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Comment text:
Cllr Mildmay-White, Rougham Ward. In response to the proposed warding arrangements for
Rougham Ward, I believe that the LGBC proposal does not represent the best interests of the
present or future residents of Rougham Parish and does not adequately reflect the 3 statutory
criteria the LGBC have regard to. 1. Equality of representation: the Parish councils proposal for the
Rougham ward with the Taylor Wimpey development together with Bradfield St George and Bradfield
St Clare give the required representation. The LGBC state that the knock on effect would be
unmanageable but give no reason for moving Hawstead into the Horringer ward. If Hawstead
remains in the Cavendish ward as per the Borough's suggestion then equality of representation will
be achieved with Rougham Parish remaining intact and the ward including the new Taylor Wimpey
development together with Bradfield St George and Bradfield St Clare, while Bradfield Combust and
Stanningfield move to the Horringer ward. This better reflects the interests and identities of the 2
wards which are divided by the natural boundary of the A134. 2.The need to secure effective and
convenient government: A single councillor ward gives a more convenient representation to electors
and reduces confusion when a resident wishes to contact their local councillor. 3.The need to reflect
identities and interests of local communities: The proposal to divide Rougham Parish is not
compatible with this requirement. The future housing at Lark Grange and the new housing to come
on the Taylor Wimpey development is in Rougham Parish. The whole master plan for this area is
designed to create links with Rougham taking traffic away from the congested Moreton Hall estate
and through Rougham to the A14. It was planned to encourage cycling and walking with links to
local jobs on the Suffolk Business Park and Rougham industrial estate. It provides joined up
footpaths, linking into a large network of rural footpaths on the Rougham Estate. It provides links
to Sustrans route 51 giving an easy and safe route to Thurston train station, all of which are
designed to prevent additional congestion in Moreton Hall and Bury St Edmunds. The new
development is planned to have a local centre and this will be around the soon to be refurbished
Flying Fortress public house which has strong links to the Rougham Tower Association and the
history of Rougham, giving a strong sense of local identity to the parish and ward of Rougham. The
council made a democratic decision in 2015/16 to maintain the integrity of Rougham Parish with a
clear and identifiable boundary along Lady Miriam Way, this democratic decision should be respected
by leaving the boundaries of the Rougham Ward with the additional new housing unchanged and
within Rougham Parish. I do not intend to repeat my initial response but give my full support to
Rougham Parish Council's response to the LGBC's consultation on the warding proposals for the
Rougham Ward on the new West Suffolk Council. Cllr Sara Mildmay-White
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that wards in towns should form a cluster so that they are easily identifiable on any A
to Z list. This is already proposed for Brandon, Haverhill and Newmarket. Mildenhall
and Bury St Edmunds should be added for a consistent approach to apply.
Brandon (3)
I support the proposal for 3x1 member wards in Brandon. The ward names clearly
indicate the location of all three wards. My understanding is that the local members
are happy with your draft recommendations. As I have visited Brandon on only one
occasion, I wouldn’t want to formulate a different opinion to those who live there and
know its people. What would it be based on? Mind you, there are a lot of strong
opinions about Bury St Edmunds from occasional visitors!
Bury St Edmunds (16)
I can understand why a candidate who is either third or fourth in a three-member
ward election would be dismayed at any suggestion that Moreton Hall be treated like
other wards in Bury by electing two councillors. As an Eastgate Ward resident, I
resent the suggestion that we need only one councillor while other Bury wards need
two and Moreton Hall needs three. Until 2003, Eastgate returned two councillors.
However, the potentially explosive issue in Bury is how to treat the land just east of
Lady Miriam Way. It is situated in the parish of Rushbrooke with Rougham and has
never been part of Bury St Edmunds. The road may be new, but the parish boundary
is understood by all. It has been there for centuries.
The parish council seeks to retain these ancient boundaries and elect its own
councillor to cover Rushbrooke with Rougham and neighbouring rural parishes.
Moreton Hall Residents Association (MHRA) has two objectives. The first is to retain
a three-councillor ward and the second is to annexe the land to the east of Lady
Miriam Way, currently being developed for housing. Cllr Beckwith has already rowed
back from the MHRA suggested ward boundary of Sow Lane, and at the Future
Government Steering Group meeting on 27 July proposed an undefined line just
beyond the most easterly property on the new development. Wherever the ‘Beckwith
Line’ is, it displays muddled thinking and a lack of knowledge of a neighbouring rural
parish. Trevor knows Moreton Hall but not Rushbrooke with Rougham.
My composite suggestion is that Rushbrooke with Rougham retains all the land east
of Lady Miriam Way and that Moreton Hall retains its three-member ward. The latter
presents one small problem in that the forecast electorate is 5488. There is little
chance of much in-fill development, which leaves a shortfall of 11%. The boundary
between Moreton Hall and Eastgate is Shakers Lane and this is ideal until it meets
Mount Road. From there it turns into Eastgate Street – one property, The Glen –
before moving steeply uphill along Barton Road. This means that the northern side of
Barton Road is in Eastgate Ward. This has always looked odd, especially a there are
shops and light industrial units on the Eastgate side, directly opposite Kingsworth
Road, the only traffic route running through the Bartons estate. Not that many
residents of the Bartons see themselves as living in ‘Moreton Hall’ – a colloquial
name for an area rather than a postcode district. There is an actual building called

Moreton Hall, but it is a preparatory school controlled by the Roman Catholic
Church – and a fine building it is too!
I suggest extending the boundary from Shakers Lane/Mount Road up Eastgate Street
before turning north past the last house in Eastgate Street – I think the house number
is 85 - so that all of Barton Road is assigned to the Moreton Hall Ward plus Hollow
Road, St Nicholas Close, Eastern Way and Holderness Road. These are outer suburbs
and easily accessible from the Moreton Hall end.
Eastgate, with only a single member ward would be the confined to part of the town
centre plus inner suburbs. I estimate the total number of electors transferred to be
148, taking Moreton Hall to 5636 – or 9% below average. Given the spread-out
nature of this outer suburban area, it would be mistake to add 600+ further electors
to Moreton Hall Ward by annexing part of Rushbrooke with Rougham parish against
the forcefully expressed wishes of the democratically elected local council, borough
councillor Sara Mildmay-White and county councillor Karen Soons. Trevor Beckwith
is biting off more than he can chew!
Until the 2001 review, the Eastgate boundary mirrored the western edge of the
Brackland Area of the town centre, a mainly residential part lying north of the main
retail area and is bounded by Looms Lane: Brentgovel Street: St John’s Street:
Ipswich Street: Tayfen Road: Northgate Street, back to Looms Lane. From 1996, the
Brackland had its own residents’ group, of which I was its first chairman. The 2001
review drove a ward boundary like a dagger right through the heart of the Brackland
along Church Row and Cannon Street: Eastgate on one side, Risbygate on the other.
Although an Eastgate resident – by six feet – I chose to stand in 2003 as an
Independent in Risbygate, and topped the poll, as I did again in 2007, 2011 and 2015.
It was me who first suggested abolishing the Risbygate Ward. With Bury needing to
change from 17 members in 9 wards to 16 members in 8 wards, I quickly realised that
Risbygate was a hybrid ward. Unlike some, I didn’t think about saving my own skin
first!
By extending the Eastgate boundary to the middle of the wide St Andrews Street
North, the single member Eastgate Ward would have c2230 electors – of which I
would be one and my daughter and election agent Victoria would be another. I would
be likely to stand in Tollgate Ward. It’s where I started. My two youngest children
attended Tollgate School between 1994 and 2001, I walked them the mile to school
and back every day along the Fornham Road and Northgate Avenue with its 71 street
trees, Tollgate Ward will also include Station Hill, Tesco – where I shop every day –
and the Malthouse Bridge over the A14, which I started the campaign to link the town
centre with the residential suburbs in 1999. The £2M bridge opened in 2014 and is
used by pupils of County Upper, St Benedicts and King Edwards, as well as cyclists
and pedestrians, wanting to avoid the heavily congested main traffic routes.
I will provide a detailed plan of the ward boundaries for all 8 Bury wards as
Appendix A as an attachment to this narrative. Each will contain around 4000
electors, except Eastgate (c2230) and Moreton Hall (c5636).
I also offer a solution to the 17th town council member conundrum by splitting
Eastgate Ward in two: Eastgate One (711 electors) + 484 ex Risbygate Two electors

to form a town council ward named Brackland (1195 electors). The polling station
would be Garland Street Baptist Church as it already is for Eastgate One. Eastgate
Two (1183 – 148 transferred to Moreton Hall) leaves 1035 electors in Eastgate Town
Ward. The polling station would remain St James – an alternative ward name. I will
not be seeking re-election to Bury St Edmunds Town Council in May 2019.
Haverhill (10)
I support your proposals for Haverhill. Although the ward names are a little
confusing by their being a ‘south’ and a ‘south east’ ward, this is a consequence of
the decision to opt for six not five wards: North: South: East: West, and Central. The
current Haverhill councillors don’t seem enamoured by 3-member wards as no-one
has proposed the retention of the two in existence. The Boundary Commission should
be wondering why. There is something about ostriches and sand here!
Rural North-West (4)
The proposal for a two-member Lakenheath Ward is fine, but I’m not impressed by
the justification for The Rows Ward being 10% below average. Instead, I propose
adding the parish of Worlington (550 electors) to the 3714 combined total for Beck
Row and West Row to give an electorate of 4264. This is a more acceptable 4% above
average and gives greater flexibility to better meet the equality of representation
objective. The ward name should never be a major consideration. ‘The Rows’ sounds
odd to my ear. Given the proximity of the river, I prefer ‘Lark Ward’ but it’s a minor
matter. Electors care little about ward names.
Rural North (8)
As the recommendation is identical to my original submission, I hope it is adopted.
I’m grateful to county councillor Joanna Spicer for her unprovoked guidance here.
Rural West (3)
Its stretching credulity to include Barrow Ward in Rural West as the draft proposal
includes it touching Bury St Edmunds on the eastern side of West Suffolk. I have
transferred it the Rural South as it is below the A14 and the railway line. Instead, I
have concentrated on the two wards in this area. With an electorate of 3297 Red
Lodge is on its way to being a town rather than a village. To it I would add Barton
Mills (749 electors) and Freckenham (275 electors) to make a total electorate of 4321
for this two-member ward, 5% above average. The ward name should be Red Lodge.
This leaves the parishes of Kentford (797), Moulton (768) and Herringswell (456), a
total of 2021 electors. This is 2% below average. According to your report,
Herringswell Parish Council baulked at the idea of you attaching them to Red Lodge.
Maybe they will dislike my proposal less. The ward name should be Kentford +
Moulton.
Rural South (10)

This area presents the greatest difficulty of all. The reason is that five parishes:
Withersfield: Kedington: Hundon: Clare and Cavendish, are large enough to be lead
parishes and are situated in the southern third of the Rural South area.
Arithmetically, however, only Hundon and Cavendish could be linked together but
this would be so contrived a partnership as to look like an act of desperation. The
Boundary Commission’s preferred option is to join Hundon to Wickhambrook. I think
there is a better way of dealing with this situation and this is explained below.
Withersfield Ward (1)
Withersfield 643 Cowlinge 232 Great Thurlow 160 Great Bradley 302 Little Bradley
44 Little Thurlow 196 Lidgate 181 Ousden 209 1967
With the exception of Little Bradley, all these parishes are next to the county
boundary. Lidgate and Cowlinge are added to the existing Withersfield Ward with
Great Wratting and Little Wratting transferred to Kedington Ward.
Kedington Ward (1)
Kedington 1584 Great Wratting 159 Little Wratting 105 1848
The total number of electors is 2 below the minimum required. Your proposal for
Rougham is 1844 electors.
Hundon Ward (1)
Hundon 858 Stoke-by-Clare 410 Stradishall 363 Wixoe 122 Barnardiston 111
Denston 99 1963
I’m advised that Barnardiston sits better with Hundon rather than Kedington, but I
don’t know for certain. Local Members Mary Evans and Karen Richardson can be
relied on to give informed advice.
Clare Ward (1)
Clare 1825 1825
This is 11% below average – 25 electors – but I think Clare should be treated as an
exception to the rule. It has a town council not a parish council and walking around
Clare, I have always thought of it as a small town rather than a large village. The
draft recommendation would add Poslingford to Clare, just to make up the numbers. I
would prefer to keep Poslingford in the Cavendish Ward. Your proposal for Rougham
Ward is 1844 – six electors below the minimum.
Cavendish Ward (1)
Cavendish 847 Brockley 274 Hawkedon 100 Poslingford 167 Rede 116 Stansfield 177
Depden 172 1853

In addition to the parish of Cavendish, this proposal retains Brockley, Hawkedon,
Poslingford and Stansfield, adds Depden and Rede, and transfers Denston to Hundon
Ward. The intention here is to improve on the draft recommendation for Cavendish
Ward.
Wickhambrook Ward (1)
Wickhambrook 1026 Gazeley 556 Hargrave 234 Dalham 177 1993
Wickhambrook is just off the B1063 leading to Newmarket. Hargrave, Dalham and
Gazeley are villages close to Newmarket. The four parishes are connected. Two are
currently in St Edmundsbury and two in Forest Heath. West Suffolk will be one
council, so previous allegiances shouldn’t be relevant.
Barrow Ward (1)
Barrow 1594 Denham 126 Tuddenham 300 Higham 122 Cavenham 94 2236
This is another example of a new cross-border ward with two ex-St Edmundsbury
borough parishes joining together three Forest Heath parishes. It’s 25 electors below
the maximum 10%, whereas the draft recommendation is for 2261 electors, all in the
current St Edmundsbury area and exactly on +10%.
Chedburgh + Chevington (1)
Chedburgh 516 Chevington 505 Hawstead 252 Whepstead 376 Westley 313 Saxhams
227 2189
Four of the current parishes are retained to give continuity, Rede is transferred to
Cavendish Ward, Westley and Saxhams are added from Barrow Ward.
Horringer (1) * minor change. See Rougham below.
Horringer 815 Great Whelnetham 719 Ickworth 15 Little Whelnetham 144 Bradfield
Combust with Stanningfield 462 Nowton 135 2290 – strictly 29 electors above the
10% threshold, but as you are rounding down from 10.49%, only 19 electors.
This is mainly the current Horringer and Whelnetham Ward with Bradfield Combust
and Stanningfield transferred from Rougham Ward. I think Whelnetham should be
added to the ward name.
Rougham Ward (1)* minor change. See Horringer above.
Rushbrooke with Rougham 1536 Bradfield St George 328 Bradfield St Clare 122
1986
The figure of 1536 electors in the parish of Rushbrooke with Rougham respects the
decision of St Edmundsbury Borough Council to retain the land east of Lady Miriam
Way in the said parish. It has never been part of Bury St Edmunds.

The borough council has resolved to ask the residents of the housing development
east of Lady Miriam Way if they want to transfer from the parish of Rushbrooke and
Rougham to the parish of Bury St Edmunds once half or more of the 500 homes are
occupied. This should be in 2021. Meanwhile, they stay in Rougham. The Boundary
Commission should respect this exercise in democracy and not assume that just
because houses are being built in fields in a rural parish on the edge of a town, this
doesn’t mean that the town boundary should be automatically extended. That’s known
as urban sprawl!
Appendix A – Bury St Edmunds detailed mapping exercise.
There are 32144 electors forecast for 2023. I have already outlined Bury East above:
Moreton Hall 5636 and Eastgate 2230, a total of 7866 electors giving a ratio of
1967:1. This leaves 24278 electors split between the remaining 6x2 member wards.
The average ratio is 2023:1 compared to a West Suffolk average of 2056:1.
Abbeygate Ward currently has 3666 electors forecast in two polling districts for 2023.
We know from your botched ‘Out Westgate Triangle’ draft proposal town ward that
422 electors must be deducted as they will be transferred to Linnet Ward. The subtotal is now 3244 electors. To this should be added the ‘St Andrews Triangle’ – a line
running along the middle of St Andrews Street North, Tayfen Road, Parkway North
and Risbygate Street. This is 276 electors, giving a sub-total of 3520 electors. The 276
are ex-Risbygate Two electors. Bear in mind the already 484 ex-Risbygate Two
electors already transferred to Eastgate Ward.
Abbeygate Ward should also gain a further 401 electors from Risbygate Two. The
new boundary line starts at the junction of Tayfen Road and Springfield Road by
Trinity Mews apartment blocks an continue along Springfield Road, Spring Lane,
bending south until it reaches the junction with Risbygate Street and Out Risbygate.
The line then moves east until it reaches the Risbygate Roundabout at Parkway North.
The Abbeygate total is now 3921 electors, but we haven’t quite finished.
Due to mapping error, not by the Boundary Commission, the boundary line between
Abbeygate and Risbygate was wrongly drawn along the middle of Victoria Street
rather than Albert Street and Albert Crescent. Please adjust it to its original place.
So, the first 7 properties in Out Risbygate are in Abbeygate, as are those on the
western side of Victoria Street, the eastern side of Albert Street and Albert Crescent,
all of Princes Street and the row of houses on the northern side of Kings Road from
its junction with Victoria Street to its junction with Albert Crescent.
The 3 Kings Road properties: 91A: 92 + 93, currently in the Risbygate Four register,
should transfer to Gibraltar Ward, not Abbeygate, but number 91 should stay in
Abbeygate as it is within the cemetery grounds, which is in Abbeygate Ward. The
Abbeygate figure remains at 3921 as no-one has changed wards.
Minden Ward currently has 3583 electors forecast for 2023. From this total c156
should be deducted as the odd numbers in Abbot Road, the Minden half of Winthrop
Road and the odd numbers in Flemyng Road from its junction with Abbot Road down
to the river. The sub-total is 3427. The section of Risbygate Four bordered by West

Road, (45-1) Westley Road, Out Risbygate, Albert Street, Albert Crescent and Kings
Road to the cemetery gates - c690 electors – should now be added to this sub-total to
produce a final figure of 4117 Gibraltar Ward electors by 2023. The combined total
for Abbeygate + Gibraltar is now 8038 electors by 2023. This must be deducted from
24278 (see above) to leave 16240 electors in the other half of the town.
As I am denied the Southgate and Westgate registers it’s easier to treat these two
wards – Hardwick Heath (Southgate) and Linnet (Westgate) as one before subdividing. The combined boundary is: A14 Bury East – Rougham Road – Cullum Road
– Butts Corner – the middles of Hospital Road, Abbot Road and, Flemyng Road down
to the river before turning right along the river bed out of town.
The total electorate forecast for 2023 in the Southgate/Westgate area is 7433. To this
add 422 (Out Westgate Triangle) and 156 (Abbot/Flemyng/Winthrop) to give a final
total of 8011 electors. This is deducted from 16240 (above) to leave 8229 electors in
the St Olaves and Tollgate Wards. The Hardwick Heath/Linnet split is from the
bridleway linking Cullum Road, just south of the river, to Barons Road. The
bridleway emerges by the bus stop hallway along Barons Road. From there, the line
turns right along the middle of Barons Road (Boon Close is in Linnet Ward as is the
entirety of Rembrandt Way) before crossing the main road junction into the narrow
part of Hardwick Lane. All the housing here is on the Linnet side but Sharp Road is in
Hardwick Heath Ward. At the end of Hardwick Lane the ward boundary turns left
towards Gypsy Lane and the hamlet of Horsecroft.
The number of electors either side of the line is c4000 each, but without the up-to-date
registers I can’t be more precise. The borough council – which talks about ‘acting
more commercially’ used to sell me registers but a few years ago found a rule to stop
me receiving Southgate/Westgate/Eastgate/Moreton Hall registers, so I could no
longer buy them.
Lastly, St Olaves + Tollgate Wards. This has proved to be the most difficult as there is
much new build: Marham Park is in St Olaves and Station Hill and Tayfen in
Tollgate. The 8229 electors when divided by 4 produces a ratio of 2057:1, so there is
a bit of leeway in splitting the two wards.
I’m starting now to build the Tollgate Ward electorate. Risbygate One (972 electors)
Risbygate Three (212) and Northgate (1859) are included giving a sub-total of 3043
electors. To this should be added the Tayfen Meadows estate (ex-Risbygate Two) 221
electors and the balance of Risbygate Four (Cornfield, Grove and the 6 electors on
living on the western side of Spring Lane) – a notional figure of 291 electors. There
are currently 309 electors here, which may indicate that the over-complicated
formula used isn’t all that it’s cracked up to be. I am taking the notional figure in the
hope of balancing the final total of 32144. There is now a sub-total of 3555 electors.
To this must be added a notional 201 electors for the approved Tayfen Road site to
give a figure of 3756 electors to date.
I like the Boundary Commission’s draft recommendation to run the Tollgate/St Olaves
ward boundary along the footpath past the scout hut between the Greengage pub and
number 58 Tollgate Lane. This brings all Tollgate Lane residential properties into the
Tollgate Ward – total of 45 electors. The Greengage pub itself has a Tollgate Lane

address but no-one appears to live there at present. It is considered a Howard estate
pub so it could fit into either St Olaves or Tollgate. I think St Olaves – but it is only
academic.
The footpath exits onto Northumberland Avenue. From here, the line turns right to
include numbers 39-1, currently 42 electors. This would also bring in numbers 1-7
Lancaster Avenue, currently 7 electors. On the opposite side of Lancaster Avenue
numbers 58-90, 34 electors, numbers 2-44 Baldwin Avenue, 35 electors, numbers 5791 + 62 and 64 Gloucester Road, 38 electors, numbers 1-35 Prince Charles Avenue,
35 electors, all of Curtis Road, 37 electors, Cumberland Avenue, 62 electors, and
Durham Close, 49 electors. Included here should be numbers 73-79 Severn Road, 6
electors. The total number of electors transferred from St Olaves Two to Tollgate
Ward is 390 electors. The final Tollgate Ward figure is now 4146 electors.
St Olaves Ward now has 2589 electors in Part One and 1495 electors (1885-390) in
Part Two, making a total of 4084 electors. Tollgate Ward now has 4146 electors and
the total for Bury North is 8230 – a difference of 1 elector from the 8229 target.
There are bound to be some errors in my calculations but that is inevitable in the
circumstances. I can’t work miracles!
David Nettleton
23 August 2018

FINAL SUBMISSION – West Suffolk Council Boundary Review
Please find attached my response to your draft recommendations. This 9-page
document supersedes all previous submissions. I have added below Appendix B –
which concentrates on ward names. I’m posting this hard copy today, Friday 24
August 2018, in the knowledge that I won’t be delivered until Tuesday 28 August 2018
due to the bank holiday on Monday. An email version will be sent to Emily Starkie
later today. An acknowledgement of receipt would be appreciated. Thanks. David
Nettleton,
Ward Names – Bury St Edmunds
Abbeygate – The Abbeygate, one of the entrances to the Abbey Gardens is a structure
of immense beauty and historical significance. It is already a ward name and should
remain so. It is situated at the north-eastern corner of the ward, but that shouldn’t be
an issue for anyone.
Eastgate – Although the east gate to the town disappeared centuries ago, Eastgate
Street is by far the longest road in this ward, stretching from the side wall of the
Abbey Gardens to the St Nicholas hospital ruin at the junction of Barton Road and
Hollow Road. It is already a ward name and should remain so.
Gibraltar – The Gibraltar Barracks, which now houses the Suffolk Regiment Museum.
It’s a fine building, a landmark, situated at the junction of Out Risbygate, Newmarket
Road and Westley Road. Strictly speaking, The Keep is six feet inside the soon-to-be
disbanded Risbygate Ward, but a stroke of the Boundary Commission pen could alter
that. Previous names for this ward were Sextons and Minden – neither of which
caught on. Gibraltar Close is an attractive cul-de-sac within the ward. A Museum
brochure is attached.
Hardwick Heath – is a vast open parkland in a prominent position in this ward, next
to West Suffolk Hospital. It has a helicopter landing pad, numerous football pitches, a
play area and a wide variety of large trees. It is a leading landmark in the town.
Linnet – Bury St Edmunds is built on two rivers, both named after birds, the Linnet
and the Lark. The Linnet runs through the south-west of the town until it meets the
much larger Lark, just south of the Abbey Gardens. Existing ward names like
Southgate and Westgate are no longer applicable as the old gates went two centuries
ago and they were a mile away much nearer the town centre.
Moreton Hall – Fifty Years ago, the only building on the eastern skyline of Bury St
Edmunds was Moreton Hall itself – a Roman Catholic preparatory school. There
were a few houses and cottages in Barton Road and at the foot of Mount Road. The
rest was just fields with a few farmhouses scattered about. Look at it now! The name
Moreton Hall has come to mean any developed area on slightly higher ground to the
east of the town. It’s never a postal address but everyone knows where it is. Moreton
Hall is already the ward name – since 2003 – and seems destined to remain so for the
foreseeable future.

St Olaves – St Olaves Road snakes through the Howard estate, which forms about
half of this ward. I understand that St Olaves is a London-based charity and the
original residents of the Howard when it was built in the 1960’s came from London. It
is already the ward name and should remain so.
Tollgate – Tollgate Green, Tollgate Lane, Tollgate School and even the Tollgate pub,
lie midday between the southern and northern boundaries of this ward. This ward is
45% ex-Risbygate and 45% ex-Northgate. Both these names – and gates – are
obsolete. The remaining 10% is ex-St Olaves in order to accommodate the new
Marham Park development.
The above covers the 16 member Bury St Edmunds wards, but Bury St Edmunds Town
Council will still have 17 members. You have got yourselves in a terrible muddle over
this and your original draft is inaccurate as the ‘Out Westgate Triangle’ is already
earmarked for Linnet Ward. I suggest that Eastgate Ward is split into two town wards
– Brackland and St James – both with just over 1,000 electors.
David Nettleton
24 August 2018

Here are my suggestions/recommendations reference West Suffolk Council
Lakenheath I don’t have a problem with 2 Ward Member
Rural North West

Worlington (550) to the combined total of 3713 for Beck Row,West Row total of electorate of 4264
gives better flexibility and representation. 2 member ward Suggest Ward name Lark Ward
Rural West

Red Lodge 3297,add Barton Mills 749,and Freckenham total electorate 4321 2 member ward,Ward
Name Red Lodge
Barrow Ward

Barrow 1594,Denham 126,Tuddenham 300,Higham 122.Cavenham 94 Total 2236 electorate,two St
Eds Borough Parishes joining together with three Forest Heath Parishes,the draft recommendation is
for 2261 electors all in the St Eds 1 member ward
Wickenhambrook Ward

Wickenhambrook 1026,Gazeley 556,Hargrave234,Dalham 177,total electors 1993,two wards in St
Eds and two in Forest Heath,1 member Ward
Kentford 797,Moulton 768.Herringswell 456.Total electorate 2021.Ward name,Kentford and
Moulton.1 member Ward
I look forward to seeing your final recommendations in October
Cllr Mrs Rona Burt

Forest Heath District Councillor since 2003
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Comment text:
I am currently one of the two District Ward Members for Market Ward Mildenhall. Having considered
the proposals as Disrict members for this area we would like to support the Parish Council position
on the retention of the name Market Ward for Mildenhall. As you will have seen, Mildenhall is an old
Market Town and at the centre it has a Market Place with an historic Market Cross. The Market
Cross is a symbol for Mildenhall and features in many of the town's signs, organisations emblems
and badges and is featured on the pictorial town sign. I would also like to see the Boundary for the
wards very slighlty altered to ensure that the town centre, market place and all associated retail
outlets are in one ward. At the moment the boundary has been drawn down the centre of the high
street and splits the town centre in two. Having spoken to Haverhill members, their new boundary
is no longer down the centre of their high street and they are delighted with this change, that they
believe will work so much better for them, And so given that experionce I would not like to see this
boundary created for Mildenhall because it is a convienient line to draw on a map. From a Ward
Member point of view it is much more effective to have the centre together in one ward, especailly
when working on town centre issues like disabled parking bays and the impact on businesses and
community events in the town centre. So, please can you look to moving the Boundary so that
Queensway remains Market to include all of the town centre, along with Kingsway and Great Heath.
Many thanks for the opportunity to comment on the proposals, I look forwrd to seeing the next
stage. Ruth Bowman

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/14415

1/1

8/14/2018

Local Government Boundary Commission for England Consultation Portal

West Suffolk Council
Personal Details:
Name:

Andrew Smith
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Organisation Name: St Edmundsbury Borough Councillor

Comment text:
West Suffolk Council Boundary Review – Bardwell Ward I would like to place on record my support
for the proposed boundary for Bardwell Ward. For the record, I am reflecting not just my own, but
also wide-ranging local views, which have been expressed during a series of meetings/discussions
involving Parish Councils (Barnham, Honington & Sapiston, Fakenham Magna, Euston and Troston),
SCC Councillors Joanna Spicer and Rebecca Hopfensperger, the RAF (Honington), and Borough
Councillors Simon Brown and Susan Glossop. I’m particularly pleased that it is proposed that
Barnham and Euston (and also the Euston Estate) will remain in Bardwell Ward given the fact that
Barnham and Euston share many things including clergy, school, village hall, over 60s Club, British
Legion and Women’s Institute and as such it is essential that they should remain inextricably linked.
Similar historic, community and cultural links also extend across the remaining Parishes in Bardwell
ward. The accompanying spreadsheet, which was submitted to St Edmundsbury Borough Council as
part of its preliminary review supported the argument to keep the boundaries of Bardwell Ward as
they are currently defined and it remains valid for this submission, i.e. Bardwell Ward (to remain as
present) Bardwell 628, Barnham 476, Coney Weston 308, Euston 99, Fakenham Magna 128,
Honington (Village) 254, Sapiston 141 - 2034 In summary the strengths are:- • Keeps existing
communities together. • Ward electorates are in-line with West Suffolk electorate target (2,055 + or
– 10%). • Barnham remains part of Bardwell Ward. • Avoids splitting RAF Honington (supported by
the RAF). • Keeps Euston Estate intact. • Has the support of two SCC Councillors and 3 Borough
Councillors. If anything is not clear, please do not hesitate to contact me. Cllr Andrew J Smith
Bardwell Ward St Edmundsbury Borough Council

Uploaded Documents:
Download (https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/download document?
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Organisation Name: St Edmundsbury Borough & Bury St Edmunds Town Councillor

Comment text:
I have represented St Olaves Ward as a Suffolk County Councillor for Tower Division (2005-2009)
and since 2011 as a Bury St Edmunds Town Councillor and St Edmundsbury Borough Councillor.
Historically, the residents of Howard Estate and The Mildenhall Estate tend to keep themselves
separate. In fact, so much so that during the 2011 St Edmundsbury Borough Council elections, the
Chairman of The Mildenhall Road Estate Residents Association would not cross over the line
(Northumberland Avenue) to vote in the Newbury Community Centre because it was on 'The Howard
Estate'. He therefore did not vote at all. I am happy that the new Marham Park development will
become part of St Olaves Ward, but I think it is important that the following points are taken notice
of:- 1) St Olaves Ward naturally stops at the junction of St Olaves Road with Northumberland
Avenue. This should be where St Olaves Ward stops and the new "Tollgate Ward" should start. At
present, we have 2 x County, 3 x Town and 3 x Borough councillors attending the Mildenhall Road
Estate Residents Association due to just a few roads being on St Olaves Ward AND The Mildenhall
Estate. It makes no sense, wastes people's time and really needs addressing. It can be addressed
by this proposal. 2) It is essential that the Town/Parish Wards for Bury St Edmunds Town Council,
replicate the new West Suffolk Ward. i.e. There should be 2 x Town Councillors and 2 x West
Suffolk Councillors covering St Olaves Ward, not the currently proposed 3 x Town and 2 x West
Suffolk, which makes no sense to me as someone who has been in local politics for over 20 years.
The current proposal would give 17 Town Councillors and 16 West Suffolk Councillors representing
the town, whereas 16 of each will suffice adequately. It will confuse the electorate and make it
extremely difficult at election times for everyone concerned if it remains as is currently proposed. I
hope these points are noted and am happy to discuss it further if required.
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Comment text:
As a Town Councillor representing Southgate Ward I would like to comment that although the Ward
does not include Southgate Street (although the boundary is very close) Southgate Community
Centre including Southgate Church (of which I am a Trustee) is a central point for the community.
To change the ward name would, in my opinion, cause confusion if it was renamed Hardwick Heath.
The Heath may be a large area in the centre of the ward but it’s a Heath used by many throughout
the town, whereas the community centre and church relate to the residents of Southgate
Community. I would like to see the name remain as Southgate Ward but if this isn’t possible
Hardwick Ward would be preferable to Hardwick Heath Ward.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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E-mail:
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Organisation Name: St Edmundsbury Borough Councillor & Bury St Edmunds Town Councillor

Comment text:
I have represented St Olaves Ward as a Bury St Edmunds Town, St Edmundsbury Borough and
Suffolk County Councillor since 2005. I am currently a Bury St Edmunds Town Councillor and St
Edmundsbury Borough Councillor. I am happy at the proposed Ward Boundaries for St Olaves Ward,
i.e. the removal of part of the Mildenhall Estate, and the inclusion of Marham Park into the
proposed new ward. However, I am not happy that there is a proposal for 3 x Town Councillors and
2 x new West Suffolk Councillors. It is already very confusing for residents who have 2 Town, 2
Borough and 2 x County Councillors. The ward ideally only needs 2 x Town and 2 x District
Councillors. I hope this option will be considered as part of the process. Thank you. Cllr Paul
Hopfensperger

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: St Edmundsbury Borough Council

Comment text:
The new Tollgate Ward is perfect and gets rid of the anomalies that have caused confusion for so
long particularly in Northgate Ward. Moreton Hall should have three councillors and I’m pleased that
the Appledown Drive area is still within Moreton Hall as it had no identity with Eastgate. I also
think it is common sense for the new houses built in what is currently Rougham Ward to be
included within Moreton Hall as they will identify with Moreton Hall and use Moreton Hall for
amenities rather than Rougham Village. That said I have sympathy with the more isolated properties
to the West of Sow Lane which have been in Rougham previously and do not identify with Moreton
Hall ,and I wonder if the line should be redrawn such that they stay in Rougham ward. I imagine it
is no more than 30 residents so unlikely to have an adverse impact on the numbers. Also St Olaves
lists 2 Councillors for the district but 3 for Town Parish. I believe it should be 2 for both. I
appreciate Marham Park will increase the electorate but looking at the forecast the number of
electors in St Olaves in 2023 is estimated at 4474 which is not a lot more than Tollgate with 4139
and substantially less than Moreton hall at 6093.

Uploaded Documents:
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Starkie, Emily
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

11 July 2018 10:18
reviews
Fwd: West Suffolk draft recommendations

As the ward councillor for the Risby ward I along with my parish councils support the
boundary commission electoral arrangements for the Risby ward as it has taken into
account the interaction of the parishes especially with the common thread of the link
along the A1101 and the river lark corridor and has reverted to the original Risby warding
arrangements with the inclusion of Icklingham which is the next village on the A1101
from Lackford.
Councillor Susan Glossop
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West Suffolk Council
Personal Details:
Name:

Joanna Spicer

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: Suffolk County Council

Comment text:
I wish to support the proposals. In particular I welcome the retention of the Bardwell
Ward as proposed as the original proposal from St Edmundsbury Borough Council would
have split the housing at RAF Honington and it broke many existing community ties that
Barnham has with other villages. I also wish to support the proposals for Stanton,
Ixworth and Barningham Wards as proposed Joanna Spicer, MBE, DL County Councillor,
Blackbourn Division of Suffolk County Council
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Comment text:
As the county councillor for the Eastgate and Moreton Hall Division and borough councillor for the
Moreton Hall Ward, I strongly welcome the LGBCE recommendation to leave both wards unchanged,
apart from the addition of the new Lark Grange development. The LGBCE recognition of strong
community involvement and effort in creating unique identity is reassuring. Local identity takes
many years to establish and must not be compromised for less than compelling reasons.
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