Owen, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

31 July 2018 10:30
reviews
FW: Proposed Boundary Change for Kingswood

Review Officer (Reigate & Banstead)
Local government Boundary Commission for England
14th floor, Milbank Tower,
Milkbank, London SW1P 4QP
31st July 2018-07-31
Re; Proposed Boundary Change for Kingswood
Please note our strongest possible objection to the proposed changes to the boundary of Kingswood
that would effectively divide our community.
Modern developed Kingswood ,began in the early 20th Century, thanks largely to the efforts of Cosmo
Bonsor, in bringing the railway line to Kingswood in 1897,this encouraged a Liverpool based house
builder, Richard Costain & Sons to move South. Later having acquired part of the Warren Estate
they developed that land .So, the earliest part of Kingswood is the very part that would , if this
current proposal were passed, be lost.
Having lived in Kingswood for 36 years , we can attest to the unity of Kingswood and Kingswood
village, most of us support the Kingswood Residents Association and our Councillors. We were
heartened to view the streaming of Reigate & Banstead Council meeting of the( 26th July), when
almost without precedent, Councillors of all political persuasion, agreed to the adoption of a revised
plan for submission to your good selves, that inter alia, kept the existing boundary of Kingswood as
currently drawn.
Over these many years , we have celebrated the many happy occasions in our Nation’s history, either
by Street parties; that closed Waterhouse Lane,at our Village Hall or in the pub (Kingswood
Arms).Our friends are from every part of Kingswood,
All of us think of ourselves as from Kingswood, there are no divisions. The Village Hall is at the heart
of our community.
The very thought of destroying an established community is abhorrent and is expressly to be avoided
as a guiding principle for the Boundary Commission. If it weren’t so serious, it is the sort of farce
that we might expect to see at a production at the Village Hall.. Please let common sense prevail and
stop this present proposal that would divide a community and result in duplication and inefficiency.
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Yours faithfully,

2

Reigate and Banstead District
Personal Details:
Name:
E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
In the interest of community coherence, it would be appropriate for Banstead Wood to be
included in the Banstead Village ward. Similarly, Raglan Road should not be split between
two wards as residents have a shared interest in the road as a whole.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

Reigate and Banstead District
Personal Details:
Name:
E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Splitting the village of Kingswood into two different regions seems illogical and without
real reason. Kingswood is a small village but a very close community and to split into
two seems counter intuitive to me. We all share common needs and goals but our voice
may not be heard if we are split. Decisions concerning the village should be heard by a
single common voice not two. This should not be adopted.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

Reigate and Banstead District
Personal Details:
Name:
E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I sincerely hope that by changing the boundaries you will find a better venue for the
voting. It is completely unacceptable and nonsense to close a Primary school with 600
children in it at Langshott on poling day.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

I consider
that this is inappropriate and that the new boundary should be as shown in green (and the
deletion hatched blue) on the plan above for the reasons set out below.





It appears that the six houses on Cronks Hill are the only properties in the new ward
that are within the RH2, Reigate, postcode area. The remainder of the ward is within
the RH1, Redhill, postcode area. Therefore, it will be natural for our ward councillors
to focus on Redhill issues, rather than Reigate issues and our views will not be properly
represented.
Accordingly, councillors in the proposed St Mary's and Redhill Common ward would
better represent us.
Wentwood (and the adjoining Magus Lodge and The Chantry at the rear) form part
of a "Residential Areas of Special Character" as defined in the local plan - policy Ho
16. The area of special character is shown edged red on the map below. It is
illogical for this area to be divided between two wards.

Reigate and Banstead District
Personal Details:
Name:
E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Banstead Village Ward. Thank you for the opportunity to comment upon the Draft
Recommendations for Reigate and Banstead Borough Council. I will confine my comments
to Banstead Village Ward where I have lived since 1970. I note that the Draft
Recommendations have departed from the original proposals of Reigate and Banstead
Borough Council in two significant ways. Firstly, it is now proposed that the Southern part
of Burgh Heath (around the Shell Garage and St Mary`s Church) should not become part
of Banstead Village Ward as was originally proposed. I do not agree with this. By now
merging the Southern part of Burgh Heath into Banstead Village Ward, it would be reuniting the two parts of Burgh Heath that originally together formed Burgh Heath Ward.
Burgh Heath Ward was abolished when the Northern section, namely the roads around
the B P Garage and the former Council offices, were taken into Banstead Village Ward.
Secondly, I do not agree with merging a significant part of Woodmansterne, in fact its
heart, into Banstead Village Ward. Woodmansterne Village apparently appears in the
Doomsday Book and I am not aware that it has any particular relationship with Banstead
Village. I therefore think that it would be inappropriate to take the heart out of
Woodmansterne Village and put it into Banstead Village Ward just to "make up the
numbers" when, bringing into Banstead Village Ward, the Southern part of Burgh Heath is
such an obvious alternative. I therefore request that the original proposals of Reigate and
Banstead Borough Council be re-instated with just a small extension Eastwards, as
mentioned in my previous Submission, to ensure that the whole of Woodmansterne Lane
and the two small cul-de-sacs off be included in a revised Banstead Village Ward. I write
in a personal capacity
Thank
you for the opportunity to make these Submissions.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

Reigate and Banstead District
Personal Details:
Name:
E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
If there has to be a change, I support these new boundaries in the map above. This
represents most of the roads which residents who use the Tattenham Corner
shops/library/station/schools/ medical centres / recreation facility live.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

Reigate and Banstead District
Personal Details:
Name:
E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Meadvale is a strong community with its own identity. I am very unhappy that the
proposed boundary change splits our village in half. It seems very suspicious that this
change also divides the vote of a community that is marginal between Conservative and
Liberal Democrat. Do the Conservatives want a clean sweep in the council? Can they not
work with people of all political backgrounds? I am not party political but I believe in
diversity of views and this boundary change seems designed to reduce diversity on the
council. It does not seem that much effort went into informing local residents that these
changes were being proposed as this is the first I have heard of it. I feel strongly that
Meadvale should remain intact as a village under any changes that may be made.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

Owen, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

01 August 2018 13:33
reviews
Boundary Changes

From

Local Government Boundary commission
Having considered the proposals
I and those with whom I have discussed the
matter are entirely happy with the changes
suggested
Thank You
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Reigate and Banstead District
Personal Details:
Name:
E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
We are very upset to see you are taking Waterer Gardens out of the Tattenhams Ward
and placing it in the Nork Ward. We have no connection with Nork and will become
forgotten on the edge. My husband and I travel from tattenham Corner have doctors in
Tattenham Close attend Banstead Sports Centre and attend St Marks Church. We hope
you will reconsider

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

Reigate and Banstead District
Personal Details:
Name:
E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
My husband and I, along with quite a number of other Downs Wood residents, are very
pleased to see that Downs Wood and the area between us and Tattenhams Library will
remain in the Tattenham Corner & Preston Ward. We are extremely pleased with our
existing Tattenhams councillors and the tireless work that they put into actively
representing the needs and concerns of the local residents. We were quite upset with the
idea that we would be absorbed into Nork Ward. So, thank you for listening to the
comments received from residents, when the ward change proposals were first put
forward.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

Reigate and Banstead District
Personal Details:
Name:
E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I support as few wards and local councillors as is possible. I support reducing the ward
numbers from 51 to 45 but I would go even further. For such small wards and areas as
in this electoral commission area, I would propose only having 12 wards. Nork and
Tattenham Corner can be combined, St Mary’s and Redhill can be combined with either
Woodhatch and South Park or Earlswood Common and finally, Redhill Town can be
combined with Coles Meads and Wray Common.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

Reigate and Banstead District
Personal Details:
Name:
E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I would be in the Tattenham Corner & Preston ward on the map above. I appreciate the
desire to change the boundaries to try to achieve greater electoral equality and the
proposed boundaries for Tattenham Corner & Preston seem to me to be a pretty good
compromise and have my support. Martin Glazebrook. 2/8/2018

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

Owen, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

04 August 2018 16:05
reviews
Reigate & Banstead Electoral Review - Lower Kingswood: comments

Dear Sir/Madam
REIGATE & BANSTEAD (BOROUGH COUNCIL) ELECTORAL REVIEW
As a local resident, I should like to submit my comments to the draft recommendations published in early June.
Whilst the history of Lower Kingswood is inextricably linked with that of Kingswood, it became identified as a
separate entity in the early 1890s with the Church of the Wisdom of God being dedicated in 1892 and the then
Kingswood Infants School opening in 1893. Since then it has grown to a community of some 1,250 households ‐
with a variety of local community/voluntary groups, churches, school, businesses, shops etc. The largest local
employer is Fidelity International ‐ based on the site of what used to be the Kingswood Press.
Although the A217/Brighton Road runs north/south through the centre of Lower Kingswood, residents have
always
regarded “their” village as one entity. [N.B. When the A217 was made into a dual carriageway in the early 1970s
this
prompted a series of protests by local residents.]
The current boundaries of Lower Kingswood include (to the north) both sides of Chipstead Lane (with Birch Grove
forming part of Kingswood), to the east Monkswell Lane (with Mugswell and the ‘Well House Inn’ forming part of
Chipstead), to the south/south‐west Mogador (including ‘The Sportsman’) and Margery (with the latter including
a
few properties to the south of the M25, which can only be accessed from the north) and to the west Holly Lodge.
There are a wide range of community based organisations, related activities and sporting opportunities for both
children and adults within Lower Kingswood; it also benefits from having its own recreation ground and pavilion ‐
and for the past 40 years has held an annual Village Fête.
Whilst my preference would be to maintain the historic links with Kingswood; if that should prove impracticable
(perhaps in the interests of maintaining electoral balance), I feel that the name of any new ward should also
include
the name of Lower Kingswood.
In conclusion, I feel that it is vital that Lower Kingswood retains its own identity as one unified community,
notwithstanding that it may end up being joined with other neighbouring village communities in one electoral
ward.
Yours faithfully

1

Owen, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

05 August 2018 09:44
reviews
Reigate & Banstead Review

I just wanted to send a quick email to say thank you for reviewing the ward boundaries and that the latest proposals
definitely seem the best. Particularly with regard to keeping the Tattenham area together as a unit.
Thank you,
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Owen, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

05 August 2018 11:11
reviews
Proposed boundary change for Kingswood, Surrey

Review Officer (Reigate and Banstead), Local Government Boundary
Commission for England, 14th Floor, Millbank Tower, Millbank, London SW1P
4QP
Re: Proposed boundary change for Kingswood
Having examined the proposed changes for Kingswood put forward by the
Boundary Commission, we wish to record our strong objection to the current
proposal which would divide the Kingswood community into two wards. There
exists in the village a very strong and long-standing community spirit, yet the
present proposals would place the majority of the community in a separate
ward from the hub of the village including the shops, restaurants, pub and the
village hall.
Most households are members of the Kingswood Residents Association which
works closely with our current Councillors (Rod Ashford, Ros Mill, and Simon
Parnall) to address planning, environmental and many other local issues
across the entire community.
The Kingswood Village Community Association manages the Village Hall
which is used for a wide range of events throughout the year by the whole
community.
These include:
o

the Kingswood drama group KADDS which presents high-quality
stage productions

o

the Kingswood Thirteen Society (Illustrated talks)

o

the Carol Anne Dance Academy (CADA)

o

the Laird Ballet School

o

the Kingswood Village WI

o

the Kingswood Parish
1

o

Village Film Nights

o

Village Live Music Nights

o

Village Flower Arranging Club

o

Village-based local charities including NSPCC and the Kingswood
Supporters Group of the Children’s Trust.

o

fitness, yoga, tai chi and pilates

o

and it is the Polling Station for the village.

The KVCA also produces “The Village Voice”, a quarterly magazine with a
circulation of around 1,500 which is distributed to all properties in Kingswood.
Again, the KVCA finds it very helpful dealing with one set of Councillors for
Kingswood on the many issues related to the Hall and the community.
In addition, the Kingswood Arms, No 12 Restaurant, Waterhouse Café and
Khyber Tandoori put on community-linked events, host village groups, and link
with events at the Hall.
In short, Kingswood is clearly a very cohesive community. We understand that
the indivisibility of identifiable communities is a core tenet to be followed by the
Boundary Commission in the course of completing its task. This being so, the
present proposal is totally unacceptable and would lead to confusion, potential
duplication, and inefficiency.
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Owen, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

05 August 2018 22:17
reviews
Boundaries for Subrosa Drive and Park

We have lived on Subrosa Park for almost 16 years, and was given the address for Merstham and have used it ever
since. It is only when we go to vote that the information board does not acknowledge Subrosa Park ( we do
mention this each time) and recently have seen a map of boundaries for Reigate and Redhill and noticed a "blip" in
the lines that does not encompass us in Merstham any more.
We have always thought of ourselves as living in Merstham and would like to be able to continue to do so. The
voting station for Merstham is only about 200‐300 metres away from us, whereas the voting station we have been
assigned to in previous elections is at least a mile away.

1

Owen, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

03 August 2018 07:55
reviews
Reigate and Banstead Review

Dear Sirs,
I support the new Boundary Commission recommendations for the Tattenham Corner and Preston Ward.
Yours sincerely
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7th August, 2018

Review Officer (Reigate and Banstead)
Local Government Boundary Commission for England.
14th Floor,
Millbank Tower,
Millbank,
London SW1P 4QP

Dear Sirs,
Proposed Boundary Change for Kingswood (Borough of Reigate and Banstead)
I wish to record my strong objection to the current proposed changes for
Kingswood put forward by the Boundary Commission that would divide the
Kingswood community into two wards. The village is a long‐standing, thriving and
strong local community going back many years. The present proposals would cut a
swathe though the village and place the majority of the community into a separate ward
divorced from the hub of the village which contains the village shops, restaurant, pub,
cafe, village hall and other village facilities.
Divided in this way it would be impossible for the local councillors to represent in
any meaningful way the views and interests of Kingswood village across the
community.
The Kingswood Village Community Association, which manages and lets out the
Village Hall, and the Kingswood Residents Association, the local Church, pub,
restaurant and cafe organise and sustain community wide initiatives and events that
would be undermined if the Kingswood community was to be split in the way
proposed.

Yours faithfully

7th August, 2018

Review Officer (Reigate and Banstead)
Local Government Boundary Commission for England.
14th Floor,
Millbank Tower,
Millbank,
London SW1P 4QP

Dear Sirs,
Proposed Boundary Change for Kingswood (Borough of Reigate and Banstead)
I wish to record my strong objection to the current proposed changes for
Kingswood put forward by the Boundary Commission that would divide the
Kingswood community into two wards. The village is a long‐standing, thriving and
strong local community going back many years. The present proposals would cut a
swathe though the village and place the majority of the community into a separate ward
divorced from the hub of the village which contains the village shops, restaurant, pub,
cafe, village hall and other village facilities.
Divided in this way it would be impossible for the local councillors to represent in
any meaningful way the views and interests of Kingswood village across the
community.
The Kingswood Village Community Association, which manages and lets out the
Village Hall, and the Kingswood Residents Association, the local Church, pub,
restaurant and cafe organise and sustain community wide initiatives and events that
would be undermined if the Kingswood community was to be split in the way
proposed.

Yours faithfully

Owen, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

07 August 2018 20:09
reviews
Reigate & Banstead Review

As residents of the current Tattenhams ward, we are writing to confirm that we agree with the proposal
to combine the existing wards of Preston with part of Tattenhams to create a new ward named Tattenham
Corner and Preston.
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Owen, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

08 August 2018 09:24
reviews
Reigate & Banstead Review

We agree with your recommendations

1

Owen, David
From:
Sent
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Importance:

07 August 2018 15:05
reviews
Have your say on draft recommendations for Reigate and Banstead
High

Dear Sir or Madam,
I am emailing as I find online consultations challenging at the best of time so I do hope that you are able to
included our comments within the consultation around the boundary commission’s recommendations for new
ward boundaries within the Woodmansterne area.
We understand the need to make the best use of vital and finite resources for the best use of tax payers but one
also needs to consider identity and tradition and the reality that once something has gone, it is generally gone
for ever.
So we would urge ‘extreme caution’ before making any rash choices and would suggest that this consultation
needs to:
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

Take account of Woodmansterne Village’s history not least being mentioned in the doomsday book,
which makes it >1,000 years old. Today Woodmansterne still remains a village albeit a large village
Celebrate and support our strong and identifiable boundaries
Reflect this vibrant community’s best interest and unique identity, which include many village, group,
schools and social events
Capture areas that include shops, businesses’, leisure activities and meeting places that further
encourage a social cohesion and identity
Support local communities that help and support council deliver convenient and cost effective
government that meets the needs of those local communities.

We hope that these succinct points help one to make the right choices ‘for and on behalf of the residents of this
community’. We would highlight that we live in Woodmansterne and not Banstead despite the postal service
trying to persuade us to the contrary.
As ever…

1

Owen, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

07 August 2018 15:57
reviews
Reigate & Banstead Electoral Review 2018

Review Officer (Reigate & Banstead)
LGBCE
KINGSWOOD
14th Floor
Millbank Tower
London SW19 4QP
Dear Sir/Madam
REIGATE & BANSTEAD (BOROUGH COUNCIL) ELECTORAL REVIEW
As a local resident, for the past 38 years, I should like to submit my comments to the draft
recommendations published in early June.
Whilst the history of Lower Kingswood is inextricably linked with that of Kingswood, it
became identified as a separate entity in the early 1890s with the Church of the Wisdom of
God being dedicated in 1892 and the then Kingswood Infants School opening in
1893. Since then it has grown to a community of some 1,250 households - with a variety of
local community/voluntary groups, churches, school, businesses, shops etc. The largest
local employer is Fidelity International - based on the site of what used to be the
Kingswood Press.
Although the A217/Brighton Road runs north/south through the centre of Lower
Kingswood, residents have always regarded “OUR” village as one entity. [N.B. When the
A217 was made into a dual carriageway in the early 1970s this prompted a series of
protests by local residents.]
The current boundaries of Lower Kingswood include (to the north) both sides of Chipstead
Lane (with Birch Grove forming part of Kingswood), to the east Monkswell Lane (with
Mugswell and the ‘Well House Inn’ forming part of Chipstead), to the south/south-west
Mogador (including ‘The Sportsman’) and Margery (with the latter including a few
properties to the south of the M25, which can only be accessed from the north) and to the
west Holly Lodge.
There are a wide range of community based organisations, related activities and sporting
opportunities for both children and adults within Lower Kingswood; it also benefits from
having its own recreation ground and pavilion - and for the past 40 years has held an
annual Village Fête.
Whilst my preference would be to maintain the historic links with Kingswood; if that should
prove impracticable (perhaps in the interests of maintaining electoral balance), I feel that
the name of any new ward should also include the name of LOWER KINGSWOOD
In conclusion, I feel that it is vital that Lower Kingswood retains its own identity as ONE
UNIFIED COMMUNITY, notwithstanding that it may end up being joined with other
1
neighbouring village communities in one electoral
ward.

Yours faithfully

2

Reigate and Banstead District
Personal Details:
Name:
E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I support the changes submitted by R & B Council related to Banstead and the Northern
Area. Woodmansterne is a thriving community in its own right and should most definitely
not be sliced in two as proposed by the BC - a pure mathematical proposal with no
regard to local facilities, interests and community activities. Moreover wherever it ends up
'Woodmansterne' must be recognised in the title of the ward. I should like to see the
proposed two areas of Woodmansterne amalgamated and incorporated with Chipstead and
Kingswood. That said I believe the western boundary should be moved westwards from
Lakers Rise to Boundary Farm (Woodmansterne Lane) thus including KIngscroft Road,
Beckenshaw Gardens, Barn Close and other associated properties. Residents of Kingscroft
and Beckenshaw are active in Woodmansterne's social, committees, community
organisations and events.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

Reigate and Banstead District
Personal Details:
Name:

Alan Clark

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
To: Review Officer (Reigate and Banstead), Local Government Boundary Commission for
England, 14th Floor, Millbank Tower, Millbank, London SW1P 4QP Re: Proposed boundary
change for Kingswood Having examined the proposed changes for Kingswood put forward
by the Boundary Commission, I wish to record my strong objection to the current
proposal which would divide the Kingswood community into two wards. There exists in
the village a very strong and long-standing community spirit, yet the present proposals
would place the majority of the community in a separate ward from the hub of the village
including the shops, restaurants, pub and the village hall. Most households are members
of the Kingswood Residents Association which works closely with our current Councillors
(Rod Ashford, Ros Mill, and Simon Parnall) to address planning, environmental and many
other local issues across the entire community. The Kingswood Village Community
Association manages the Village Hall which is used for a wide range of events throughout
the year by the whole community. These include: the Kingswood drama group KADDS
which presents high-quality stage productions the Kingswood Thirteen Society (Illustrated
talks) the Carol Anne Dance Academy (CADA) the Laird Ballet School the Kingswood
Village WI the Kingswood Parish Village Film Nights Village Live Music Nights Village
Flower Arranging Club Village-based local charities including NSPCC and the Kingswood
Supporters Group of the Children’s Trust. fitness, yoga, tai chi and pilates and it is the
Polling Station for the village. The KVCA also produces “The Village Voice”, a quarterly
magazine with a circulation of around 1,500 which is distributed to all properties in
Kingswood. Again, the KVCA finds it very helpful dealing with one set of Councillors for
Kingswood on the many issues related to the Hall and the community. In addition, the
Kingswood Arms, No 12 Restaurant, Waterhouse Café and Khyber Tandoori put on
community-linked events, host village groups, and link with events at the Hall. In short,
Kingswood is clearly a very cohesive community. I understand that the indivisibility of
identifiable communities is a core tenet to be followed by the Boundary Commission in
the course of completing its task. This being so, the present proposal is totally
unacceptable and would lead to confusion, potential duplication, and inefficiency. I object
strongly to the proposal as, while it may keep things administratively 'neat and tidy', it is
dividing our community. We are separated from Tadworth and Banstead by the A217 and
distance. There is no real connection with these two towns. Our links are to the village
community which is shared by all of the current Kingswood residents.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

Reigate and Banstead District
Personal Details:
Name:
E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
We can not see any advantage in the proposal and it seems to be a waste of time and
money.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

Reigate and Banstead District
Personal Details:
Name:
E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: Resident

Comment text:
Whilst we are delighted to be returned to Banstead Villge where we belong, having been
moved to Chipstead Hooley & Woodmansterne which was never our address. It seems
that now Chipstead Way will be split and Woodmansterne will not be metioned in the new
boundary changes and lose it's identity. Woodmansterne Church will now be part of
Banstead Village and. St Margaret's Church Chipstead becomes part of Merstham This
cannot be the way to go. Hooley looses it's identity too. I believe these changes need a
complete rethink but at the same time leaving Banstead residents within there own
bondary where they belong.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

Reigate and Banstead District
Personal Details:
Name:
E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Assuming that the boundaries you have proposed achieves the objectives you set out to
achieve I agree to the proposals.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

Reigate and Banstead District
Personal Details:
Name:
E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
My husband and I agree with the Boundary Commission's proposals for Tattenham Corner
and Preston Ward

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

Reigate and Banstead District
Personal Details:
Name:
E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: Ms

Comment text:
Woodmansterne is a village, with a strong sense of identity and community. I have lived
here for 27 years and have been involved in several of the village organisations. I
understand the need to make the number of voters balance between wards, but to
subdivide what is clearly a single entity seems arbitrary and unnecessary.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

I strongly disagree with the boundary proposals as they stand. They have split the village of
Woodmansterne in two and have totally ignored the village as there is no mention of it at al
Woodmansterne has a strong village community with many clubs, societies and activities held within
Woodmansterne for the residents. There is an active Residents Association who work hard to put
the resident’s views forward and try to maintain the community feel, voluntarily serving the village
to try to preserve the rural nature of it. Having lived in Woodmansterne in Chipstead Way for 19
years I feel part of the Woodmansterne community. My address is Banstead not Chipstead.
Chipstead is further away than Banstead. The leaflet states that a good pattern of ward should be
‘To reflect community interests and identities and include evidence of community links’, however
your boundary proposals fail to do this. In fact, it is the opposite of that statement. How can splitting
residential roads in half with new ward boundaries and completely ignoring Woodmansterne village
reflect its interest and identities? It also states that it needs to ‘Be based on strong, easily
identifiable boundaries’. Once again it fails to do this, doing the opposite. How can a footpath be a
strong, easily identifiable boundary? It even asks the question ‘Are there natural or constructed
features which make strong boundaries? A footpath is not a strong boundary and is not a
constructed feature that makes it easily identifiable. It also asks the question ‘Does it reflect where
local people go for shops, medical services, leisure facilities?’ Well once again the proposed
boundary fails on that count too. The only shops I am aware of in Chipstead are on Station
Approach. The few shops there hardly serve residents for a weekly shop! The nearest shops are in
Banstead and in Woodmansterne Village both of which I use. The nearest medical services and
leisure facilities are in Banstead. It also asks ‘What issues bind the community together or separate it
from other parts of your area?’ The village of Woodmansterne binds together. There is
Woodmansterne Operatic and Dramatic Society, The May Queen Procession and Fete, the various
clubs that meet, the Woodmansterne Green Belt Residents Association to name but a few. Also How
can Banstead Woods be in Chipstead? Banstead Woods should be in the Banstead Village Ward not
Chipstead. It seems to me the only consideration made was about the number of voters and
Councillors rather than the community. The Boundary line should run from Chipstead Valley school
along Chipstead Valley Road and Outwood Lane until the viaduct where it should follow the railway
track to Chiphouse Wood then it can follow the proposed boundary from there. This means that the
whole of Rectory Lane and Chipstead Way and Banstead Woods would become part of Banstead
Village and it can be called Banstead and Woodmansterne. Woodmansterne Village would then not
be split and it would comply with all the criteria stated in the leaflet I implore you to reconsider.

Reigate and Banstead District
Personal Details:
Name:
E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I am against the proposals because they will divide the village of Woodmansterne into
two. Under the proposals Woodmansterne village hall, the local church, Woodmansterne
sports club, the Woodmansterne scout group, the village green and the shops will be
separated from the rest of Woodmansterne. You state that the proposals 'should reflect
community interests and include evidence of community links' but they go completely
against this. Woodmansterne is a very distinct community with Chipstead Way being the
backbone and the village green, the village hall etc being the head of the community at
the top of Chipstead Way. I am a member of Woodmansterne Residents Association and
we meet regularly with local councillors. The changes will mean that we would need to
speak to two different sets of councillors representing different parts of the village. These
meetings are very important in informing our representatives of the problems facing local
residents and finding means of resolving them. Dividing the village will not help the
council deliver effective and convenient local government because it will become further
estranged from the people it should represent. I appreciate the importance of similar
numbers for the different wards but equality of numbers are not as important as
recognising the boundaries of a very distinct community.
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Comment text:
I feel Subrosa Park and Subrosa Park should be in the Merstham area
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Comment text:
I agree with the proposals
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Comment text:
The proposed boundary changes appear to slice the community of Woodmansterne in two,
and at the same time, lose its name and identity from voting records. While residents will
not lose the resources used in common - the church, church hall, village hall, pub, scout
hut, school, local shops, recreation grounds - what will be lost is a common approach to
handling concerns related to these amenities - planning, roads, licensing, refuse
collection, and so on. We will be obliged to work with two sets of councillors to resolve
matters which affect the whole village, adding to the work of councillors and bringing
inevitable delays. In no way does this change support being "based on strong identifiable
boundaries" or improve the delivery of an effective local government. The boundary does
nothing more than move a few houses in the upper half of Chipstead Way westwards into
Banstead Village with very little benefit to the residents of Woodmansterne. It would be
better to leave the boundaries for this ward as they are or redraw the boundary back
along Chipstead Valley Road, along Outwood Lane as far as the south end of Chipstead
Way as far as Court Hill, then north-west across green belt land to Woodmansterne Lane.
Woodmansterne used to extend to Oaks Park until 1974: these new proposals would
likely excise its name entirely.
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Comment text:
I have lived in Woodmansterne for more than 35 years where I have brought up two
sons. They attended Woodmansterne School, the Scout group, the drama society and
cricket club. All of these groups drew children from the whole community up and down
Chipstead Way and all roads leading off of it. There is an annual May Queen fete which
parades from the bottom to the top of the village again bringing all parts of the village
together. There are churches, shops, recreation grounds and pubs at either end of the
village used by all residents. Local government cannot be effective in a split community
who have local concerns and campaigns in common. It is alarming to see that the
Boundary Commission recommend cutting the village in half from west to east along
Chipstead Way. The edges of the community are defined by the London Boroughs to the
east and north; Banstead to the west along Woodmansterne Lane and south along
Outwood Lane. I feel strongly that Woodmansterne should remain as one community and
be in a ward bearing its name. There has been a settlement here for many hundreds of
years, changing through the centuries but always one community. The local parish has
even more extensive boundaries which shows the importance of Woodmansterne
historically as well as the present day.
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Comment text:
I write to object to the boundary proposals, for the village of Woodmansterne. I have
lived in the village since
raised my family here and my husband is buried in St
Peter’s churchyard. The proposed boundary cuts right through the village dividing the
community. The name of the village is obliterated. It is wrong to abolish a village that
has existed since before 1066,and is in the Domesday book. This proposal literally wipes
Woodmansterne off the map. No other village is losing its name in these proposals,
Chipstead, a similar size retains its name. Nork and Tattenham Corner, smaller
constituencies, are retaining their identity. It appears Woodmansterne has been singled
out for eradication. The consequences of eradicating the name and merging part of
Woodmansterne into Banstead is that our community will be ignored to the benefit of the
much larger community of Banstead. The councillors will no longer represent our
community. My polling station is currently Woodmansterne village hall which I can walk
to, where would I vote in future ? Our local councillors have served our village well. They
made sensible proposals with regards to the boundary, which have been ignored. This
palpably demonstrates that the village of Woodmansterne will be ignored in future. How
can it reflect the identity and interests of the community if those who represent them are
ignored. The village views have been comprehensively ignored so far, and will plainly be
ignored in the future. There is a strong community identity in Woodmansterne including a
local school ( bearing the village name)the parish church,W.I., Woodmansterne May
Queen,scout and guiding, residents association and a parish council. I am well served by
this strong local community , for example the Friday film club run by the villagers for the
villagers. I was a guider for over twenty years with Woodmansterne brownies, members
of the brownies come from all over the village, which will be divided by the new
boundary line. Moving on to the boundary line, it does not reflect the natural boundaries
of the village, Lakers Rise for example is in Woodmansterne, not Chipstead. Brownies
from Lakers Rise came to the Woodmansterne pack not the Chipstead pack. It may seem
a small point but it is a strong indication of where people feel they belong. I cannot
begin to express how strongly I feel about this and how much the proposals have upset
me. Without wishing to sound dramatic history demonstrates that drawing boundary lines
that ignore the actual community boundaries and eradicating identities causes untold
damage for many years. These proposals are based on completely random ideas that do
not reflect actual geography, history or society. It would appear that bureaucracy has
trumped democracy. I feel completely unrepresented and that my views as valid as any
other resident in the borough are worthless. I would urge you to consider assuring the
name of Woodmansterene is retained in the ward, like all the other villages have been
retained, and that the boundary property reflects the village and community of
Woodmansterne.
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Comment text:
Agreed that historic links with Kingswood should be maintained but as Lower Kingswood
has for some time established its own identity with its range of community based
organisations, it has its own recreation ground and has for many years organised its own
annual Village Fete, it seems appropriate to include Lower Kingswood in the name of any
electoral ward.
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Comment text:
As a resident of Woodmansterne the southern boundary is totally illogical as it splits the
village in two and does not follow a logical boundary. The boundary should be moved
south to use the railway line or chipstead valley road the preference being the railway as
it is well defined. Also the ward name should be Banstead and Woodmansterne as they
are both established area and were so in the Doomsday Book in the 10th century
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Comment text:
I am really concerned that the boundary changes have removed Mead Vale. Mead Vale
has been a village for hundreds of years and despite a lack of local shops in the present
day, it retains a village character and identity. To remove such a significant and
identifiable village in the ward boundaries is disrespectful to the whole community of
Mead Vale which should not be subsumed into Earlswood, from which it is quite distinct
being separated by the busy Pendleton road, the expanse of Earlswood Common and the
Brighton Road. The west boundary should also be extended to include all of Arbutus Road
as splitting the road in two is also unnecessarily divisive.
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Comment text:
Reigate and Banstead Review: Tattenhams & Preston Ward. This proposal still splits part
of the community from it's natural centre around Tattenham Corner. I would prefer that
the Northern Boundary of Tattenhams and Preston Ward be Yew Tree Bottom Road and
Reigate Road.
( Resident )
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