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E111all:
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Feature Annotation•
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Mep Featu,-:
Annotation 1:
Annotation 2

This area Is certalnly more 'relgate central' than

Annotation 2:

Cant see why ttlls area Is classed as Reigate central

The community In the area to the southeast: of relg1ta town centre very much feel p1rt or relgate central and to be classed llB madvale
seems strange, espeC11lly when annotation 2 Is classed as relgate ,central and le geographlmlly l'urther awayl

Uploedecl Documents:
None Uplo.ded
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Owen, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Ian Machen
11 April 2018 08:31
reviews
Reigate & Banstead Review

Dear Sir or Madam,
As members of the Tattenhams Village Community for over 35 years,
, my family feels that the new proposals are detrimental to the life of our local community.
Our local Councillors have worked tirelessly, helping maintain the cohesive nature of Tattenhams. Residents are
kept well‐informed of local and County news and proposed changes via regular meetings and organising life‐skills
courses such as First Aid.
We are only five minutes walk from a thriving local centre containing a full range of shops that we use on a daily
basis. The green in front of the shopping area is used for a variety of Community events at Easter, Christmas and
Summer.
Over the years we have formed a Community of like‐minded groups to serve and conserve the character of the area.
One example of this is the volunteer‐run Community Library. The character of the area is important in peoples lives
and is reinforced by the work of The United Church St Marks, Tattenhams. Our family has made long lasting
friendships through the local Tattenhams Scout and Guiding groups.
We consider this community focus to be good for the wellbeing of young and old alike, as supported by Government
and we believe in 'love where you live' .
Finally, the geographical road boundaries in the area provide a clear, logical division between Tattenhams and Nork
and we feel that the proposed change would only be detrimental to this thriving community.
Yours faithfully,
Ian Machen
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Owen, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Elizabeth Mackie
06 April 2018 17:55
reviews
Proposed boundary changes in Tattenhams

Dear Sir/Madam
I recently heard that part of Tattenhams Ward was merging with Nork. I am surprised this scheme
is being rushed through so quickly with obvious minimal publicity.
I object most strongly to this scheme for the following reasons:
Tattenhams is a ‘village’ community with:
1) A variety of shops including a Co-op, a vet, cafes hairdressers, garage, newsagent, electrical
shop, betting shop & funeral parlour.
2)Tattenhams library is run by volunteers & plays a large part in local life. The library is hired for
various group meetings, & speaker events. Community events co-ordinated with St Marks Church
are held in the summer & at Christmas with encouragement & participation from the local shops.
3) Tattenhams station is a historic landmark.
The unique style if this community should therefore not be segmented.
In addition, our 3 councillors live in the Tattenhams area which it is proposed tp ‘hive off’ to Nork.
I hope you will pay attention to the comments I am sure you have received from Tattenhams
residents so this ‘hair brained’ proposal is not adopted.
Yours faithfully
Elizabeth Mackie
Sent from my iPad
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Reigate and Banstead District
Personal Details:
Name:

James Martin

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Several years ago in the mid-2000s I exchanged correspondence with the council electoral office as
I discovered, as a resident of
Tadworth,
the electoral map strangely dissected the collective cul-de-sacs of Fairacres, The Dell and The Rise
and bizarrely placed many but not all residences in Fairacres, The Dell and The Rise in the
neighbouring Preston ward. At the time I pointed out, and the council officer agreed, that the
boundary line on the ward electoral map placing some residences in the Preston ward seemed to be
erroneous. While it may not be immediately apparent from the electoral OS map, on the ground the
residences in the collective cul-de-sacs of Fairacres, The Dell and The Rise are separated and fenced
off from the neighbouring Preston Estate upon which some residences back on but do not form part
of. The Council officer informed me that the erroneous nature of the boundary between the
Tadworth & Walton and Preston wards dissecting the collective cul-de-sacs of Fairacres, The Dell and
The Rise would be recorded but that sadly it could not be addressed until the next ward boundary
review. Until that time the officer informed me that the council would need to correct the ward
electoral roles and place several residences in the Preston ward meaning that we would no longer
be able to vote in the Tadworth & Walton ward which we feel, and by way of physical separation
from the Preston Estate, are a part of with a view to seeking to rectify this at the next ward
boundary review. To address this and the geographical divide that exists on a ground level, the
boundary line should ideally be redrawn to follow the physical boundary on the ground between the
collective cul-de-sacs of Fairacres, The Dell and The Rise with the Preston estate in order to place
us all back in the Tadworth & Walton ward.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/12417
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Reigate and Banstead District
Personal Details:
Name:

Margaret Martin

E-mail:

Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I am very proud to be part of the Tattenhams Ward and have valued having Tattenhams
Residents Association Counsellors working on our behalf. I would not want to be part of
the Nork Ward and lose our identify and our counsellors.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

Reigate and Banstead District
Personal Details:
Name:

Paul Martin

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
The current ward arrangements for Nork do not reflect local connections with roads
nearer to Epsom Downs and Driftbridge having more of an association with Epsom and
Ewell than Reigate or even Banstead. This is especially true in terms of transport and
shopping connections. Moreover, the parliamentary constituency is currently Epsom and
Ewell which seems to acknowledge these associations. The current division of
responsibilities between Epsom and Ewell, Reigate and Banstead and Surrey County
Council are also confusing and would benefit from streamlining. I would support a move
into Epsom & Ewell.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

Reigate and Banstead District
Personal Details:
Name:

Emma McCarthy

E-mail:

Postcode:

Organisation Name: Member of the public

Feature Annotations

2:

Contains Ordnance Survey data © Crown copyright and database rights 2013.
Map Features:

Annotation 1:
Annotation 2:
Comment text:
whitebushes and salfords area. The area of whitbushes and north salfords is different from earlswood would be nice of they were seperated

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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Reigate and Banstead District
Per•onal Detalls:
Name:

Steve McNeice

E-mall:
Postcode:

Organisation Name:
Comment text:
Woodmansterne should form part of Banstead village given that Chipstead &. Hooley are at the bottom of the hill whereas Banstead Village and
Woodmanstearne are at the top of the hill. Also the size and number of residents would be more equal and would not place an undue amount of work upon
any elected lndlvlduals.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation. lgbce.org .uk/nodelprinUinformed-representation/11859
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Reigate and Banstead District
Personal Details:
Name:

Nancy Middleton

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I believe that Horley would be better served if it were independent from Reigate and
Banstead, as resources would be more fairly distributed than the current situation where
Reigate gets the cream - eg Priory Park, money from the The Acres development - whilst
Horley residents are left with the prospect of an industrial site on Green Belt land.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

Reigate and Banstead District
Personal Details:
Name:

Henry Mills

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
1. We applaud the reduction in councillor numbers to 45. 2. We believe it is vitally
important to retain the separate identity of the existing community of Merstham and to
ensure representational separation from any part of Redhill East. 3. If it is necessary to
reduce the foot of the Merstham wards we suggest that Markedge Lane could become the
western boundary.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

Reigate and Banstead District
Personal Details:
Name:

Anne Moreton

E-mail:

Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I live in Reigate
shop mainly in Reigate, use the Priory Park in Reigate but
this postcode is currently within the Redhill West ward. Why? I would have thought that
this area should be included in the Reigate Hill ward.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

Reigate and Banstead District
Personal Details:
Name:

Nigel Mortelman

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
We live at
a private road that has nothing in keeping with Coulsdon
yet we have a
Croydon) post code. This affets costs for any type of insurance
and other additional costs.
has more in keeping with Kingswood and maybe
Banstead and the boundary should be redraw to include the road with Kingswood and
Burgh Heath or Banstead Village including post code corrections.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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Reigate and Banstead District
Personal Details:
Name:

cherry moyce

E-mail:
Postcode:

Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I see no reason for the boundary to be changed.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/12415
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Reigate and Banstead District
Personal Details:
Name:

Jill Nash

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
do not change the boundary they are fine as they are of Salfords and Sidlow

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

Reigate and Banstead District
Personal Details:
Name:

Carol Nela

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: Mrs

Comment text:
I live
near the boundary with Epsom & Ewell and in
my opinion this area should be included within that borough (as we are for constituency
purposes). As far as I know, my neighbours as well as myself, associate ourselves with
Epsom which is a short distance away, whereas Redhill is remote.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

Local GOll8mment Bculdary Commlaalon tbr England Conaullallon Portal

3/1212018

Reigate and Bansteed Dl•trlct
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Tlm Nelson

E111all:

PG.._de:

Organlutlan Name:

Feature Annotation•
wood

REDHIL:

$.t Johns

Contains Onlnance Survey data C c�n copyrf!Jht1andccl1tabl!se rfghts 2013.
Mep Featu,-:
Annotation 3: Shaws Comer has In my experience been the understood
boundary between Reigate and Redhlll. The area marked area east of that
Junction should not be In the same ward as Reigate Central.
Annotation 4: This area Is within easy walklng distance of Reigate High
Street and would loglcally flt more approprlately Into Reigate Central.
Annotation 5: The green sand ridge has always been a natural boundary
between the northern and southern parts of ltle town. It does not seem
appropriate for ltlese to be in the same ward.
Clomment text:
hllps:l/conaultatlon.lgbc:8.org.uk/nodelprlntJlnfonnedffP,-nlallonf12325
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Reigate and Banstead District
Personal Details:
Name:

Nicola Newsome

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I am writing to object to the proposed new boundaries to incorporate areas of Great
Tattenhams into Nork. Firstly, I would like to voice my concern about the lack of
correspondence and warning given of the proposals - first notified on FB (not everyone
uses the Internet, even in 2018! Fortunately, we do - others will undoubtedly not know
of plans until too late) - clearer and more direct communication at an earlier stage would
have been appreciated and may have reduced some of the panic and concern that the
proposals have caused. As a resident of Tattenhams for nearly 20 years, my children
have both attended Shawley Primary School, were christened at St Marks Church, joined
St Marks Beavers and Cub groups and still continue to use our library at Tattenham
corner. The proposed boundary change would without doubt split our community feel, so
very hard worked for over many years by so many different groups. I am also concerned
as I do not believe Nork Residents Association would be as interested in the 'health' of
our immediate community as the Tattenhams Residents Association - it's a different area!
Yew Tree Bottom Road and the Reigate Road form a strong and identifiable boundary
between Nork and Tattenhams. It is bad enough that we are often considered the poor,
outlying relation in Reigate and Banstead Borough (for so many, Reigate is another world
away, with the A217 and M25 in between) so I would appreciate that the boundary
change is looked at again. Please do not destroy our community by incorporating roads
clearly closer both in proximity and community feel to Tattenhams into Nork, which like
Tattenham Corner / Epsom Downs To Reigate, has clear, distinct, obvious even,
boundaries.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

Reigate and Banstead District
Personal Details:
Name:

Maureen Northmore

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
We have lived in the borough of Reigate and Banstead, in the Tattenhams Ward for 49
years. I am also very familiar with the Preston Ward having been Governor and Chair of
the De Burgh school( which was closed in 1989) and have continued to have a
relationship with that area. Tattenhams used to be in the Parliamentary constituency of
Reigate and Banstead, more recently Tattenhams have been in the Parliamentary
constituency of Epsom and Ewell whilst remaining in the borough of Reigate and
Banstead. Tattenhams post code is that of Epsom and the natural focus for shopping
outside the immediate area is Epsom. For 34 years I have worked for the Citizens Advice
Bureau in the borough of Epsom and Ewell. The bureau is now restricted to providing
advice to residents or employees in that borough; this is due to financial restrains. Before
the restrictions on the advice given to those outside the borough a survey was carried
out to determine the percentage of inquiries from residents of Tattenhams and Preston
Wards; it was found that twelve and a half percent of inquiries came from the Tattenham
and Preston Wards. The bureau still receives a significant number of enquiries from these
wards, the clients have to be directed elsewhere. The residents of Tattenhams and
Preston wards feel as though they are on the fringe of the large borough of Reigate and
Banstead and somewhat ignored, whereas the smaller borough of Epsom and Ewell would
be a better fit. In summary the boundary which currently places Tattenham and Preston
Wards in the borough of Reigate and Banstead should be redrawn so that these wards
are moved to the borough of Epsom and Ewell.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

Reigate and Banstead District
Personal Details:
Name:

Virginia Offer

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
My husband and I are not at all happy with the proposed recommendation regarding the
splitting up of Tattenhams Ward.
We identify completely with Tattenhams. I volunteer
at Tattenhams Library. We use all the facilities in the Tattenham Corner parade of shops
and consider it the hub of our community. Our Tattenham Residents Association have
done an outstanding job in serving our community and we DEFINITELY don’t want to lose
them as our representatives. We’re concerned that the proposed boundary change might
have political undertones. You would be splitting apart a strong, identifiable community
and we would feel like we were being unwillingly separated from this community. This
proposed boundary change is NOT a good one. Please go back to the drawing board to
find another way of number distribution so that we can remain a part of Tattenhams,
where we belong. Surely an alternative could be found that would leave the north end of
Tattenhams Ward intact.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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Reigate and Banstead District
Personal Details:
Sean Payne

Name:
E-mail:
Postcode:

Organisation Name:

Feature Annotations

1: New boundary to include the
areas north of this line into
Banstead Village. The current
demarcation is too broad and
we are more closely linked
to Banstead than Woodmansterne.

Contains Ordnance Survey data © Crown copyright and database rights 2013.

Map Features:

Annotation 1: New boundary to include the areas north of this line into
Banstead Village. The current demarcation is too broad and we are more
closely linked to Banstead than Woodmansterne.
Comment text:

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/12413
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Owen, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

31 March 2018 13:27
reviews
Reigate and Banstead Review

Local Government Boundary Commission for England, London SW1P 4QP
Dear Commissioners
When I attended the Tattenhams Residents’ Association AGM on Thursday, 28th March, I was surprised to learn
about the proposed boundary changes to the Tattenhams Ward, which splits the Ward at the village of Tattenham
Corner in order to include the northern area into the Nork Ward. Apart from the proposal itself I find the apparent
lack of information to be unsettling. However, I have now searched out some information on the websites of the
Reigate and Banstead Borough Council and Boundary Commission. To rely on websites for information is in my view
an inadequate form of consultation. One cannot be expected to be keeping a constant eye on a Council’s website
to be briefed on a matter as important as this. At no time has a consultative leaflet been delivered to my home in
Beech Grove – one of the roads under consideration – so I have to assume that there was no such circulation in the
area that might be affected. Yet I have now learned there is only just over one week beyond the Easter holiday –
when many people will be away – to make any comment before the deadline of 9th April.
In defence of the proposed scheme I understand that because of extra housing development within the Borough of
Reigate and Banstead there is a trigger point at which ward boundaries have to be re‐considered for equality in local
voting and representation.
The current proposals tear the Tattenhams community apart by suggesting that the boundary changes take place
right through the centre of Tattenham Corner village. Whilst the railway, shops and filling station are retained in
one Ward, the Health Centre and Library – of huge significance to the community – together with roads north of
Tattenham Way would be taken into another Ward. In my view, a boundary should include into one Ward the
whole village and surrounding residential area and roads which are served by the village and the community
generally. If you care to look at the map of the Tattenham Corner village you will see that it is a compact area – and
not sprawling with a Community and Health Centre, perhaps a mile away into another hamlet. It therefore seems a
ridiculous plan to propose a boundary into another ward at the Community Centre which is in the heart of the
village and only across the road from the shops, unless, of course, there is a future agenda of cost saving throughout
the Borough. No doubt within a few years there could be a question raised why there should be a Community
Centre (Health, Social and Library) at Tattenham Corner when there is one at Banstead.
The Tattenhams Ward is served not only by a Community Centre, but by good rail and bus transport links, St Mark’s
church with its own thriving parish connections including a Scouts and Guides unit, a primary school in Shawley Way,
events on the little village green, and a good mix of shops – with an obvious boundary of the Reigate Road and Yew
Tree Bottom Road between the Nork and the Tattenhams wards. All these facilities combine to make a good
community and a reduction of even one within the Ward, especially a Community Centre, considerably reduces the
social cohesion of the area.
A further point of some significance – not lost upon all members of the Residents’ Association – is that the main
membership of the Committee are resident in the roads under consideration to be transferred into the Nork Ward. I
think, therefore, that Reigate and Banstead Borough Council has to explain how Tattenhams Residents’ Association
with its current Councillor representation can survive and how Tattenham Corner village and the residents in the
surrounding roads, as a community, can continue to find the recognition and support given at Councillor level on a
non‐party political basis which it has received for over fifty years. Although I do have a political view and vote
accordingly I think it tremendously important that a section of the Borough or County not represented by the
prevailing political view should be well represented by non‐political councillors. It would therefore be detrimental
1

to democracy if the Council’s view of reducing membership by six were to include the three councillor positions of
the Tattenhams Residents’ Association.
Additionally, the Comparison of Electors per Councillor for other boroughs and districts in Surrey, as shown in the
Tattenhams Residents’ Association submission, presents a strong argument to retain the current number of 51
councillors on Reigate and Banstead Council with no reduction.
In conclusion, I would make the point that the Boundary Commission has to weigh carefully the identity and
cohesion of a community together with the rights of democracy and enfranchisement. The current proposals seek
literally to tear a community apart. As a resident of the area affected I strongly wish to remain within the
Tattenhams Ward.
Yours sincerely
Tessa Perfect

2

-

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

Richard Peniman

Feature Annotations

1: Nork has always been to the
East of the Reigate Road.
Ruden Way, Fir Tree Road,
Yew Tree Bottom and Great
Burgh shouldl[lot be part of
Nork

Contains Ordnance Survey data @ Crown copyright and database rights 2013.
Map Features:
Annotation 1: Nork has always been to the East of the Reigate Road. Ruden
Way, Fir Tree Road, Yew Tree Bottom and Great Burgh should not be part of
Nork
Comment text:
the Nork boundary has always been considered to be the
Reigate Road trom the railway bndge above the Drrtt Bndge to where 1t meets Church Lane above the junction of Tattenham Way and Great
Tattenhams. Nork and Tattenhams are very different and distinct communities. Tattenhams is served by Epsom Downs station and Nork by the
curiously named Banstead station. Tattenhams is served by the shops at the Drift Bridge and Tattenham Corner, whereas Nork is served by the
shops at the north east end of Nork Way
Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

Owen, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

09 April 2018 13:07
reviews
Reigate and Banstead Review

Dear Sirs,
Re: Tattenhams ward and Nork ward.
I believe the plan to merge parts of Tattenhams ward with Nork is wrong. I cannot comment on equalising the number
of voters, but it fails on the other 2 criteria, "to reflect the interests and identities of local communities and to set
boundaries which are sensible and easy to identify." It makes no sense whatsoever to take, for example, Tattenham
Crescent, in the very heart of Tattenhams, out of that ward and lump it in with Nork which is so far away and the other
side of a major road which makes a natural boundary. There are many reasons why breaking apart this community is
wrong:
Arbitrary separation of the roads north of Great Tattenhams into Nork ward.
It will split up the community around Tattenham Corner village centre.
Tattenham Corner village centre is based around a large shopping centre, with over 25 shops and restaurants, and
includes a filling station, supermarket, chemists, post office and wine bar. It also includes a medical centre, a
volunteer-run community library, railway station and bus routes on to Epsom, the Preston estate and Tadworth.
The community as a whole is served by its own primary school in Shawley Way.
The community as a whole is within the parish of the United Church of St Mark in Great Tattenhams. St Mark’s has its
own Tattenhams scouts and guides units, and a wide range of community groups.
The community is served by its own residents’ association.
The Tattenham Corner Community charity organises Christmas activities and summer fetes on the green around the
shopping area.
Yew Tree Bottom Road and the Reigate Road form a strong and identifiable boundary between Nork and
Tattenhams.
Many residents and people who work in the area believe this is a politically-motivated move to try & get rid of our
Residents' Association. I myself live in the part that would remain in Tattenhams and work at Shawley Primary School
which would become part of Nork - this would be a nonsense as it would not in any way represent where the majority
of its pupils live.
There is very strong feeling about this and I urge you to reconsider.
I also believe you have deliberately made it difficult for people to have their say on this matter as it appears to be
impossible to make a submission on the lgbce website! I have tried several times so have now resorted to email.
Fiona Pethig.
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Reigate and Banstead District
Personal Details:
Name:

Alan Pinel

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I feel strongly that Tattenham Corner should not be split and should not become part of
Nork. I do not agree with the separation of roads north of Great Tattenhams. I do not
want to see our community broken in two. Tattenham Corner village is a pillar of the
local community and people should not feel that they are being excluded from it, rather
they should remain included. Any boundaries should be on Yew Tree Road and Reigate
Road.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

Reigate and Banstead District
Personal Details:
Name:

Vic Piper

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I suggest that Woodmansterne is taken out of Chipstead, Hooley & Woodmansterne ward,
and either made into a separate ward of its own or combined with Banstead Village. The
separation line could be Chipstead Valley Road/Outward Lane.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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Reigate and Banstead District
Personal Details:
Name:

Francis Pocock

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
The proposals for Tadworth & Walton make sense.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/nodelprinUinformed-representation/12299
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Owen, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Bridget Powell
04 April 2018 16:04
reviews
Reigate and Banstead electoral review

Dear Sir/Madam
My comments are about the electoral review is that I live in Horley and I like to access services in Redhill Reigate or
Horley. I would not want to go into the Crawley area as I tend to avoid it because it's big and sprawling and I don't
know it.
I'm not really sure what was supposed to be commenting on as I couldn't find any information about the proposals.
There's only one map and I just presume that it's the current one.
Regards
Bridget Powell
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Reigate and Banstead District
Personal Details:
Name:

Rod Probert

E-mail:
Postcode:

Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I have lived in Banstead for 30 years and in that time the boundary has been changed against my
views. I feel that I have more attachment to Banstead as against Woodmansterne. We shop there,
we play bowls In the Lady Neville park, we use the coffee bars and the restaurants there.We help
with the stalls during the May day festival. Woodmansterne can not provide us with any of these
facilities. Not that this will make any difference to you but property situated in Banstead is sort
after much more the property situated in Woodmansterne

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/12411
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Reigate and Banstead District
Personal Details:
Name:

David Pullen

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: Mr

Comment text:
Sir/Madam, I would like to make the following comments on the Councils proposed
boundary review. The Tattenham Corner Railway Station and shopping area is a thriving
community within itself. It has its own personality and feeling that I fear will be altered if
it is split up and parts of this community are placed into the Nork ward. Local shopping
and the small high street shops have all but disappeared in so many areas throughout
the whole country. By contrast, the residents of Tattenham ward value this local feel and
the shops in this area are very well patronised.The Medical Centre primarily serves the
residents of the Tattenham ward and it seems to me to be logical that it remains within
the Tattenham ward area. Would "Tattenham Health Centre" be renamed Nork Health
Centre? Same applies....would "Tattenham Corner" railway station be remaned likewise?
One of the Boundary Commission aims is; "to set boundaries which are sensible and easy
to identify." Rather than split the Tattenham Corner community it seems that a logical,
sensible and easy to identify boundary would be Yew Tree Rd and Reigate Rd. The
Tattenham ward area is represented by a very successful and active residents association.
The radical changes in the boundary proposed by the council will upset the equilibrium of
the association. This does not reflect the interests of residents or retains their identities.
This is also true of the Nork ward residents. Please listen to the Residents Association
proposals for the boundary changes. We are the people who will live with the
consequences of the boundary changes.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

Reigate and Banstead District
Personal Details:
Name:

Keith Ravalde

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: Mr

Comment text:
Tattenham Corner developed as a residential area from 1930s onwards as did the
neighbouring area to the north,Nork and each looks to its own local amenities as the
focal point of their area. The arbitrary split of roads north of Great Tattenhams into Nork
ward, as proposed by R&B Council makes no logical sense, unless it is simply intended to
remove the current Resident's Association Councillorors (who live in that part of the
ward) from their constituants. Shops, medical facilities and transport are all focused on
the the Great Tattenhams/Tattenham Crescent/Racecourse junction. The community as a
whole lies within the parish of St. Marks and Yew Tree Bottom Road and Reigate Road
form a natural identifiable boundary between Nork and Tattenhams. If Preston Ward has
to be incorporated into Tattenhams (and there has a been a level of interest taken in
ensuring the redevelopment of Preston has had positive outcomes for both wards) it
might be an acceptable trade-off to let that part of Tattenhams to the east of the Reigate
Road up to the A217 Brighton Road move to Nork as they currently share voting facilities
at the Beacon School and possibly see themselves as more aligned to Banstead Village on
the other side of the Brighton Road.
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Reigate and Banstead District
Personal Details:
Name:

Sandeep Rekhi-Smith

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I would like to remain in the current boundary. I feel that it would be detrimental to split
the already established community that I feel part of.

Uploaded Documents:
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Reigate and Banstead District
Personal Details:
Name:

alan rishworth

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
i don't care about boundaries, what i care about is excessive increases in council tax
whilst services are reduced affecting refuse collection and recycling and roads full of potholes. Will we ever see police staffing sufficient to prevent crime? When i grew up in this
area, everyone knew who the local police man was and would see him regularly. i haven't
seen a policeman in this area for decades! How about actually doing something about
illegal parking in disabled bays? Think of the revenue which could be generated if
disabled bay abusers were actually fined the £5000 on the signs! IT'S TIME COUNCILS
ACTUALLY PROVIDE THE SERVICES WE ALL PAY FOR!!
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Reigate and Banstead District
Personal Details:
Name:

John Rollason

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: None

Comment text:
In my view, the essentially urban populations of Merstham, Redhill and Reigate should be reflected
in geographically smaller wards. The adjoining rural areas e.g. north of and adjoining the M25 etc.,
should be encompassed in larger wards, reflecting the no. of people who live there.
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Reigate and Banstead District
Personal Details:
Name:

Hannah Root

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I would like to state my discomfort with the proposed changes to ward boundary lines . I
am currently in Tattenhams and under the proposed changes would be in Nork. This
makes so sense as Tattenhams is the heart of where I live and literally up the road a
hundred yards or so. I would be interested to hear the reasoning for these changes?
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