Ashby, Jonathan

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

ALAN BEMMER
16 July 2018 08:53
reviews
Englefield Green - proposed boundary change

Dear Sir or Madam,

I object to the draft recommendations in your organisation’s report on Runnymede Borough under which a substantial part of th e
Englefield Green Village, namely the majority of Englefield East ward and part of Englefield Green West ward, would be sliced off and
added to the western part of the current Egham Town ward to form Egham Hill ward. The proposal is profoundly offensive to
Englefield Green Village - which has a strong sense of community – and vi rtually everyone who really knows the village is shocked that
the plan is being seriously pursued.

The Commission's answer to the existing electoral imbalance in wards in this area is to stick to fourteen 3- member wards by changing
the Englefield Green East boundary in a way that pays very little, if any, regard to Englefield Green East's long- established identity,
which dates back to medieval times, and sense of community as an integral part of Englefield Green Village.

We therefore request that the recommendations be amended so that they much more accurately reflect the community boundaries
of Englefield Green Village in the interest of all its residents.
For example, all of the Hill roads (Priest, Middle and Tite) lead to Englefield Green (the gre en) and should be included as part of
Englefield Green Village. Changing the boundaries would be changing history which should be preserved for future generations.
If the boundaries must be changed why not join East and West and just call it Englefield Green.

I thank you for your consideration in this matter

Alan & Yvonne Bemmer

1

Response to Runnymede Draft ward boundary proposals
I am strongly opposed to the ward boundaries change proposal to merge part of Egham town
ward with parts of the two Englefield Green wards.

If the Runnymede Borough Council / LGBCE proposal were endorsed and implemented the
majority of Englefield East ward and a portion of Englefield Green West ward on the Eastern side
of Priest Hill would disappear and be merged with the western side of Egham Town ward in a
new ward called Egham Hill. Not only is the name inappropriate to those who reside in Englefield
Green Village, but much more fundamentally the geometry of the proposed ward is long (ca
3.5Km) and thin (ca 1.6Km at its widest point) which I submit is not by any measure respectful of
community identity.
I regard this as an assault on the identity and sense of community of Englefield Green Village. I
also believe that combining Englefield Green East and the part of Englefield Green West adjacent
to the river Thames in the North with part of another different community on the southern side
of the A30, several kilometers to the South, would seriously weaken the commitment of some
voters to the notion of truly local representation.

I live close to The Green itself and most definitely do not wish to (and possibly would not) vote in
a ward named Egham Hill. Both of the present wards of Englefield Green have a pride in jointly
being part of Englefield Green Village and do not wish to be divided in this way.
Runnymede Borough Council’s proposed Egham Hill ward – essentially endorsed so far by the
Commission – would truly be a nonentity. The name refers to an area through which a section of
the A30 runs. This highway surely ought to be regarded by the LGBCE as a boundary – indeed a
‘natural’ boundary – rather than a 'centre' for a community and ward.
The two communities are obviously geographically close and live in harmony, but Egham is
Egham and Englefield Green is Englefield Green. Both communities have a strong sense of what
and where they are and are very different in character. Egham is a town and has two big
supermarkets, a busy High Street with a Post Office and banks, and a railway station. Englefield
Green remains a village with the site of the sealing of Magna Carta within its boundary, an
ancient, large green (The Green) where cricket is played and the annual Village Fair is held and
close proximity to The Crown Estate which reaches across to Windsor Castle, albeit – partly
because of the presence of Royal Holloway College – one with a sizeable population. Both
communities cherish and fervently wish to retain 'effective and convenient local government'.
Linking a part of a town with part of a village to form a new ward completely goes against the
criterion of community identity.
With regard to electoral equality, I would suggest that that could be addressed by reducing the
representation for Englefield Green East ward to two councillors.

From my perspective the proposal is simply unacceptable. RBC has paid no regard whatsoever to
Englefield Green Village's sense of community and identity. But the LGBCE is under a statutory
obligation to do so. I believe that that obligation would be breached if the Commission gave final
approval to the Council’s ward plan.
In conclusion, because the Englefield Green Village boundary contains the site where the Magna
Carta document was sealed in 1215, residents live very close to the worldwide acknowledged
birthplace of democracy. It would be an understatement to say it would be regrettable if, just
over 800 years on, local residents felt that their basic democratic rights were likely to be
undermined by very ill-judged, unnecessary ward boundary changes.
Yours faithfully,

Keith Bendall (Englefield Green East ward)

Ashby, Jonathan

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Helen Biddle
16 July 2018 21:40
reviews
Proposed boundary changes - West of Egham Town with Englefield Green East

Review Officer (Runnymede)
LGBCE
14th Floor
Mill bank Tower
London
SW1P 4QP
I have lived in Egham and voted in Egham for over 43 years and for this reason I feel part of Egham
Town. I don’t understand why the boundary needs to be changed. It seems so stupid to me, that if
the proposed boundary change goes ahead, that I and numerous other residents from the west of
Egham Town will be expected to travel to Englefield Green to vote. Why on earth would we want to
vote for an Englefield Green ward when we live in Egham.
Sent from my iPhone
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Ashby, Jonathan

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Lucy Biddle
16 July 2018 20:36
reviews
Egham Town centre

Dear Sirs
It was of great displeasure to read that the Boundary Commission are proposing to make changes
which could mean I am required to vote in Englefield Green in the future.
I have lived in Egham my entire life! I do not wish to move polling stations. This would be very
inconvenient and could mean I no longer vote, which is not something that sits well with me
considering females of past had to fight for my right to vote now!
I am local to the shops and public transport which is something I really appreciate, and would not
want that to change. I honestly cannot understand why I should not continue to be part of the Egham
community, which I value.
Please do consider others BEFORE making a potential negatively impacting decision!!
Regards
Lucy Biddle
Sent from my iPhone
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Ashby, Jonathan

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

David Birch
09 July 2018 20:29
reviews
Egham Town Ward boundary change proposals - an objection

Dear Sir,

I object the foolish and short sighted recommendations in your organisations draft report on the Borough of
Runneymede, that has been brought to my attention, which suggests a substantial part of the Egham Town Ward would
be sliced off and added to the current Englefield Green East Ward.
This proposal is profoundly offensive to residents of Egham, of which I am one. Everyone I have spoken to who knows
the town is shocked and appalled that the plan is actually being seriously pursued. This is ignorant madness.

The Commission’s answer to the existing electoral inbalance in wards in this area is to stick to 14 three-member wards
by changing the Egham Town boundaries in a way that pays no regard to Egham’s long established identity and is
nothing short of vandalism to Egham’s community spirit.

I therefore request that the recommendations be amended so that they much more accurately and respectfully reflect
the community boundaries of Egham Town and it’s residents’ identification with this long established Ward.
Yours sincerely,
David Birch

______
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Ashby, Jonathan

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

KEN BISS
15 July 2018 09:34
reviews
Egham Town Ward - Proposed Boundary Changes

Dear Sir or Madam,

I object to the draft recommendations in your organisation’s report on Runnymede Borough under which a substantial
part of the Egham Town ward would be sliced off and added to the current Englefield Green East ward. The proposal is
profoundly offensive to Egham - which has a strong sense of community – and virtually everyone who really knows the
town is shocked that the plan is being seriously pursued.
The Commission's answer to the existing electoral imbalance in wards in this area is to stick to fourteen 3-member
wards by changing the Egham Town boundaries in a way that pays very little if any regard to Egham's long-established
identity & sense of community.
We therefore request that the recommendations be amended so that they much more accurately reflect the
community boundaries of Egham Town and its residents.
Ken Biss,

1

5/10/2018

Local Government Boundary Commission for England Consultation Portal

Runnymede District
Personal Details:
Name:

Susan Blay

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
This is going backwards. You are proposing to put the boundary right down the middle of the road
in Rowan Avenue,just like it used to be,meaning that I would have to make a special journey to
Egham town just to vote when going to the Hythe social centre is an easy walk and on my way to
Staines. This would make it much more likely that nobody in this household would ever vote again

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/12830

1/1

Ashby, Jonathan

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Al B
31 May 2018 10:51
reviews
Objection to the recommendations in respect of Egham Town Ward.

Dear Sirs
I object strongly to the draft recommendations in your organisation’s report on Runnymede Borough under which a
substantial part of the Egham Town ward would be sliced off and added to the current Englefield Green East ward. The
proposal is profoundly offensive to Egham - which has a strong sense of community – and I am shocked and saddened
that the plan is being seriously pursued.
The Commission's recommendation to change the Egham Town boundaries is done so in a way that pays very little if
any regard to Egham's long-established identity & sense of community.

Egham residents’ opinions in respect of many factors affecting the town appear seriously undermined even now, and
splitting a town already under siege (from developers (RHUL development in particular) and transport providers to
name a couple) will only help to decimate an already assaulted collective spirit. Egham needs to stay as a complete unit
for it and its residents to flourish.
I urgently request that the recommendations be amended so that they more accurately reflects the community
boundaries of Egham Town and its residents.

Yours faithfully
A Bond
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Ashby, Jonathan

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

16 July 2018 15:11
reviews
Proposed changes to boundaries

Dear Sirs
I am writing regarding the proposed boundary change which would directly affect me as I live in Grange Road, Egham.
My house is proposed to move to within Englefield Green East. As I have a two minute walk into the High Street of Egham
Town, this does not make sense. I moved into the heart of Egham to feel more a part of the community of Egham. It seems
ridiculous that houses that are minutes walk away from Staines Town Centre will be in Egham Town ward, but my own house
will not.
I feel strongly that as a road that feeds directly into Egham High Street, Grange Road should remain part of the Egham Town
Ward.
The Boundary Commission is required to take account of community identity and this proposal certainly does not.
I value being a part of the Egham Town community and would ask that the Boundary Commission listens to the views of the
Community of Egham.
Yours faithfully,
Christopher J Brent
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Ashby, Jonathan

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Rebecca Brent
15 July 2018 07:43
reviews
Proposed boundary change Egham Town Centre

I am writing regarding the proposed boundary change which would directly affect me as I live in

Egham.

My house is proposed to move to within Englefield Green East. As I have a two minute walk into the High Street of
Egham Town, this does not make sense. I moved into the heart of Egham to feel more a part of the community of
Egham. It seems ridiculous that houses that are minutes walk away from Staines Town Centre will be in Egham Town
ward, but my own house will not.
I feel strongly that as a road that feeds directly into Egham High Street,
Town Ward.

should remain part of the Egham

The Boundary Commission is required to take account of community identity and this proposal certainly does not.

I value being a part of the Egham Town community and would ask that the Boundary Commission listens to the views of
the Community of Egham.
Yours sincerely,
Rebecca Brent
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Ashby, Jonathan

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Alan Brown
16 July 2018 14:25
reviews
objection to draft recommendations to change Egham Town boundaries

The Boundary Commission proposes to reallocate about 1,000 electors from Egham Town to Englefield Green East.

As residents of more than 30 years in that part of Egham directly affected by the proposed change, we wish to register
our objection to that proposal.
We do not want to see Egham split in this way, and wish to remain part of the existing arrangements, thereby
preserving Egham's long standing identity.
Maureen and Alan Brown
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7/17/2018

Local Government Boundary Commission for England Consultation Portal

Runnymede District
Personal Details:
Name:

William Burgess

Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I am a resident of Egham and I am writing to object to the proposals for delineating new
boundaries between Egham Town and (clockwise from east) Egham Hythe, Thorpe, and Englefield
Green East. The proposed new boundaries have no natural justification, nor correspondence to lines
of separation made by major transport routes. On the contrary the proposals divide long-established
communities which have developed relative to the natural layout of the land and as constrained by
local major transport infrastructure. The focal points for each existing ward are specific to their
natural and engineered boundaries, and the issues that concern each existing ward are specific to
the different development pressures that each has separately faced - for example (but not restricted
to): • residents of roads leading south off Egham High Street and south of the A30, such as Grange
Road, Limes Road, Milton Road, Spring Rise, Spring Avenue etc and roads off (all proposed to move
from Egham Town to Englefield Green East) shop/dine/worship/excercise in Egham, because these
roads are all within convenient walking distance and lead directly into Egham High Street, whereas
the A30 substantially restricts and deters access to the more distant Englefield Green, a long and
dangerous walk up Egham Hill. • residents of the Causeway and Pooley Green Road and roads off
(proposed to move from Egham Hythe to Egham Town) dine/excercise in Staines and shop in
Staines and at the major supermarket on the south side of Staines bridge (currently in Egham
Hythe), because the M25/Glanty loop/Runnymede Roundabout and the Reading-Waterloo rail lines
physically prevent convenient access to Egham. Therefore I object to the proposed changes on the
grounds that they have no respect for the characteristics and coherence of existing communities. On
the contrary, they appear haphazard and non-sensical. Also, I object on the grounds that the
proposals would weaken democratic representation of Egham Town AND of the neighbouring wards:
councillors of all the newly delineated wards would have to divide their time between the different
concerns specific to two different constituencies of each new ward . This would weaken their
effectiveness and hence weaken the strength of their representation. The better response of the
Boundary Commission to changing voter numbers, which would also respect community coherence
and maintain integrity of the democratic process, would be to leave the boundaries as they are but
to reduce the number of Englefield Green East councillors to two, hence responding to the dramatic
recent fall in the number of Englefield Green East electors.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/13655
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Ashby, Jonathan

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Gareth Cale
04 July 2018 07:39
reviews
Egham Boundary Changes

Good morning
I am writing to expressed my displeasure at the proposed relocation of properties from the west of
Egham town centre into Englefield Green East. I have lived in Danehurst Close one of the affected
areas for 14 years since 2004 and I have always strongly identified myself with Egham and not
Englefield Green. Egham is where I go to shop,use the local amenities and for my children to play in
the local parks. I have no affinity whatsoever with Englefield Green, I feel that no part of my
Community is there, I strongly feel that local councillors are more effective they represent single
communities and my representation on Runnymede council be weakened by these proposals
Kind Regards
Gareth Cale
Sent from my iPhone
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Ashby, Jonathan

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Suzanne Cale
03 July 2018 09:53
reviews
Egham Town

Hello,
I value being part of the Egham community supporting our highly considered nursery and local school. I am
proud of our high street and it's lovely restaurants. We have a centre, a couple of churches and a day in June
when the high street buzzes as we all come together. I feel no affiliation towards Englefeld green but very
much part of the Egham community and am proud of that.
Please consider our boundaries with these thoughts in mind.
Regards
Suzanne Cale
(proud resident of Egham Town)
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Ashby, Jonathan

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Verity Clark
05 July 2018 19:39
reviews
Boundary change Egham

We am writing to express our concerns for the proposed boundary change in Egham. We are currently in
Egham Town but if the changes go ahead will form part of a new area called Egham Hill.

We do not feel that this would be in anyway beneficial. Egham has a strong sense of community and to split it
into two different areas would be a sad loss for us all.
We look forward to hearing any news about this proposed change.
Best wishes

Mr and Mrs Clark
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Ashby, Jonathan

From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Simone Coley
29 May 2018 20:47
reviews
mscaysbrook@live.co.uk
Objection to Egham Town boundary amendments

Dear Sir or Madam,

We object to the draft recommendation in your report on Runnymede
Borough that splits off a part of the Egham Town ward so that it becomes
a new ward called Egham Hill.

The draft recommendation is absurd and we are disgusted that such a
proposal is being considered. We have friends who live less than 50
metres away and live on the same road but under the proposal would not
be part of the same ward. To say they are not part of Egham Town is
ridiculous. This does not represent community spirit and certainly does
not represent the best interest of the local community.

Therefore we request that the recommendations be amended so that they
more accurately reflect the community boundaries of Egham Town.
Yours faithfully,

Simone Coley and Matthew Scaysbrook

Sent from my iPhone

1

7/16/2018

Local Government Boundary Commission for England Consultation Portal

Runnymede District
Personal Details:
Name:

Robin Collins

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I have only looked at the proposals for Englefield Green and Egham. I think these are very
sensible. Thank you.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/13585
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Ashby, Jonathan

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

barbara dolan
13 July 2018 13:56
reviews
changes to Englefield Green Boundaries

Dear Sir or Madam

I am writing as a resident of Englefield Green for over forty years, to express my strong objection to your draft
recommendations on Runnymede borough, which will involve most of Englefield Green Your proposal would completely
change the community of Englefield Green( which at present has a village identity dating back to Mediaeval times) and
merging it with Egham Town to be called Egham Hill ward.
As a resident of long standing, whose children and grandchildren have attended Englefield Green primary schools, I fear
such a proposal would seriously weaken local representation.
I therefore request that you amend your recommendations so that Englefield Green community boundaries are
respected
Yours sincerely
Barbara Dolan
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Ashby, Jonathan

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

06 June 2018 23:01
reviews
Fw: Review Officer Runnymede

On Wednesday, June 6, 2018 10:53 PM,

wrote:

Dear Sir or Madam,
I object to the draft recommendations in your organisation's report on Runnymede borough under which a substantial part
of the Egham Town ward would be sliced off and added to the current Englefield Green East ward. The proposal is
profoundly offensive to Egham and virtually everyone who really knows the town is shocked that the plan is being
seriously pursued.

For those who have visited Egham there is an obvious distinction between Egham and Englefield Green - Egham is at the
bottom of the hill and Englefield green is at the top of the hill. People living at the bottom of the hill wouldn't regard their
centre to be at the top of the hill - it is outrageously simple.
The Commission's answer to the existing electoral imbalance in wards in this area is stick to fourteen 3- member wards by
changing the Egham Town boundaries in a a way that pays very little if any regard to Egham's long-established identity
and sense of community.
We've both lived in both Egham and Englefield Green and both have their comm unity centres which make both appealing
in their own way - exactly how it should be kept.
We therefore request that the recommendations be amended so that they much more accurately reflect the community
boundaries of Egham Town and its residents' identification with the ward.
Kind regards,
George Dyson & Sonal Varia
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Ashby, Jonathan

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

charlotte easlea
13 July 2018 13:49
reviews
Re: OBJECTION to Local ward boundary changes for Englefield Green East and
Englefield Green West

Subject: OBJECTION to Local ward boundary changes for Englefield Green East and Englefield Green West

Dear Sir,

I have only just been made aware that there are proposed changes in ward boundaries affectiing the area
where I have lived for 45 years. I am shocked and saddened that this could have even been seriously thought
of.
I object to the draft recommendations in your organisation's report on Runnymede Borough under which a
substantial part of the Englefield Green Village would be connected to the current Egham Town ward to form
Egham Hill ward. I am shocked that the plan is being seriously pursued.
I live in
they m

Englefield Green (not Egham) I request that the recommendations be amended so that
reflect the community boundaries of Englefield Green Village.

Mrs Charlotte Easlea
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Ashby, Jonathan

From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

chris easlea
13 July 2018 13:45
reviews
chris easlea
OBJECTION to Local ward boundary changes for Englefield Green East and Englefield
Green West

Dear Sir,

I have only just been made aware that there are proposed changes in ward boundaries affectiing the area
where I have lived for 45 years. I am shocked and saddened that this could have even been seriously thought
of.
I object to the draft recommendations in your organisation's report on Runnymede Borough under which a
substantial part of the Englefield Green Village would be connected to the current Egham Town ward to form
Egham Hill ward. I am shocked that the plan is being seriously pursued.
I live in
they m

Mrs Christina Easlea

Englefield Green (not Egham) I request that the recommendations be amended so that
reflect the community boundaries of Englefield Green Village.
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7/12/2018

Local Government Boundary Commission for England Consultation Portal

Runnymede District
Personal Details:
Name:

Alison Edgar

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I have been made aware of the recommended Boundary Changes within Runnymede by EGVRA.
Whilst personally I would still reside within Englefield Green, just, I object to the proposal as
effectively half of Englefield Green will be called Egham. The heart of Englefield Green is the Green
itself, which under the new proposal would lie on the edge. The proposal feels at though Englefield
Green is being cut in half. We are a large village the same size as our neighbouring town, Egham
and have been this way for a long time. We wish to retain our village identity which includes Royal
Holloway University of London and Cooper's Hill with the Airforce memorial as well as the rich
variety of housing. Please do not take away our heritage. My suggestion would be to keep the
Englefield Green name as East and West as before, but with the new boundaries that have been
deemed to be more appropriate electorally.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/13552
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Response to LGBCE proposals for Runnymede Borough.
Dear Sir or Madam,

I wholeheartedly agree with everything said by the Egham Residents’
Association in its response to the proposals for the Runnymede Council wards
made by the Local Government Boundary Commission for England – which is
only to be expected as my name appears at the bottom of that document (as vicechairman of the association).
I also wish to add some personal comments, however.

My wife and I have lived in the Egham Town ward since 1980, and I represented
it on Runnymede Borough Council for eight years (1984-1992).
We also live within 100 yards of Egham High Street, and feel very much part of
the Egham town community. So we do not take at all kindly to the idea of being
removed from the Egham Town ward and being transferred into a new artificial
ward called Egham Hill. If that were to happen, we would feel that we had been
made strangers in our own town and community.

I wish to point out that the chairman of the Egham Residents’ Association, Jim
Pearcey, who lives in
is in the same situation of facing exclusion
from the ward he ha
y years. This helps to show that to a very
large extent, Egham is the Egham Town ward and vice versa.

To describe the initial ward change proposals from Runnymede Council as halfbaked would be to flatter them. Basically, the idea was to shove everything in the
Egham/Englefield Green area eastwards in a crude effort to create fourteen 3member wards with electorates meeting the statutory requirements.

So Englefield Green East was pushed into Egham Town (and renamed). And
Egham Town was pushed towards Staines. This was done with little if any regard
for established community identity. And the efforts made by Runnymede Council
to claim some sort of community coherence for the proposed Egham Hill ward
are, frankly, both pathetic and economical with the truth.
The nadir was the RBC comment that the A30 would form a basis for the ward
“with branches off to either side”. As the council ought to know full well, along
the entire length of the Egham side of Egham Hill there is not a single public
access road between the roundabout at the bottom and the traffic lights at the
top. The A30 is a barrier and divide between Egham and Englefield Green.

There is no evidence that RBC gave any consideration to any alternative to a
uniform fourteen 3-member ward solution to the problem that has arisen.
Indeed, in an initial response to me on this issue (in an email dated January 12) a
council official said “where a local authority elects by thirds the number of
councillors who can be returned by any ward must be divisible by three”. When

this was queried, the same official acknowledged – following consultation with
the LGBCE – that there was a presumption in favour of 3-member wards in the
case of council s electing by thirds, but that exceptions to the norm could be
made and “with exceptional evidence, the Commission may create 1 or 2member wards”.

Did any of the councillors know this when RBC made its initial ward-pattern
decision? Might it have reached a very different conclusion had it known that it
didn’t have to stick to 14 3-member wards?

When the initial council decision was made, moreover, councillors had not seen
any map showing what the impact of the proposals would be on local
communities. In short, it appears to have been a very poorly informed decision.

I fear the RBC role in this has been a story of not being bothered to come up with
a solution that respects both community identity and electorate numbers. The
council is choosing to ignore an alternative solution – keeping the Englefield
Green East ward and reducing its representation to two councillors – that would
allow both criteria to be satisfield. Why it is digging its heels in on this is a matter
for conjecture. But as far as I am aware, no-one locally who isn’t either a
councillor/council official or a member of the Conservative Party is supporting
what it wants.
I appeal to the Commission to do its statutory duty, keep the Egham Town ward
essentially as it is and also retain the Englefield Green East ward (but with two
rather than three councillors).
Yours faithfully,
Chris Fisher

