rochford (29.5)

Con
% share 46.7
candidates 38
seats won 28
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Rossendale (36.5)

Con Lab
% share 441 51.8
candidates 36 36
seats won 12 24
Rugby (39.7)

Con Lab
% share 35.2 26.2
candidates 38 33
seats won 18 16
Runnymede (27.8)

Con Lab
% share 571 229
% change 1.1 -7
candidates 16 15
seats won 12 2
Rushmoor (32.3)

Con Lab
% share 43.0 21.2
candidates 39 28
seats won 25 6

Shrewsbury & Atcham (41.9)

Con Lab
% share 42.3 23.9
candidates 38 29
seats won 22 9

South Bedfordshire (30.5)

Con Lab
% share 43.8 27.0
candidates 50 46
seats won 28 7

South Cambridgeshire (36.9)

Con Lab
% share 39.4 16.7
% change 5.4 4.2
candidates 17 8
seats won 6 3

South Lakeland (39.6)

Con Lab
% share 32.7 214
candidates 17 14
seats won 2 6
St Albans (38.1)

Con Lab
% share 36.3 23.7
candidates 21 21
seats won 8 6
Stevenage (52.9)

Con Lab
% share 26.1 53.2
candidates 13 13
seats won 1 11

Stratford On Avon (42.4)

Con Lab
% share 46.2 5.7
candidates 47 16
seats won 27 2
Stroud (40.7)

Con Lab
% share 40.1 27.0
candidates 51 43
seats won 29 12
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10.1
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4.2
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10.1
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owo

Swale (32.1)

Con Lab
% share 43.3 31.0
candidates 47 47
seats won 25 10
Tamworth (25.9)

Con Lab
% share 39.8 46.7
% change 85 -145
candidates 30 30
seats won 8 22
Tandridge (41.7)

Con Lab
% share 50.1 9.6
candidates 14 12
seats won 1 0

Three Rivers (36.1)

Con Lab
% share 39.9 1.7
candidates 17 12
seats won 6 1

Tunbridge Wells (31.9)

Con Lab
% share 50.3 10.8
candidates 48 14
seats won 34 3
Watford (37.6)

Con Lab
% share 25.6 24.2
% change -28 -143
candidates 12 11
seats won 2 4
Waveney (36.3)

Con Lab
% share 35.7 37.2
candidates 35 48
seats won 21 21

Welwyn Hatfield (35.3)

Con Lab
% share 48.5 33.8
% change 5.2 -6.5
candidates 17 17
seats won 1 6

West Lancashire (32.9)

Con Lab
% share 45.6 39.9
candidates 40 43
seats won 30 24

West Lindsey (34.1)

Con Lab
% share 42.6 141
candidates 12 7
seats won 8 1

West Oxfordshire (39.7)

Con Lab
% share 38.6 13.1
candidates 46 18
seats won 32 2

Weymouth & Portland (35.4)

Con Lab
% share 32.9 38.5
% change 15.3 1.3
candidates 1 12
seats won 1 6
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Winchester (43.7)

% share
candidates
seats won

Woking (34.2)

% share
candidates
seats won

Worcester (31.4)

% share

% change
candidates
seats won

Worthing (30.7)

% share

% change
candidates
seats won

Wyre Forest (32.7)

% share

% change
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Barking & Dagenham

Abbey (6706)°

vote share
Alexander J. Ms.* Lab 997 701
Bramley G.* Lab 921 -
Fani M.* Lab 895 -
Beadle B. LD 426 29.9
Griffin J. Ms. LD 387 -
Tester M. Ms. LD 354 -
Turnout 22.9 40.1
Alibon (6631)3
vote share
WadeT.* Lab 743 674
Davis J.* Lab 724 -
McCarthy M.* Lab 632 -
Justice M. Ms. Con 360 32.6
Turnout 19.1 34.7
Becontree (7212)°
vote share
Bradley E. Ms.* Lab 841 65.8
Wainwright J.* Lab 686 -
Geddes C.* Lab 684 -
Roberts R. Ms. LD 438 34.2
Turnout 17.0 31.5
Chadwell Heath (6855)°
vote share
Curtis R.* Res 682 35.6
Jeyes R.* Res 667 -
JusticeT. Con 642 335
Lewis D. Ms. Res 624 -
Northover P. Ms. Lab 594 31.0
Aziz A. Lab 513 -
Agrawal A. Lab 485 -
Turnout 26.7 2.1
Eastbrook (7419)3
vote share
BunnL.* Lab 1,003 51.8
Collins L.* Lab 936 -
Summerfield S.* Lab 893 -
Connelly S. Ms. Con 725 37.4
Smith K. Ms. Con 717 -
Patten V. Con 677 -
Butler M. Ind 210 10.8
Turnout 256 143
Eastbury (7255)°
vote share
CooperA.* LD 986 56.4
Cooper J. Ms. LD 930 -
Felton D. LD 885 -
Arnold J. Ms. Lab 763 43.6
Manley P.* Lab 760 -
Gill S.* Lab 648 -
Turnout 258 12.8
Gascoigne (6086)°
vote share
Flint K. Ms.* Lab 992 64.7
Rush V. Ms.* Lab 863 -
McKenzie M. Lab 857 -
Cornwell A. LD 383 25.0
Tester B. LD 324 -
Gower S. LD 317 -
Yildirim H. Green 158 10.3
Turnout 242 39.7

Goresbrook (7107)3

vote share
Porter J.* Lab 847 62.0
Huggins M. Lab 842 -
Thomas A.* Lab 778 -
Gill K. Ms. LD 520 38.0
Gill W. LD 509 -
Turnout 20.3 23.9
Heath (6951)°
vote share
Fairbrass C.* Lab 966 57.6
Osborn B.* Lab 918 -
Kallar S.* Lab 904 -
Woodward G. Con 362 21.6
Whyte B. LD 349 20.8
Stepton A. LD 328 -
Turnout 21.8 36.0
Longbridge (7153)3
vote share
Bramley S. Ms.* Lab 869 422
Baker M. Ms.* Lab 852 -
Cook B. Con 811 394
Gill N.* Lab 774 -
Clark A. Con 757 -
Cockling P. Con 741 -
Harding L. Ms. LD 379 184
Price H. Ms. LD 352 -
Felton S. Ms. LD 334 -
1998: Lab Turnout 29.6 2.8
Mayesbrook (6655)2
vote share
Blake J. Ms.* Lab 648 52.4
HuntD. Ms. Lab 619 -
Conyard J. Ms.* Lab 605 -
Little R. LD 589 47.6
Broughton J. LD 589 -
Lopez-Real J. LD 533 -
Turnout 20.8 4.8
Parsloes (6495)°
vote share
Jones F.* Lab 775 62.7
Collins H.* Lab 758 -
O’Brien D. Lab 647 -
Chapman W. Ms. LD 462 37.3
Perry T. LD 446 -
Turnout 19.9 25.3
River (7160)°
vote share
Smith L. Lab 1,018 69.4
Twomey P. Ms.* Lab 987 -
Jamu I.* Lab 827 -
McCulloch R. Ms. LD 449  30.6
Turnout 20.4 38.8
Thames (6144)3
vote share
Barns W. Lab 980 67.6
Rawlinson J. Ms.* Lab 947 -
Miles D. Lab 940 -
Dias-Broughton J. LD 321 222
Dias M. LD 293 -
Dias-Broughton L. Ms. LD 293 -
Koch-Krause F. Green 148 10.2
Turnout 23.7 455

Valence (6568)°

vote share
Cridland V. Ms.* Lab 897 67.6
Bruce J. Ms.” Lab 811 -
Osborn C. Ms. Lab 741 -
Stepton C. Ms. LD 430 324
Turnout 20.3 35.2
Village (6941)3
vote share
Waker L. Lab 981 55.2
Best D.* Lab 946 -
Dale W.* Lab 890 -
Connelly N. Con 414 233
Tindling F. LD 383 215
Turnout 22.4 319
Whalebone (6922)°
vote share
Gibbs A. Res 762 417
Denyer J. Res 755 -
West M. Ms.* Lab 740 405
Parkin R. Lab 701 -
Woodcock K. Res 675 -
Worby M. Ms.* Lab 667 -
Grimmer P. Con 324 177
Grimmer S. Ms. Con 279 -
Turnout 26.2 1.2

Brunswick Park (11009)®

vote share
Tambourides A.” Con 2,278 493
Hope D. Con 2,269 -
Hillan L. Ms.* Con 2,267 -
Cooke G.* Lab 1,627 35.2
Vourou A. Lab 1,494 -
Tebb K. Ms. Lab 1,488 -
Finlayson P. LD 463 10.0
Neil M. Ms. LD 443 -
Wicksteed C. LD 323 -
Vigay D. Green 257 5.6
Turnout 40.8 14.1

Burnt Oak (9895)°
vote share
Turner A.* Lab 1,675 68.6
Williams A.* Lab 1,657 -
McFadyen L. Ms.* Lab 1,496 -
Sparrow P. Ms. Con 426 17.5
Williams J. Ms. Con 412 -
Braun R. Con 411 -
Poppy A. Ms. Green 194 8.0
Roberts M. LD 145 5.9
Hatchett K. Ms. LD 144 -
Freszczur H. LD 82 -
Turnout 243 51.2
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Childs Hill (11821)*

vote share
Cohen J.* LD 1,779 489
Palmer M.* LD 1,775 -
Palmer S. Ms.* LD 1,703 -
Harris M. Con 856 23.5
Herbst J. Con 790 -
Gill J. Con 740 -
Robinson D. Lab 717 19.7
Farrier C. Ms. Lab 688 -
Mitra D. Lab 607 -
Rosenfield J. Ms. Green 288 7.9
Turnout 29.4 254
Colindale (10306)
vote share
ChopraD.* Lab 1,314 614
Sargeant G. Ms.* Lab 1,302 -
Sloam A. Lab 1,219 -
Dyall K. Con 376 -
Manning M. Ms. Con 376 17.6
Doherty A. Con 374 -
Estermann D. LD 294 137
Reynolds P. LD 282 -
Jacobs G. LD 238 -
Incenzo J. Green 156 7.3
Turnout 20.7 43.8
Coppetts (11179)3
vote share
Rogers P. Lab 1,816 48.3
Rawlings B.* Lab 1,742 -
Teh S. Lab 1,578 -
Depala M. Con 1,119 29.8
Shrank J. Con 1,086 -
Tsoukka P. Ms. Con 1,026 -
Ashfield M. LD 443 11.8
Lamprell K. Ms. LD 439 -
Sullivan N. LD 387 -
Gutmann D. Green 381 10.1
Turnout 31.8 185
East Barnet (11462)°
vote share
Evans O. Ms.* Con 2,157 43.3
BurtonT. Con 2,074 -
Steinberg S. Ms. Con 2,069 -
Jarvis E. Ms.* Lab 1,969 39.5
Massey G. Lab 1,792 -
Roberts T. Lab 1,706 -
Wardle E. Ms. LD 461 9.3
Watkins L. LD 441 -
Mayes R. Ms. LD 394 -
Mason T. Ms. Green 393 7.9
1998: Lab Turnout 40.6 3.8
East Finchley (10653)3
vote share
Moore A. Ms.”* Lab 2,013 495
Rogers C. Lab 1,933 -
Yeoman P.* Lab 1,900 -
Donnelly D. Con 879 216
Berkeley A. Con 823 -
Depala M. Con 798 -
Lynch N. Green 626 15.4
Arram J. Ms. LD 547 135
Barber S. LD 489 -
Avery P. LD 365 -
Turnout 35.1 27.9
14

Edgware (11131)3

Hendon (11611)?

vote share vote share
Hart H. Ms. Con 1,861 46.5 Finn A.* Con 1,591 425
Lester M.* Con 1,854 - Braun M. Ms.” Con 1,492 -
Scannell J. Ms.* Con 1,792 - Offord M. Con 1,345 -
Russell H. Lab 966 24.1 Moleman J. LD 1,122 29.9
Jayadevan R. Lab 897 - Green M. LD 1,084 -
Jeanmarie P. Lab 859 - Deller S. LD 1,039 -
Abeles E. LD 592 14.8 Ross A. Lab 827 221
Levy M. Ms. LD 468 - Boulton A. Lab 668 -
Leci C. Ind 331 8.3 Neall D. Ms. Lab 662 -
Iwi D. Ms. LD 292 - Theodorou G. Ms. Green 207 5.5
Green D. Ms. Green 251 6.3 Tumout 305 125
Turnout 323 22.4
High Barnet (10796)°
Finchley Church End (10585)° vole share
vole share Prentice Y. Ms. Con 2,225 48.3
Greenspan E. Ms.* Con 2,126 554 David K. Ms.* Con 2,129 -
Sussman L. Ms.* Con 2,047 - Patel K.* Con 1,989 -
Freer M. Con 1,971 - Rogers A. Ms. Lab 1,054 229
McGuirk M. Ms. Lab 930 24.2 Thomas G. Lab 954 -
Guest N. Lab 919 - Cook L. Lab 937 -
Mitchell L. Ms. Lab 899 - Nowell D. LD 578 125
Dunn M. Ms. Green 396 10.3 Harris M. LD 549 -
Rodwell M. LD 387 10.1 Barton D. LD 490 -
Watkins M. Ms. LD 344 - Riley T. Green 478 104
Lusher P. LD 331 - Johnson C. Ind 273 5.9
Turnout 34.3 31.2 Turnout 37.6 254
Garden Suburb (10634)° Mill Hill (11243)3
vote share vote share
Marshall J.* Con 2,262 50.6 Casey W.* LD 2,434 575
Gearson V. Ms. Con 1,913 - Davies J.* LD 2,344 -
Naghar J. Ms. Con 1,815 - Hooker S. LD 2,089 -
Harris M. Ms. LD 1,343 30.1 Hart J. Con 1,081 255
Marshall A. Ms. LD 1,286 - Amsterdam P. Con 1,061 -
Kovar S. LD 1,124 - Rajput S. Con 960 -
Cashman R. Ms. Lab 549 123 Wragg J. Lab 460 10.9
Tyler F. Lab 435 - Sodha V. Lab 453 -
Mason J. Lab 414 - Hettiarachchi S. Ms. Lab 439 -
Farrer A. Green 313 7.0 De Mello P. Green 256 6.1
Turnout 38.8 20.6 Turnout 36.0 32.0
Golders Green (10889)° Oakleigh (11435)3
vote share vote share
Cohen M.* Con 2,160 58.3 Salinger B.* Con 1,889 47.0
Dunner A.* Con 2,154 - NewtonR. Con 1,860 -
Harris C.* Con 2,019 - Silverstone G. Con 1,828 -
Goldberg M. Ms. Lab 1,014 274 Levine K. Ms. Lab 1,234 30.7
Thorp J. Ms. Lab 945 - McNulty D. Lab 1,209 -
Thorp W. Lab 893 - Houston R. Lab 1,194 -
Stephen L. Ms. LD 304 82 Ferguson N. LD 565 14.0
Graber I. Ms. LD 285 - Wicksteed Y. Ms. LD 528 -
Sutcliffe J. LD 267 - Povah B. Ms. LD 456 -
Incenzo D. Ms. Green 229 6.2 Ryan A. Ms. Green 33 83
Turnout 38.4 30.9 Turnout 332 16.3
Hale (11573)3
vote share Totteridge (10319)3
Blomer S.* Lab 1,879 429 vote share
Nyman R. Ms.* Lab 1,855 R Coleman B.* Con 2,145 56.8
Gordon B.* Con 1801 41.1 | LyonV. Con 2,120 -
Zubairi Z. Ms. Lab 1678 - | EdsonkK. Con 2075 -
Margo C. Ms. Con 1 ,61 8 - Haylett M. Ms. Lab 766 20.3
Rayner H. Con 1,598 - Astruc J. Lab 701 -
Fiander P. Ms. LD 446 102 | PersadR. Lab 621 -
Gottsche S. Ms. LD 433 _ Keech J. Ms. LD 497 13.2
Rowlands A. LD 407 - | CorneyV. LD 453 -
Lake D. Green 256 58 | SmithD. LD 430 -
Jacobs B. Green 367 9.7
Turnout 36.5 1.8
Turnout 34.3 36.5

Local Elections Handbook 2002




Underhill (11388)° Bexl. Christchurch (8205)°
vote share ex ey vote share

Bulmer F. Ms. Con 1,936 41.4 Ashmole R.* Con 1,529 48.8
Campbell A. Ms.* Lab 1,869 40.0 Clement I.* Con 1,455 -
Davis P. Con 1,850 - Barnehurst (8146)° Newton L.* Con 1,427 -
Levinson J. Ms. Con 1,780 - vote share Ayliffe U. Ms. Lab 834 26.6
Coakley-Web P. Ms. Lab 1,750 - | Gillespie R.* Con 1,583 505 Phillips W. Ms. Lab 785 -
Underwood C. Lab 1,604 - McEwenW. Con 1,512 - Burnstead L. Ms. Lab 784 -
Keech D. LD 393 8.4 Windle S. Con 1,463 - Brand J. LD 401 128
Davies J. LD 359 - Murphy M. Lab 910 29.0 Lockington B. Ms. LD 378 -
Newman C. Green 331 7.1 Leake E. Lab 870 - O’Hare M. Ms. LD 318 -
Crawford J. Ind 147 3.1 Pieri C. Ms. Lab 843 - Carter S. Ind 262 8.4
Tranda G. Ind 103 - Cudmore K. Ms. LD 391 125 Hawkins L. Ms. UKInd 110 35
Cudmore J. LD 358 -
Turnout 38.9 1.4 Humphris P. LD 348 R Turnout 358 22.2
Thomas B. UK Ind 249 7.9
West Finchley (10650)° Colyers (8065)°
vote share Turnout 37.2 215 vote share
Lyons K. Ms.* Lab 1,795 451 Browning R.* Lab 1,127 465
McGuirk K. Ms.* Lab 1,770 - Belvedere (8018)° Daniels D. Lab 1,036 -
Tierney J.* Lab 1,732 - vote share Minhas J. Lab 1,005 -
Foley P. Con 1,234 31.0 Francis D.* Lab 1,228 55.4 Bowes J. Con 952 39.3
Kilmister C. Con 1,188 - LucasR.” Lab 1,180 - Pollard J. Con 908 -
Meer S. Con 1,098 - Hollamby P.* Lab 1,171 - Quieros G. Con 857 -
Turner J. Ms. LD 502 12.6 Mankerty J. Con 767 346 Rustem L. BNP 184 7.6
Blount M. LD 456 - Mankerty J. Ms. Con 716 - Rainsbury B. UKInd 160 6.6
Clarkson G. Green 448 113 Nangon G. Con 599 -
Davis M. D 433 ) Dunford P. Ms. UKInd 222 10.0 Tumout 290 7.2
Turnout 355 141 Turnout 27.5 20.8 Cray Meadows (8114)
vote share
West Hendon (10727)3 Blackfen & Lamorbey (8019)3 Briant J.* Lab 1,539 446
vote share vote share Justham R.* Lab 1,524 -
Ghosh A.* Lab 1,614 50.1 Beckwith B. Con 1,337 447 Khalid A. Lab 1,465 -
Slocombe A. Ms.* Lab 1,561 - Perrior K. Ms. Con 1,291 - Barnes L. Con 1,346  39.0
Sodha A. Ms.* Lab 1,431 - Craske P. Con 1,220 - McBride H. Con 1,307 -
Bornstein A. Con 994 30.8 BrownT. LD 928 31.0 McBride J. Ms. Con 1,287 -
Lee S. Ms. Con 932 - Gallego S. LD 886 - Kelly R. LD 265 7.7
Grenfell M. Con 882 - Scopes P. LD 874 - La Roche D. Ms. LD 237 -
Levy H. LD 388 12.0 Brown P. Lab 526 17.6 La Roche J. LD 221 -
Coward R. LD 330 - Justham B. Lab 481 - Perrin P. Green 168 4.9
Rodwell S. Ms. LD 315 - Chodha J. Ms. Lab 472 - Williams L. UKInd 129 3.7
Antoniou C. Ms. Green 228 7.1 Bennett H. Ms. UKlind 200 6.7 Turnout 405 5.6
1998: Lab Turnout 29.0 19.2 Turnout 36.2 13.7
Crayford (7677)°
Woodhouse (11427)3 Blendon & Penbhill (8241)3 vote share
vote share vote share Shepheard J.* Lab 1,132 49.3
Hutton A. Ms. Lab 1,953 44.8 Cammish M. Ms.* Con 1,565 58.3 Kelsey T.* Lab 1,078 -
Langton M. Lab 1,935 - Passey R.” Con 1,534 - Perrin T.* Lab 1,024 -
Schneiderman A. Lab 1,717 - D’Amiral G. Con 1,490 - Stead R. Con 828 36.0
Kaye V. Con 1,486 34.1 Deadman C. Ms. Lab 531 19.9 Clement D. Ms. Con 808 -
Broom J. Ms. Con 1,483 - Prior D. Lab 520 - Clewes B. Con 801 -
Chadha S. Con 1,442 - Slater G. Ms. Lab 490 - Bowles J. BNP 173 7.5
Murphy I. LD 493 113 Cooke M. Ms. LD 346 13.0 CroninK. UKInd 164 7.1
Vaswani E. Ms. Green 432 9.9 Wagstaff P. Ms. LD 334 -
Druiff R. Ms. D 416 i} Jaques M. LD 315 R Turnout 29.4 13.2
Landeryou R. Ms. LD 411 - Thomas D. Ms. UK Ind 179 6.7
Brown P. Ind 57 21 Danson Park (8062)°
Turnout 36.3 10.7 vote share
Turnout 320 384 | pajjey ). Ms.* Con 1320 462
Massey S. Ms.* Con 1,237 -
Brampton (8241) Waters J. Con 1,222 -
vote share Smoker C. Ms. LD 963 33.7
FrenchR.* Con 2,039 56.5 Hurren P. LD 940 -
O’Neill T. Ms.* Con 1,983 - Bargery P. LD 927 -
Wilkinson J.* Con 1,885 - Lawrenson F. Ms. Lab 572  20.0
Browning J. Ms. Lab 950 26.3 Slater S. Lab 531 -
Scutt A. Lab 888 - Vines R. Lab 519 -
Blake R. Ms. Lab 887 -
Codd J. Ms. LD 453 126 Turnout 35.7 125
Standen J. Ms. LD 437 -
CoddP. LD 423 -
Wright G. UK Ind 167 4.6

Turnout 43.3 30.2

Results of the London Borough Elections 15

Bexley



East Wickham (8108)°

vote share
O’Hare N.* LD 1,059 35.9
Lawrenson J.* Lab 1,020 34.6
Everitt R. Lab 961 -
Borella S. Lab 945 -
Pickett A. LD 938 -
Wright C. LD 923 -
Birch H. Ms. Con 733 249
Crouch M. Con 720 -
Flint W.* Con 682 -
Mitchell K. Ms. UKInd 136 4.6
1998: LD Turnout 35.2 1.3
Erith (7421)°
vote share
Ball C.* Lab 1,057 54.8
O’Neill M. Ms.* Lab 982 -
Malik M. Lab 898 -
Gillespie B. Con 616 31.9
White R. Ms. Con 614 -
Wilkinson C. Ms. Con 608 -
Sayers C. Ms. BNP 144 75
Llewellyn E. UKInd 112 5.8
Turnout 25.3 22.9
Falconwood & Welling (8077)3
vote share
Betts N.* Con 1,379 444
Catterall P. Con 1,244 -
Clark V. Ms. Con 1,219 -
Shrimpton E.* LD 1,068 344
Standen B.* LD 1,061 -
Fortune S. Ms.* LD 1,051 -
Perfect S. Lab 512 16.5
Huxley C. Ms. Lab 463 -
Wright N. Ms. Lab 462 -
Ford B. UKInd 149 438
Turnout 37.8 10.0
Lesnes Abbey (8406)°
vote share
BrownR. Lab 1,451 448
Blake S. Lab 1,410 -
Pegg J. Lab 1,381 -
Davey J. Con 1,360 41.9
Hudson R. Con 1,336 -
Hurt D. Con 1,324 -
Hall D. LD 324 10.0
Hall M. Ms. LD 308 -
Woracker D. LD 275 -
Dulwich S. Ms. UK Ind 107 3.3
Turnout 39.3 2.8
Longlands (7898)°
vote share
McAndrew K.* Con 1,490 511
Bacon G.* Con 1,473 -
Slaughter M.* Con 1,385 -
Ball P. Ms. Lab 633 21.7
Pearce T. Ms.” Lab 601 -
Thick A. Ms. LD 577 19.8
West P. Lab 577 -
Shrimpton M. Ms. LD 431 -
Oliver B.* LD 410 -
Cronin P. UK Ind 217 7.4
Turnout 34.0 29.4
16

North End (7474)%

vote share
Eastaugh J.” Lab 1,401 55.7
Deadman A. Lab 1,341 -
Malt S. Ms. Lab 1,298 -
Smith C. BNP 541 215
Seadon J. BNP 502 -
Lee J. BNP 501 -
Read P. Con 452  18.0
Cassells S. Ms. Con 444 -
Reader P. Con 407 -
Tarrant D. UK Ind 82 3.3
Fitzpatrick J. Ind 38 1.5
Turnout 334 34.2
Northumberland Heath (7860)°
vote share
Hacker G.* Lab 1,178 40.8
Lucas M. Ms.* Lab 1,161 -
Smith K. Ms.* Lab 1,102 -
Allott J. Con 1,041  36.1
Cammish D.* Con 969 -
Horlor T. Con 950 -
Smith P. LD 333 115
Smoker D. LD 246 -
Weston P. LD 236 -
Dunford J. UK Ind 172 6.0
Barnes L. BNP 161 5.6
Turnout 34.5 4.7
Sidcup (8354)3
vote share
Beckwith A. Ms.* Con 1,247 345
Francois B. Con 1,117 -
Slaughter J. Ms.” Con 1,093 -
Holland G.* Ind 1,063 29.4
Griffiths R. Ind 768 -
Dawes C. Lab 550 15.2
Pilling-Lindsell G. Lab 501 -
Shaw J. Lab 463 -
Eady G. Ms. LD 385 10.7
Eady C. LD 376 -
Cronin J. Ms. UK Ind 366 10.1
Shrimpton W. LD 282 -
Turnout 35.8 5.1
St. Marys (8127)3
vote share
Campbell C.* Con 1,974 612
Downing A. Con 1,946 -
Tandy C.* Con 1,914 -
Bassett B. Lab 609 18.9
Hinds D. Lab 583 -
Scrivener P. Lab 559 -
Borrowman D. LD 310 9.6
Nicolle D. LD 300 -
Tatton-Kelly R. Ms. LD 278 -
Harbud D. Green 197 6.1
Marshall C. UK Ind 138 43
Turnout 37.8 423
St. Michaels (8001)3
vote share
French E. Ms.” Lab 1,023 35.6
Blowers G.* Lab 981 -
Perfect W. Ms.* Lab 972 -
Baylis P. Con 887 30.9
Fernandes J. Ms. LD 831 28.9
Warricker J. Con 775 -
SamsR. Con 766 -
McGlashen L. Ms. LD 760 -
Vince S. LD 752 -
JennerW. UK Ind 134 4.7
Turnout 35.1 4.7
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Thamesmead East (7898)°

vote share

Briant D. Ms.”* Lab 810 57.5
French M.* Lab 714 -
Buttar H. Lab 712 -
Silvester E. Con 304 216
Vick S. Ms. Con 296 -
Cotton J. LD 295 20.9
Folan C. Ms. LD 266 -
Patel P. Ms. Con 259 -
Wylie J. LD 251 -
Turnout 18.3 35.9

Alperton (8845)°

vote share
Brown D.* LD 1,623 53.3
Chavda C. LD 1,553 -
Allie J. LD 1,522 -
CollmanR. Lab 991 325
Sharma A. Lab 944 -
Turini L. Lab 857 -
Mistry D. Con 432 142
Baker E. Con 392 -
Butt S. Con 381 -
Turnout 37.4 20.7
Barnhill (8984)°
vote share
O’Sullivan J.* Con 1,591 54.0
Van Colle I.* Con 1,518 -
Kansagra S.* Con 1,501 -
Webb P. Ms. Lab 894 30.4
Ahmad I. Lab 890 -
Queally M. Ms.* Lab 860 -
Aronowitz S. LD 255 8.7
Mansfield G. LD 244 -
Thiessen U. Ms. LD 209 -
Khan M. Green 205 7.0
Turnout 329 23.7
Brondesbury Park (8362)°
vote share
Shaw C. Ms.* Con 1,263 46.8
DuffinW. Con 994 -
Gillani C. Ms. Con 990 -
Stark B. Lab 828 30.7
Anyadi C. Lab 822 -
Giwa Y.* Lab 736 -
Davis R. Green 333 123
Pincus J. LD 273 10.1
Reynolds S. Ms. LD 272 -
Walters R. Ms. LD 220 -
Turnout 29.0 16.1
Dollis Hill (7917)3
vote share
FoxR.* Lab 1,188 50.4
Sattar-Butt A.* Lab 1,161 -
McGovern C. Lab 1,124 -
Lacey R. Con 801 34.0
Makwana M. Con 741 -
Seaton-Brown J. Ms. Con 737 -
Chaudhry F. LD 209 8.9
Jackson D. LD 164 -
Murry P. Green 160 6.8
Sukhram G. Ms. LD 151 -
Turnout 29.6 16.4



Dudden Hill (8769)°

vote share
Lyon M.* Lab 1,206 43.8
Thomas B.* Lab 1,182 -
Halder I. Lab 1,178 -
Warren J. Con 752 273
Simmonds B. Con 735 -
Quainoo H. Con 699 -
Fitzpatrick C. Ms. Ind 282 10.3
Orr B. Green 264 9.6
Lyons R. Ms. LD 247 9.0
Patel J. LD 200 -
Hingorani N. LD 179 -
Turnout 28.2 16.5
Fryent (8318)°
vote share
Crane G.* Lab 1,279 473
Moher J. Lab 1,225 -
Sengupta A.* Lab 1,148 -
Patel J. Con 942 349
Patel A. Con 941 -
Rizvi M. Con 810 -
Brown K. Ms. LD 309 114
Hirani C. LD 263 -
Lewis D. Ms. LD 259 -
O’Conaill C. Ms. Green 173 64
Turnout 320 125
Harlesden (8617)°
vote share
Beswick L.* Lab 1,138 49.0
Coughlin D.* Lab 1,106 -
Zakriya M.* Lab 827 -
Patel N. Con 317 13.7
Khengar A. Con 294 -
Fitzpatrick J. Ind 275 11.8
Owaka S. Con 272 -
Cox R. SA 229 9.9
Troche U. Ms. Green 199 8.6
Gupta P. Ind 191 -
Kornfeld E. Ms. LD 164 71
Saunders R. LD 141 -
Shuttleworth B. Ms. LD 133 -
Turnout 22.0 354
Kensal Green (8419)3
vote share
Joseph B. Ms.* Lab 1,157 57.6
Gladbaum H. Ms.* Lab 1,017 -
Lemmon C.* Lab 1,008 -
Dymond P. Green 303 151
Parmar N. Con 292 145
Sinclair K. Con 280 -
Owaka R. Ms. Con 273 -
MacArthur D. LD 258 128
Wilkinson M. Green 239 -
Walley G. LD 209 -
Luby B. LD 181 -
Turnout 225 425
Kenton (8662)°
vote share
Colwill R.* Con 1,712 56.5
Fernandes U. Ms.* Con 1,668 -
Steel A.* Con 1,660 -
Daly M. Ms. Lab 1,042 344
Ejiofor P. Lab 946 -
Sarguroh A.* Lab 850 -
Wright H. LD 276 9.1
Flores J. Ms. LD 269 -
Lowcock P. Ms. LD 214 -
Turnout 345 221

Kilburn (10183)°

vote share
Arnold M. Ms.* Lab 1,368 555
Cribbin M. Ms.* Lab 1,181 -
Thompson N.* Lab 1,080 -
Anderson C. LD 430 17.5
Lowe D. Green 355 14.4
Kelly B. Ms. LD 331 -
Andrews S. Con 310 12.6
Baddeley C. Ms. Con 286 -
Raingold F. Ms. LD 252 -
Ray H. Con 232 -
Turnout 20.9 38.1

Mapesbury (9379)°
vote share
Bellia 1.* Lab 1,177 40.7
Long J. Ms.” Lab 1,165 -
Sayers J.* Con 1,026 35.5
MacKen S. Ms. Con 985 -
Powney J. Lab 984 -
Dar K. Con 942 -
Doyle S. Ms. Green 387 134
Wenley R. LD 304 10.5
Motley W. LD 246 -
Scott A. LD 223 -
Turnout 27.8 5.2

Northwick Park (9024)3 [By-election 13/6/02]

vote share
Rands N.* Con 1,355 47.2
Fiegel G.* Con 1,340 -
Patel H. Con 1,321 -
Collins S. Ms. Lab 922 32.1
Daly M. Ms. Lab 831 -
Joanes S. Lab 763 -
Patel J. Ms. LD 529 184
Ayers D. Ms. LD 489 -
Jackson D. LD 488 -
Lowe D. Green 64 2.2
Murry P. Green 63 -
TurnerT. Green 60 -
Turnout 31.9 15.1
Preston (8841)°
vote share
Blackman R.* Con 1,685 58.9
Patel H.* Con 1,644 -
TaylorT.* Con 1,615 -
Mears M. Ms. Lab 923 322
Dudley J. Lab 914 -
Poole J. Lab 865 -
Bunce-Linsell J. Ms. LD 255 8.9
Raisin P. Ms. LD 246 -
Krosing T. LD 230 -
Turnout 33.9 26.6
Queens Park (9338)°
vote share
Davies J. Lab 1,264 47.7
FreesonR. Lab 1,255 -
Nerva N.* Lab 1,193 -
Denison-Pender P. Con 495 187
Linsdell P. Green 453 1741
Ayres D. Ms. LD 436 16.5
Murji V. Con 383 -
Patel N. Con 374 -
Barker E. Ms. LD 347 -
Calder I. LD 283 -
Turnout 25.0 29.0

Queensbury (9093)°

vote share
Dromey B.* Lab 1,757 55.6
Patel R.* Lab 1,707 -
Kabir S. Ms. Lab 1,583 -
Joshee Y. Con 1,069 33.8
Patel K. Con 994 -
Vaghela V. Con 974 -
Patel J. LD 333 105
Bonfield M. Ms. LD 319 -
Williamson V. Ms. LD 303 -
Turnout 36.1 21.8
Stonebridge (9747)°
vote share
John A. Ms.* Lab 1,325 57.1
Long S.* Lab 1,286 -
Moloney C.* Lab 1,217 -
Dabasia H. Con 710 30.6
Patel G. Con 707 -
Ladwa L. Con 675 -
Davies C. Ms. LD 187 8.1
Makhija S. LD 142 -
Thomas R. LD 142 -
Graham D. CPA 99 4.3
Turnout 23.8 26.5
Sudbury (8616)°
vote share
Lorber P.* LD 1,613 515
Patel C. Ms. LD 1,492 -
Wharton R. LD 1,381 -
Hoda M. Lab 815 26.0
Holly F. Lab 760 -
Mears W. Lab 729 -
Fernandes C. Ms. Con 704 225
RanaA. Con 689 -
Keller M. Ms. Con 646 -
Turnout 37.8 255
Tokyngton (8445)°
vote share
Blackman N. Ms.* Con 1,376 476
Patel B. Con 1,267 -
Colwill N. Ms. Con 1,244 -
Castle A.* Lab 1,237 42.8
Douglas O.* Lab 1,203 -
Sheth K. Lab 1,130 -
Patel A. Ms. LD 277 9.6
Lewis L. LD 241 -
Spitzel A. LD 170 -
Turnout 34.3 4.8
Welsh Harp (8384)°
vote share
Harrod R.* Lab 1,292 452
Farrell M. Ms. Lab 1,257 -
Singh H. Lab 1,192 -
Moore C.* Con 1,107 387
Wall A. Con 1,067 -
Shah R. Con 1,066 -
Queen C. LD 209 7.3
Raven H. Ms. LD 186 -
TurnerT. Green 174 6.1
Sutherland D. Ms. LD 163 -
Samson A. UK Ind 76 27
Turnout 33.6 6.5
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Wembley Central (8316)2

vote share
Brown V. Ms. LD 1,314 385
Hughes H.” LD 1,287 -
ShahV. LD 1,248 -
Shah M. Lab 1,194 35.0
Bacchus J. Ms.* Lab 1,068 -
Persaud T.* Lab 979 -
Patel V. Con 591 173
Khengar P. Con 530 -
Pattni N. Con 491 -
Mac Stiofain T. Res 255 7.5
Ellington P. Ms. Res 236 -
Hextall J. SA 59 1.7
Turnout 39.9 3.5

Willesden Green (8168)3
vote share
Jones L. Ms.” Lab 1,033 555
Kagan G. Ms.* Lab 978 -
Shahzad A.* Lab 855 -
Blackmore R. Con 348 18.7
Raja A. Con 299 -
RehmanT. Con 273 -
Aspis S. Ms. Green 246 13.2
Davies M. LD 234 126
Hoy T. Green 211 -
O’Dwyer C. Ms. LD 199 -
Mohammed A. LD 173 -
Turnout 22.2 36.8

Bromley Common & Keston (10871)°

vote share
Carr S.* Con 2,278 524
Michael A. Ms.* Con 2,259 -
BennettR. Ms. Con 2,206 -
Carter A.* LD 1,631 375
Dear D. LD 1,444 -
Gill M. LD 1,407 -
Buck E. Lab 271 6.2
Delsignore J. Ms. Lab 241 -
Gibson M. Lab 238 -
Appley A. Green 170 3.9
Jardin I Green 109 -
Turnout 38.8 14.9

Bromley Town (11534)3
vote share
Clark P. Con 1,910 45.0
Reddin D. Ms. Con 1,858 -
Reddin M. Con 1,818 -
Ayres P.* LD 1,615 38.1
Brooks P. LD 1,528 -
Warner R.* LD 1,410 -
Galvin K. Ms. Lab 377 89
Johnstone G. Lab 373 -
Openshaw C. Lab 330 -
Anstey S. Green 206 4.9
Suit M. Ms. CPA 135 3.2
Shipley-Younan G. Green 132 -
Shuman J. Ms. Green 129 -
Turnout 35.4 7.0

Chelsfield & Pratts Bottom (10937)°

vote share
Grainger J.* Con 2,240 48.9
Bickley (10964)° Marshall A. Con 2,197 -
vote share Huntington-Thresher S. Con 2,151 -
Jenkins G.* Con 2,756 70.1 Chamarette G. Ms.* LD 2,000 45.6
Buckley I. Ms.* Con 2,753 - Hall M.* LD 2,011 -
Rideout C. Ms. Con 2,707 - Oldman M. LD 1,991 -
Taylor B. LD 683 17.4 Barker M. Lab 255 56
Ayres M. Ms. LD 681 - Tozer P. Lab 243 -
Gambell D. LD 599 - Gay B. Lab 223 -
Cox S. Ms. Lab 492 125
Clough C. Lab 478 } Turnout 42.0 3.3
Johnson A. Lab 445 -
Chislehurst (11475)3
Turnout 36.5 52.7 vote share
Boughey K. Ms.* Con 2,681 64.3
Biggin Hill (7716)? Wykes J. Ms.* Con 2,559 -
vote share TomsB. Con 2,438 -
GosttG.* LD 1,432 50.7 Houghton J. LD 671 16.1
Shekyls W.* LD 1,402 - Magrath I. LD 600 -
Norrie G. Con 1,139 40.3 Reid S. Lab 557 13.4
Phipps M. Con 993 - Mole C. Lab 552 -
Holmans A. UK Ind 132 4.7 Cooper M. LD 537 -
Galley K. Lab 124 44 Wretham G. Lab 470 -
French B. Lab 121 - Taylor J. Green 262 6.3
Turnout 36.0 10.4 Turnout 346 48.2
Clock House (11429)°
vote share
Connor J. Ms. LD 2,304 56.4
AdamsR. LD 2,301 -
Payton D. Ms. LD 2,131 -
Gilbert-Dyson R. Ms. Con 1,106 27.1
Tutty P. Ms. Con 1,011 -
Sharif K. Con 967 -
Hart R. Lab 676 16.5
McCree C. Lab 659 -
Reed N. Lab 625 -
Turnout 36.2 29.3
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Copers Cope (11183)3

vote share
Tickner M.* Con 2,216 60.7
Mellor R.* Con 2,186 -
Wilkinson A.* Con 2,179 -
Nash P. LD 704 19.3
Stocker K. Ms. LD 682 -
Weal P. Ms. LD 667 -
Lucey K. Ms. Lab 585 16.0
Hutson L. Ms. Lab 575 -
Teverson P. Lab 538 -
Pratt C. UK Ind 146 4.0
Mitchell M. Ms. UK'Ind 138 -
Turnout 32.7 41.4
Cray Valley East (10830)°
vote share
McBride D.* LD 1,418 493
Curry M.* LD 1,398 -
Thompson B. Ms. LD 1,336 -
Bowman C. Ms. Con 744 259
Benington J. Ms. Con 722 -
Stillman J. Lab 712 248
Huntington-

Thresher T. Ms. Con 708 -
Price C. Lab 685 -
Amos A. Lab 669 -

Turnout 27.2 235
Cray Valley West (11753)°
vote share
Willetts C.* Lab 1,327 38.6
Holbrook J.* Lab 1,194 -
Gibbens S. Ms. Lab 1,179 -
Bignell M. LD 1,052 30.6
Davies L. Ms. LD 979 -
Hassall J. LD 952 -
Bowman C. Con 877 255
Bonter P. Con 850 -
Youd A. Con 729
Foley T. UK'Ind 179 5.2
Turnout 28.4 8.0
Crystal Palace (8032)2
vote share
Gaster C.* LD 1,109 49.9
Canvin J. LD 1,027 -
Watts R. Lab 597 26.9
Williams R. Lab 579 -
Curran J. Con 294 132
Parker C. Con 265 -
Moran K. Ms. Green 223 10.0
Garrett A. Ms. Green 159 -
Turnout 28.0 23.0
Darwin (3790)
vote share
Bloomfield P.* Con 1,313 817
Chamarette M. LD 247 154
Galley J. Ms. Lab 47 29
Turnout 42.4 66.3



Farnborough & Crofton (11306)°

vote share
Hillier J. Ms.* Con 2,858 55.2
Joel C. Con 2,724 -
StevensT.* Con 2,682 -
Evans R. LD 2,102 40.6
Rabbatts H. Ms.* LD 2,099 -
Ross V.* LD 2,006 -
Moore P. Lab 217 4.2
Sellwood L. Ms. Lab 191 -
Taylor C. Lab 168 -
Turnout 458 14.6

Hayes & Coney Hall (12120)®
vote share
Manning T. Ms.* Con 3,166 70.0
Arthur G.* Con 3,031 -
Reddin N.* Con 3,016 -
Griffiths O. LD 723 16.0
Cordell D. Lab 636 14.1
Skinner B. LD 634 -
Gibson C. Ms. Lab 620 -
King M. Lab 618 -
Stott W. LD 610 -
Turnout 37.2 54.0

Kelsey & Eden Park (11128)3
vote share
Phillips C. Con 2,349 494
ReedR. Con 2,316 -
Dean P. Con 2,313 -
Foulger J. LD 1,820 38.3
Morris A. LD 1,727 -
Wales S. LD 1,671 -
Boyle C. Ms. Lab 430 9.0
Head K. Ms. Lab 430 -
Keaveney R. Lab 425 -
Pick D. Ms. UKInd 157 33
Youles J. UK Ind 122 -

Turnout 42.4

Mottingham & Chislehurst North (7330)2

vote share
Rideout C. Con 1,161 47.0
Charsley R. Con 1,155 -
Armstrong R. Lab 884 35.8
Johnstone E. Ms. Lab 853 -
Deves M. LD 234 9.5
Scally W. LD 221 -
Blackham T. NF 192 7.8
Turnout 338 11.2

Orpington (11583)°
vote share
Maines C.* LD 2,537 51.8
Powell J. Ms. LD 2,315 -
Goodlad E. Ms. LD 2,310 -
Ellis J. Ms. Con 2,119 43.2
Fawthrop S. Con 2,038 -
Huntington-ThresherW.  Con 2,031 -
Collins G. Ms. Lab 244 5.0
Nash R. Lab 227 -
Comaish R. Lab 194 -
Turnout 41.8 8.5

Penge & Cator (11604)3

vote share
Fookes P.* Lab 1,755 417
Roberts K. Ms.* Lab 1,668 -
Getgood J. Lab 1,650 -
Fowkes K. Con 1,264 30.1
Lewis J.* Con 1,222 -
Smith P. Con 1,137 -
Homewood S. Ms. LD 919 219
Whitaker S. Ms. LD 860 -
WaghornW. LD 831 -
White P. Lib 176 4.2
Williams G. Lib 140 -
Whitehorn G. Lib 114 -
Owtram J. Ms. UK Ind 90 241
Turnout 35.7 11.7
Petts Wood & Knoll (10761)°
vote share
Woods P.* Con 3,131 67.9
Owen A. Con 3,084 -
Ince J.* Con 3,082 -
Edwards E. Ms. LD 1,108 24.0
Challis K. LD 966 -
Moran M. LD 947 -
Huzzard R. Ms. Lab 374 8.1
Lisle P. Lab 307 -
Parry C. Ms. Lab 300 -
Turnout 42.3 43.9
Plaistow & Sundridge (11351)°
vote share
Bloom C. Con 1,763 427
Turner M. Con 1,719 -
Smith C. Con 1,678 -
Gillespie J.* LD 1,661 40.2
Polling R. Ms. LD 1,583 -
Woods L. LD 1,560 -
Campbell V. Ms. Lab 448 10.9
Richards J. Lab 405 -
Yates S. Ms. Lab 399 -
Windall G. Ms. Green 142 3.4
Shuman J. Green 135 -
Street J. Green 132 -
Bryant R. UK Ind 114 28
Turnout 35.7 25
Shortlands (7509)2
vote share
NoadE. Con 1,994 67.9
Taylor G.* Con 1,970 -
Donovan H. Ms. LD 592 20.2
Hurworth M. Ms. LD 532 -
Leslie I. Ms. Lab 350 11.9
Alsworth G. Lab 334 -
Turnout 39.3 47.8
West Wickham (11072)3
vote share
Hubbard C. Ms.* Con 3,201 71.6
Humphrys B.* Con 3,132 -
Wordingham C. Con 2,966 -
Fitch J. Ms. LD 735 16.4
Lane I. LD 698 -
Radford G. LD 670 -
Redden R. Lab 533 11.9
Ambrose J. Ms. Lab 519 -
Wait A. Lab 506 -
Turnout 40.6 55.2

Belsize (8181)°

vote share
Bucknell J. Con 1,041 416
Gunn S. Ms. Con 1,016 -
Wauchope P.* Con 1,005 -
Hammond A. Ms.* Lab 717 287
Deshmukh S. Lab 716 -
Nightingale P. Ms.* Lab 691 -
Marriott P. Ms. LD 469 18.8
Lyon A. LD 429 -
Miles D. LD 423 -
Eyres P. Ms. Green 274 11.0
Price J. Green 236 -
Tornero M. Ms. Green 219 -
Turnout 31.8 13.0

Bloomsbury (7416)3
vote share
Abraham P. Ms.* Lab 771 36.1
Chowdhury F. Lab 756 -
Brayshaw P.* Lab 736 -
Lester A. Con 642 30.1
Grover R. Con 636 -
Horne P. Con 634 -
Edwards A. LD 335 157
Moser P. LD 295 -
Ward J. LD 285 -
Thomas L. Ms. Green 262 123
Zlotowitz S. Ms. Green 145 -
Petz M. Green 137 -
Maiden J. Ms. SA 125 59
Turnout 27.2 6.0

Camden Town With Primrose Hill (8202)°

vote share
Callaghan P. Ms.* Lab 1,041 30.2
Garland H. Ms. Lab 986 -
Barnard J. LD 812 23.6
Sumner J. Lab 782 -
Lefley J. LD 653 -
Lazenby G. Ms.* Ind 603 17.5
Wickenden T. 591 -
Mitchell W. Con 570 16.5
Grosvenor P. Con 560 -
Barton P. Con 541 -
Rappaport D. Ms. Green 385 11.2
Venter J. Ms. Green 227 -
Lankester B. Ms. Green 220 -
Santos E. Ms. CPA 34 1.0
Turnout 33.5 6.6

Cantelowes (7368)°
vote share
Greene D.* Lab 861 46.3
Harrison G.* Lab 850 -
Pattison J. Ms.* Lab 779 -
Agerholm S. LD 404 217
Wall G. LD 377 -
Owen G. Ms. Green 348 187
Zatz R. Ms. Green 337 -
Whitley R. Green 329 -
Litman S. Ms. LD 303 -
Currie S. Ms. Con 247 133
Lloyd-Davy M. Con 245 -
Milne O. Con 237 -
Turnout 255 24.6
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Fortune Green (7477)®

vote share
Rea F. Ms.* LD 1,295 555
Schopflin J. Ms.* LD 1,121 -
Simpson J. LD 1,111 -
Katz M. Lab 483 207
Kingscote G. Lab 414 -
Seaman M. Lab 409 -
Arthur R.* Con 336 14.4
Baroudy E. Ms. Con 323 -
Hornbuckle J. Ms. Con 314 -
Sunderland D. Green 221 9.5
Craig S. Ms. Green 199 -
Dawe S. Green 132 -
Turnout 28.5 34.8
Frognal & Fitzjohns (8090)°
vote share
Davies M.* Con 1,141 55.9
Somper D. Ms.* Con 1,119 -
Mennear K.* Con 1,114 -
Townsend D. Ms. Lab 384 18.8
Garden S. Ms. LD 362 17.7
Lawrie A. Lab 344 -
McGrath F. Lab 336 -
Curran D. LD 333 -
Keidan C. LD 286 -
Lovell L. Ms. Green 155 7.6
Houghton S. Green 153 -
Harris C. Green 143 -
Turnout 25.0 37.1
Gospel Oak (7367)°
vote share
Guthrie J. Ms.* Lab 880 39.6
ChadaR. Lab 846 -
Mills J.* Lab 791 -
Mitchell L. Ms. Con 550 24.8
Millett R. Con 506 -
Ricketts C. Ms. Con 459 -
Jackson-Roberts M. Ms. LD 430 19.4
Mair P. LD 347 -
Poulter J. LD 336 -
Walby J. Ms. Green 311 14.0
Edmunds H. Green 291 -
Robb L. Ms. Green 264 -
Heliotrope H. CPA 50 23
Turnout 29.3 149
Hampstead Town (7438)2
vote share
Greene M.* Con 1,316 41.1
Little M. Ms.* LD 1,106 34.6
Cattell B. Con 1,089 -
Steel K. Ms. Con 1,064 -
Malin L. Ms. LD 974 -
Wright M. LD 800 -
Crundwell N. Lab 430 134
Rashid H. Lab 372 -
Gascoigne B. Green 349 10.9
Islam M. Lab 345 -
Mortimer F. Ms. Green 321 -
Forsyth D. Ms. Green 316 -
Turnout 38.8 6.6
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Haverstock (7571)2

Kilburn (7178)%

vote share vote share
Roberts J. Ms.* Lab 882 43.6 Hedges C.* Lab 806 42.5
ShawR.* Lab 856 - Rolfe J.* Lab 797 -
Dickie J.* Lab 852 - Turner P.* Lab 707 -
Finer M. Ms. LD 422 20.8 Graham R. Con 343 18.1
Marshall R. Ms. Con 367 18.1 Irwin R. Ms. Con 301 -
Gordon A. LD 364 - Mawdsley P. Con 289 -
Lutgen P. Ms. LD 359 - Allen J. LD 285 15.0
Kemp A. Con 355 - Twite S. Ms. LD 254 -
Stally J. Ms. Con 351 - Kothari D. Ms. LD 226 -
Gillam S. Ms. Green 319 158 Mayer H. Ms. Green 215 113
Kenworthy |. Ms. Green 277 - Collins J. Green 205 -
Milford E. Green 201 - Reed D. Ind 174 9.2
Ozor A. Ms. CPA 34 1.7 Green D. Ms. Green 171 -
McCarten M. Ms. CPA 73 39
Turnout 24.7 22.7
Turnout 24.1 244
Highgate (7936)°
vote share Kings Cross (7729)°
Cosin M. Ms.* Lab 972 30.4 vote share
Thane J.* Lab 861 - Hughes B. Ms.* Lab 855 49.3
Quadir A. Lab 849 - Jayatilaka G. Ms. Lab 730 -
FreemanR. Con 813 254 Smith N.* Lab 710 -
Berry S. Ms. Green 811 254 Douglass B. Ms. Con 353 204
Baker S. Con 790 - Costa C. Con 344 -
Lavery J. Ms. Con 775 - Haley M. Con 318 -
Oliver A. Green 768 - Brown D. Ms. LD 310 17.9
Smith M. Green 715 - Tucker N. LD 243 -
Wheeler A. Ms. LD 384 12.0 Wagner E. LD 216 -
Waddington R. LD 376 - Thomas R. Green 169 9.8
Potts H. LD 332 - Poppy A. Ms. Green 157 -
Thompson S. SA 219 6.8 NellaL. Ms. Green 149 -
Pontes-Betee E. Ms. CPA 46 2.7
Turnout 38.0 5.0
Turnout 21.3 29.0
Holborn & Covent Garden (8083)°
vote share Regents Park (8074)3
Fulbrook J.* Lab 950 47.9 vote share
Vincent S. Ms. Lab 908 - Ali N. Lab 1,165 41.8
Woodrow B.* Lab 884 - BlackwellT. Lab 1,095 -
Prince P. Ms. Con 449 226 Johnson H. Ms.* Lab 1,076 -
Valder D. Con 411 - Salam A. Con 685 24.6
Ricketts R. Con 389 - Haydon S. Ms. Con 656 -
Key E. Ms. LD 331 16.7 Walter J. Con 626 -
Loraine A. LD 305 - Clare A. Ms. Green 584 21.0
Duckett N. Green 255 128 Hale P. Green 549 -
Joyce S. Ms. Green 253 - Dixon D. Ms. Green 466 -
Newbrook H. LD 251 - Jones P. Ms. LD 352 12.6
Charlton H. Green 205 - Wainewright P. LD 261 -
Redesdale R. LD 259 -
Turnout 245 25.2
Turnout 30.0 17.2
Kentish Town (8003)
vote share St. Pancras & Somers Town (7761)3
Anderson L. Ms. Lab 961 35.7 vote share
HoranD.* Lab 868 - Robinson R.* Lab 960 47.2
Krymer D. Ms.* Lab 799 - Shine S. Ms.* Lab 902 -
Fraser J. Ms. LD 676 25.1 Stewart R. Ms. Lab 865 -
Brown A. Ms. LD 658 - Hanna E. Ms. LD 379 18.7
GreenN. LD 543 - Palmer F. Ms. LD 353 -
Charlesworth S. Ms. Green 415 154 Myers 1. LD 349 -
Walter A. SA 376 14.0 Gray S. Con 263 129
Gordon K. Ms. Green 348 - Keegan D. Con 259 -
Durham G. Green 342 - White J. Con 249 -
Bartlett D. Ms. Con 224 8.3 Sapietis U. Ms. Green 219 10.8
Blackburn A. Con 222 - Ceallaigh P. SA 211 104
Coleman-Harvey A. Con 177 - Spring A. Green 124 -
Heliotrope C. Ms. CPA 42 1.6 Stubbings J. Ms. Green 116 -
Turnout 29.3 10.6 Turnout 235 28.6
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Swiss Cottage (7986)°

vote share
Hocking S.* Con 1,175 491
Marshall A.* Con 1,106 -
Williams D. Con 1,090 -
Berridge G. Lab 500 20.9
Taggart D. Lab 484 -
CareemA. Lab 467 -
Collins N. LD 419 175
Harper R. Ms. LD 416 -
Morrissey H. Ms. LD 391 -
Wills L. Ms. Green 265 11.1
Wolpe K. Ms. Green 174 -
Heiny W. Green 148 -
Nielsen M. Ind 36 1.5
Turnout 28.6 28.2

West Hampstead (7554)°
vote share
Moffitt K.* LD 1,133 50.9
Bryant J. LD 1,028 -
Thompson H. Ms.* LD 1,016 -
Bardsley M. Ms. Lab 567 25.5
Broughton M. Lab 507 -
Williams M. Lab 469 -
Galloway J. Ms. Con 268 12.1
Cliff S. Con 267 -
Baber S. Ms. Green 256 115
Samiotis J. Con 240 -
Hewitt-Hicks M. Green 173 -
Scovell L. Green 163 -
Turnout 28.1 25.4

Addiscombe (11041)3

vote share
Campbell A. Ms.* Lab 2,016 523
Watson M. Lab 1,968 -
Fitzsimons S.* Lab 1,940 -
Wright D. Con 1,383 35.9
CamdenA. Con 1,366 -
Richens R. Con 1,329 -
Collins S. PCH 453 11.8
West C. Ms. PCH 404 -
Collins S. PCH 387 11.8
Turnout 36.4 16.4
Ashburton (10041)°
vote share
Arram E.* Con 2,005 51.3
Slipper A. Ms.* Con 1,999 -
Loughborough D.* Con 1,967 -
Harris S. Lab 1,662 425
Allwood H. Lab 1,598 -
Ayres G. Lab 1,584 -
Windus J. PCH 240 6.1
Turnout 38.8 8.8
Bensham Manor (10376)3
vote share
Burridge A.* Lab 2,096 71.6
Shaw P. Ms.* Lab 2,035 -
Sohoye G. Ms. Lab 1,887 -
Evans F. Ms. Con 668 22.8
Taylor R. Con 656 -
Proudfoot W. Con 580 -
Feisenberger J. UK Ind 163 5.6
1998: Lab Turnout 28.8 48.8

Broad Green (10373)°

vote share
Collins S.* Lab 1,737 67.0
Selvananyagam M. Lab 1,694 -
GodfreyT. Lab 1,634 -
Parker 1. Con 591 22.8
Pearson K. Con 514 -
Thomas J. Ms. Con 492 -
Pearce C. UK Ind 264 10.2
Turnout 252 44.2
Coulsdon East (9499)°
vote share
Atkins I.* LD 2,485 47.6
Wright C.” Con 2,445 46.8
Udell B. Con 2,330 -
Howard D. LD 2,305 -
Dunmore V. Ms. Con 2,304 -
Gauge S. LD 2,271 -
Candy J. Ms. Lab 294 56
Conway M. Ms. Lab 292 -
Bannister R. Ms. Lab 279 -
Turnout 53.8 0.8
Coulsdon West (9752)°
vote share
Osland D.* Con 2,083 60.1
Hawkins A. Ms.* Con 2,081 -
Barwell G.* Con 2,040 -
Barry R. Lab 788 22.7
Lawlor W. Lab 729 -
Hoda A. Lab 710 -
Austin K. Ms. LD 595 17.2
Bristow A. Ms. LD 592 -
Evans L. Ms. LD 582 -
Turnout 36.1 37.4
Croham (10639)°
vote share
Gatland M. Ms. Con 2,100 49.9
Perry J.* Con 2,008 -
Neal M. Con 1,984 -
Dare G.* LD 1,232 293
Newton S. Ms. LD 1,192 -
Howard-Jones G. LD 1,171 -
Doughty L. Ms. Lab 681 16.2
Moyse S. Lab 647 -
Szpera L. Ms. Lab 583 -
Alchorn B. UK Ind 106 2.5
Garner K. Ms. UK Ind 93 -
Lane E. Ms. PCH 90 2.1
Pearce D. PCH 71 -
Samuel M. PCH 58 -
Turnout 38.7 20.6
Fairfield (10043)3
vote share
CoatmanR.* Con 1,816 46.2
Knight P. Ms.” Con 1,752 -
Yates A. Ms. Con 1,636 -
Hall A. Lab 1,417 36.1
O’Donnell D. Lab 1,381 -
Parkinson P. Lab 1,316 -
Beadle R. LD 486 124
Whitehouse J. Ms. LD 473 -
Cartwright J. MRLP 209 5.3
Turnout 36.6 10.2

Fieldway (6751)2

vote share
Walker J.* Lab 1,007 65.6
Walker M. Ms.* Lab 934 -
Cowling G. Con 529 34.4
Hamblett J. Ms. Con 497 -
Turnout 239 31.1
Heathfield (10047)3
vote share
Pelling A.* Con 2,445 65.7
Mead M. Ms.* Con 2,411 -
Taylor E. Con 2,192 -
Bradstock A. Lab 986 26.5
O’Donnell M. Ms. Lab 956 -
Aslam M. Lab 843 -
Harker A. UK Ind 288 7.7
Turnout 36.1 39.2
Kenley (10268)°
vote share
Buttinger J. Ms.* Con 2,274 65.9
Hollands S.* Con 2,196 -
O’Connell S. Con 2,185 -
Catto A. Ms. LD 647 18.8
Hargreaves J. LD 579 -
Guage S. Ms. LD 543 -
Buttigieg B. Lab 528 15.3
Squires Jamison Z. Ms. Lab 480 -
Chowdhury S. Lab 479 -
Turnout 33.2 47.2
New Addington (7185)?
vote share
Kirby B. Ms.* Lab 1,040 52.2
Ward C.* Lab 928 -
Kirby P. Con 815 40.9
Stewart K. Ms. Con 796 -
Sullivan R. LD 136 6.8
Sullivan S. Ms. LD 125 -
Turnout 28.5 11.3
Norbury (10595)°
vote share
Mansell M. Ms.* Lab 2,254 4538
Khan S.* Lab 2,227 -
Hopson P.* Lab 2,147 -
Bennett S. Ms. Con 2,014 409
Hutchens G. Ms. Con 2,004 -
Sheikh R. Con 1,885 -
Sherlock F. Ind 652 13.3
Turnout 43.1 4.9
Purley (9858)°
vote share
Bass G.* Con 2,099 60.9
Millard D.* Con 2,056 -
Speakman D. Con 1,985 -
Brooks B. Ms. Lab 691 20.1
Pandita-

Gunawardena S. Ms. Lab 658 -
Burnett G. LD 654 19.0
Paterson B. Lab 642 -
Randall P. Ms. LD 604 -
Gatland M. LD 566 -

Turnout 34.9 40.9
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Sanderstead (9493)°

vote share
Hale L. Ms.* Con 2,797 713
Shaw E.* Con 2,740 -
Pollard T. Con 2,678 -
Frith M. LD 591 1541
Young R. Lab 537 13.7
Bishopp M. LD 531 -
Wolf E. Ms. Lab 517 -
Brooks R. Lab 511 -
Gauge G. LD 470 -
Turnout 442 56.2
Selhurst (10686)°
vote share
Letts T. Ms.* Lab 1,685 63.6
O’Neill N. Ms. Lab 1,641 -
Ryan M.* Lab 1,535 -
Drake B. Ms. Con 597 225
Parker J. Ms. Con 558 -
Pollard H. Ms. Con 540 -
Green M. LD 367 13.9
Hutcheson P. Ms. LD 335 -
Roulstone L. Ms. LD 332 -
Turnout 252 411
Selsdon & Ballards (9321)°
vote share
Mead D.* Con 2,692 68.6
Thomas P.* Con 2,606 -
Storey J. Con 2,564 -
Anderson A. Lab 619 15.8
Jefkins J. LD 613 15.6
Simpkins J. Lab 611 -
Burnett M. Ms. LD 561 -
Goonetilleke R. Ms. Lab 552 -
Turnout 40.9 52.8
Shirley (10341)3
vote share
Marshall J. Ms.* Con 2,372 57.0
Fisher M.* Con 2,040 -
Chatterjee R. Con 1,978 -
Jones S. Ms. Lab 1,343 323
Plackett R. Lab 1,205 -
Davies D. Lab 1,135 -
West P. Ms. LD 448 10.8
Sorensen E. LD 413 -
West P. LD 407 -
Turnout 38.6 24.7
South Norwood (11096)°
vote share
Avis J. Ms.* Lab 1,574 455
Jewitt M.* Lab 1,471 -
Bagnall A. Lab 1,392 -
Miles P. Ms. Con 1,011 29.2
Kowalska H. Ms. Con 991 -
Tooze J. Con 787 -
Hardy-McBride J. Ms. LD 469 13.6
Axford G. LD 450 -
Perry J. Ms. LD 442 -
Fewster B. Green 278 8.0
Newman R. UK Ind 127 3.7
Smith A. UKInd 104 -
Smith C. Ms. UKInd 95 -
Turnout 29.1 16.3
22

Thornton Heath (10750)°

vote share
Clouder P. Ms.* Lab 1,794 56.8
Dennis A.* Lab 1,759 -
Woodley L. Ms.* Lab 1,648 -
Felberg M. Con 757 23.9
Price A. Con 691 -
Young D. Con 662 -
Pocock B. Ms. LD 376 11.9
Fillingham E. Ms. LD 373 -
Pocock C. LD 334 -
Dalton R. Ind 234 7.4
Ismail S. Ind 173 -
Turnout 28.4 32.8
Upper Norwood (10633)°
vote share
Ryan P.* Lab 1,998 51.2
Malyan H.* Lab 1,961 -
Payne I.* Lab 1,828 -
Clancy L. Con 1,246 31.9
Hawkins Q. Con 1,183 -
Gunter T. Ms. Con 1,164 -
Morley G. LD 432 1141
Cornell J. LD 400 -
Gladden J. PCH 229 59
Turnout 346 19.3
Waddon (10415)3
vote share
Butler A. Ms. Lab 1,609 454
McAree C. Ms. Lab 1,586 -
Smith P. Lab 1,532 -
Driver J. Con 1,524 43.0
Calvert R.* Con 1,522 -
Gamble P. Con 1,475 -
Leck J. Ms. LD 413 11.6
Roquette S. Ms. LD 401 -
Gauge P. Ms. LD 394 -
Turnout 35.0 2.4
West Thornton (10420)3
vote share
ChandaranaR.* Lab 1,691 624
Khan B. Ms. Lab 1,547 -
Tiedemann M.* Lab 1,506 -
Filbey G. Con 704 26.0
Bhagat P. Con 675 -
Leese C. Con 586 -
Malik S. LD 313 116
Reilly C. LD 306 -
Watson S. Ms. LD 296 -
1998: Lab Turnout 26.8 36.4
Woodside (10526)°
vote share
Jewitt K. Ms.* Lab 1,824 545
Newman A.* Lab 1,774 -
ScottP. Lab 1,623 -
Grainger B. Con 941 28.1
Frost L. Con 938 -
North J. Ms. Con 891 -
Finegan B.* Ind 583 17.4
Salter C. Ms. Ind 525 -
Turnout 30.8 26.4
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Acton Central (9224)°

vote share
Bell J. Lab 1,406 44.6
Delaney J.* Lab 1,336 -
Evans L.* Lab 1,159 -
Ryan M. Con 856 27.1
AminF. Con 848 -
Ross J. Con 812 -
Harrison M. Green 456 14.4
Todd-Drake A. Ms. LD 438 13.9
Lloyd James H. LD 412 -
Grabowski F. Ms. LD 382 -
Turnout 26.1 17.4
Cleveland (9574)2
vote share
Gibb I.* Con 1,481 36.2
Castle B.* Con 1,423 -
Popham J. Con 1,415 -
Shaw W. Ms. Lab 1,080 26.4
Fruzza F. LD 1,075 26.3
Moszczynski W. Lab 1,056 -
Kausar M. Lab 999 -
Rowley S. LD 939 -
Etessami P. Ms. LD 889 -
Seibe A. Ms. Green 354 8.7
Moss D. UK'Ind 101 25
Turnout 39.7 9.8
Dormers Wells (8783)°
vote share
DhamiT. Lab 1,500 63.0
Patil M.* Lab 1,417 -
Saroe J. Lab 1,348 -
Bailes-Collins M. Ms. Con 344 144
Langley D. Ms. Con 334 -
Nolder A. Con 313 -
Butt N. Ms. SL 207 87
Banks D. LD 193 8.1
Williams D. LD 174 -
Pidoux C. LD 152 -
Sanger R. Ms. Green 137 58
Chandan S. SL 129 -
Cremer |. Ms. SL 127 -
Turnout 26.8 48.6
Ealing Broadway (9219)%
vote share
Potts I.* Con 1,453 46.7
Young A.* Con 1,416 -
ScotitD. Con 1,413 -
Bradbury J. Lab 748 24.0
Byrne T. Ms. Lab 737 -
Brett S. Ms. Lab 700 -
O’Brien C. Ms. LD 521 16.7
Hankinson V. Ms. LD 482 -
MacLachlan A. LD 431 -
Cook M. Ms. Green 392 126
Turnout 315 22.6



Ealing Common (9635) Hanger Hill (9630)° Northolt Mandeville (9318)3

vote share vote share vote share
Green I.* Con 1,339 36.3 Pagan D. Ms.* Con 1,646 50.6 Downham P.* Con 1,476 495
Ball J. LD 1,305 35.4 Yerolemou B. Ms.* Con 1,618 - Murphy G.* Con 1,455 -
Brown A.* Con 1,268 - Sumner N.* Con 1,613 - Ware H. Ms. Con 1,444 -
Harvey B. Ms. LD 1,233 - Bolland J. Lab 693 21.3 Brown A.* Lab 1,250 41.9
Harris E. Ms.* Con 1,216 - Vasey S. Ms. Lab 632 - McLeod S. Ms. Lab 1,175 -
Bakhai N. LD 1,186 - Said A. Lab 594 - Mahfouz B. Lab 1,162 -
Jones A. Lab 664 18.0 Miller A. LD 552 17.0 Seymour J. LD 258 8.6
Siddiquey A. Lab 555 - Creighton C. LD 547 - Hatherall D. Ms. LD 249 -
SharmaR. Ms. Lab 542 - SalaunF. LD 407 - Salaman M. LD 230 -
Burton P. Green 380 10.3 Byrne J. Green 364 11.2 Tumout 33.5 76
Turnout 35.0 0.9 Turnout 324 29.3
Northolt West End (9447)°
East Acton (9411) Hobbayne (9231)° vote share
vote share vote share Bond D.* Lab 1,487 61.2
Crawford K. Ms.* Lab 1,305 48.6 Greenhead P. Ms.* Lab 1,501 47.3 Hosking S. Ms. Lab 1,338 -
Portwood P.* Lab 1,256 - Sears S.* Lab 1,436 - Elliott M. Lab 1,299 -
Woodgate P.* Lab 1,183 - Wall R. Lab 1,374 - Furzer B. Con 672 27.6
Greening J. Ms. Con 1,018 37.9 Ansell J. Ms.* Con 879 277 Trinder J. Ms. Con 664 -
Hill P Con 952 - Costello C. Con 824 - Mordaunt H. Con 632 -
Hack C. Con 931 - Brooks C. Ms. Con 776 - Ducker J. Ms. LD 272 1.2
Allwright D. LD 360 13.4 Harvey A. Ms. LD 428 135 DeeP. LD 248 -
LongmanT. LD 334 - McKenna J. Ms. LD 392 - Goodwin I. Ms. LD 245 -
Rose M. Ms. LD 318 - Outten B. Green 368 11.6
Murphy O. LD 349 _ Turnout 26.4 33.5

Turnout 29.8 10.7

Turnout 31.7 19.6 Norwood Green (8455)°

Elthorne (9385)° vole share
vote share Lady Margaret (9340)° Sharma V. Ms.* Lab 1,708  67.9
Clements-Elliott J. Ms.* Lab 1,290 46.6 vote share MannR.* Lab 1,664 -
Payne C.* Lab 1,265 - Singh G.” Lab 1,713 71.0 Aslam M.* Lab 1,598 -
Sondh M. Lab 1,115 - BaghaT* Lab 1,668 - Harris J. Con 459 18.2
Bressey N. Ms. Con 584 21.1 Dheer R.” Lab 1,635 - Millican D. Con 417 -
Cadier P Con 576 - Lafford G. Con 389 16.1 Patel R. Con 413 -
Shaw A. Ms. Con 552 - Regan J. Ms. Con 386 - Pidoux M. LD 192 7.6
Hutchison P. LD 483 174 Power G. Con 378 - Tod M. LD 181 -
Kendrick S. Ms. LD 428 - Sharma M. Ms. LD 202 84 Tod M. Ms. LD 159 -
Edinborough F. Ms. LD 414 - Dalal R. LD 201 - Scrase R. Green 157 6.2
Miles D. Ms. Green 413 149 Dallaway S. Ms. LD 199 -
Diamond S. Green 360 - | BasranT. sL 110 46 Turnout 30.0 496
Earl D. Green 352 - Morgan D. SL 104 -
Rule E. Ms. SL 81 - Perivale (9536)°
Turnout 29.3 25.5 vote share
Turnout 27.7 548 | pnte K. Ms. lab 1,390 476
Greenford Broadway (9528)° Karasinski M. Lab 1,267 -
vote share North Greenford (9424)° Nijhar 1.* Lab 1,184 R
Nirwal S. Ms. Lab 1,252 511 vote share Catlin C. Ms. Con 1,145 39.2
Stokoe J. Ms.* Lab 1,230 - Porter R.* Lab 1,668 49.3 Hetherington E. Ms.* Con 1,102 -
Thomson L. Ms.* Lab 1,207 - Varley F.* Lab 1,654 - Pile C. Con 1,009 -
Crosby M. Ms. Con 827 33.8 Manro S.* Lab 1,618 - Cummings B. LD 383 13.1
Kent K. Ms. Con 780 - Freeman D. Con 906 26.8 Wilson A. Ms. LD 354 -
Buhler M. Con 741 - Hall B. Ms.* Con 823 - Ducker J. LD 326 -
Davies R. LD 370 - Sandhu A. Con 744 -
Brooks D. Ms. LD 370 151 Douglas O. Ms. LD 415 123 Tumout 315 8.4
Rowley G. Ms. LD 349 - McKay H. Ms. LD 361 -
Grajnert N. Ms. LD 304 - South Acton (9092)°
Turnout 274 17.4 Long S. Ms. Green 257 7.6 vote share
Malindine D. UK Ind 140 4.1 Brookes E. Ms.* Lab 1,226 47.5
3 Cudmore J.* Lab 1,222 -
Greenford Green (9454) vote. share Turnout 342 225 iohr:]son’ﬁll:/ls.* éab 1,;?2 257_
aythorn N. Ms. on .
Ermeont . s, oo 1y | Northfield (9589) o o | MEETOUSKACMS Con a2
v Moustafa W. on 590 -
Sword & T L w0 s | Comen B 2
Turner S. Ms. tab 1247 - | WoodrooleS” Lab 1214 - | RoyceC.Ms. LD %68 -
Murtagh . Lab 1232 ) Majumdar M. Ms.* Lab 1,191 - Winkfield N. LD 504 -
Alcock R. D 361 113 Nicholson M. Con 1,118 30.1 Hughes P. SA 105 4.1
Palmer P. Ms. LD ssg - | Qdevd. Con 1,118 - | Khan|. SA 02 -
Jay M. Ms. D 309 ) Power D. Ms. Con 1,025 -
y Dangerfield |. Ms. LD 705 19.0 Tumout 293 217
Turnout 34.7 4.1 Thomas K. Ms. LD 702 -
Allord-Brown D. Green 617 16.6
Thornhill P. LD 580 -

Turnout 35.1 4.3
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Southall Broadway (9210)°

vote share
Sahota G.* Lab 1,976 72.6
Perdesi R.* Lab 1,960 -
Singh M.* Lab 1,941 -
Brar H. SL 424 156
Samra J. SL 407 -
Cheema S. SL 396 -
Belson G. Con 175 6.4
Boese B. Con 173 -
Bliss N. LD 145 53
Lloyd James A. Ms. LD 144 -
Dabrowska J. Ms. Con 136 -
Purkiss G. LD 132 -
Turnout 31.0 571
Southall Green (9084)3
vote share
Anand J. Ms.* Lab 2,269 71.8
Dhindsa K.* Lab 2,179 -
Kang S. Ms.* Lab 2,149 -
Day S. Ms. Con 245 7.8
Virdee T. Con 223 -
Marshall M. Ms. Con 217 -
Gooch P. LD 209 6.6
Lal K. Ms. Ind 186 5.9
Ahmed F. SL 147 4.7
Landon M. Green 102 3.2
Handley B. Ms. SL 88 -
Woodcock L. Ms. LD 86 -
Miller A. LD 84 -
Rule C. SL 67 -
Turnout 30.5 64.1
Southfield (9473)°
vote share
Mitchell A.* LD 1,490 43.1
Rose H.* LD 1,440 -
Malcolm G. LD 1,414 -
Bastin C. Lab 823 23.8
Kietz L. Ms. Lab 708 -
Gibbs D. Ms. Con 669 19.4
ChadhaP. Lab 668 -
Young J. Ms. Con 622 -
Khan J. Con 541 -
Meiklejohn C. Ms. Green 342 9.9
Carter R. UK Ind 90 2.6
Porter A. NCDMV 43 1.2
Turnout 32.8 19.3
Walpole (9275)°
vote share
Beecroft M.* Lab 1,851 46.5
Gordon. Lab 1,731 -
Wicks P.* Lab 1,584 -
Hill G. Con 844 21.2
Edwards S. Ms. Green 820 20.6
Pack M. Con 731 -
Kumar S. Ms. Con 713 -
Mitchell J. LD 465 11.7
Bonar S. LD 451 -
Parkin T. LD 336 -
Turnout 355 253
24

Enfield

Enfield Highway (9753)°

vote share
Price B. Con 1,459 52.9
Steven J. Con 1,397 -
Bowes (8748)° Nicholas A. Con 1,396 -
vote share Buckley R.” Lab 1,300 47.1
BrettY. Ms.* Lab 1,398 50.7 Grayston B.* Lab 1,223 -
Rodin J.* Lab 1,315 - Orhan A. Ms.* Lab 1,199 -
Georgiou A.* Lab 1,282 -
Bolton S. Con 679 246 Turnout 29.7 5.8
Brown F. Ms. Con 653 -
Yousefzadeh B. Ms. Con 538 - Enfield Lock (9261)°
Davenport L. Ms. Green 304 11.0 vole share
Staines L. LD 304 11.0 Ford N. Con 1,555 55.3
Doughty K. Ms. Green 233 - Heathwood P. Ms. Con 1,446 -
Steer R. Green 232 - Hall J. Con 1,385 -
Hall B. UK Ind 70 25 Lappage B. Ms.* Lab 1,256 44.7
Freshwater R. UK Ind 62 - McManusT. Lab 1,204 -
Romain L. Ms.” Lab 1,200 -
Turnout 28.7 26.1
Turnout 31.6 10.6
Bush Hill Park (10205)°
vote share Grange (9548)3
Jackson J.* Con 2,400 58.3 vole share
Wyatt J.* Con 2,276 - Ingham P. Con 2,730 66.9
Savva E. Con 2,272 - Neville T.* Con 2,726 -
Hargreaves N. Lab 974 23.6 Vince G. Ms.* Con 2,726 -
Erinoso O. Ms. Lab 867 - Kinsler H. Ms. Lab 738 18.1
Perera Kuranage T. Lab 830 - Ellerby J. Lab 705 -
Spinks M. LD 565 13.7 Tailor R. Lab 644 -
Wiggett J. Ms. LD 433 - Osman H. Ms. LD 525 129
Stone J. Ms. LD 421 - Hicks E. Ms. LD 504 -
Rolph F. UK Ind 181 4.4 Steel M. LD 444 -
Rolph G. Ms. UK Ind 144 - Hoye S. UK Ind 89 2.2
Jeal D. UK Ind 80 -
Turnout 39.0 34.6
Turnout 43.0 48.8
Chase (9299)3
vote share Haselbury (9536)°
Dey A.* Con 2,162 60.5 vote share
Laban M.* Con 2,084 - Goddard D.* Lab 1,369 