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Request: 
 
Under the Freedom of Information Act, please may I be provided with the 2024 
general election results for the Parliamentary constituencies counted by your 
local authority, showing the votes for each candidate broken down by ward 
level. 
  
Response: 
 
The breakdown of votes per candidate per ward is as follows:  

Chirton and Percy Main:  

• Appleby - 221 
• Bartoli - 894 
• Campbell - 2366 
• Elliott - 1025 
• Greener - 28 
• Oliver Dougall - 23 
• Rahman - 55 
• Reilly - 286 
• Thewlis - 11 

New York and Murton:  

• Appleby - 214 
• Bartoli - 835 
• Campbell - 1973 
• Elliott - 824 
• Greener - 22 
• Oliver Dougall - 24 
• Rahman - 44 
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• Reilly - 195 
• Thewlis - 7 

Preston with Preston Grange:  

• Appleby - 274 
• Bartoli - 1082 
• Campbell - 2528 
• Elliott - 795 
• Greener - 36 
• Oliver Dougall - 31 
• Rahman - 47 
• Reilly - 318 
• Thewlis - 12 

Tynemouth Ward:  

• Appleby - 294 
• Bartoli - 1161 
• Campbell - 2686 
• Elliott - 712 
• Greener - 35 
• Oliver Dougall - 35 
• Rahman - 48 
• Reilly - 401 
• Thewlis - 6 

Cullercoats and Whitley Bay South  

• Appleby - 295 
• Bartoli - 879 
• Campbell - 2947 
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• Elliott - 770 
• Greener - 33 
• Oliver Dougall - 36 
• Rahman - 71 
• Reilly - 462 
• Thewlis - 33 

North Shields:  

• Appleby - 230 
• Bartoli - 772 
• Campbell - 2600 
• Elliott - 826 
• Greener - 18 
• Oliver Dougall - 39 
• Rahman - 54 
• Reilly - 429 
• Thewlis - 9 

Whitley Bay North  

• Appleby - 361 
• Bartoli - 895 
• Campbell - 3215 
• Elliott - 667 
• Greener - 24 
• Oliver Dougall - 37 
• Rahman - 73 
• Reilly - 616 
• Thewlis - 10 

Monkseaton: 
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• Appleby - 308 
• Bartoli - 955 
• Campbell - 2812 
• Elliott - 796 
• Greener - 38 
• Oliver Dougall - 24 
• Rahman - 55 
• Reilly - 402 
• Thewlis - 9 

St Mary's:  

• Appleby - 345 
• Bartoli - 1148 
• Campbell - 2385 
• Elliott - 711 
• Greener - 25 
• Oliver Dougall - 23 
• Rahman - 46 
• Reilly - 304 
• Thewlis - 7 

There was another count team that counted the postal votes received on 
polling day, these figures are not able to be broken down into wards:  

• Appleby - 167 
• Bartoli - 415 
• Campbell - 979 
• Elliott - 256 
• Greener - 14 
• Oliver Dougall - 13 
• Rahman - 38 
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• Reilly - 179 
• Thewlis - 4 

We do not have a ward breakdown of rejected ballot papers. However there 
were 30 ballot papers rejected for voting for more candidates than the voter is 
entitled to, and 106 ballot papers rejected due to being void for uncertainty.  

 

 

 
 


