Ashby, Jonathan

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

james gordon
15 July 2018 12:06
reviews
Fw: Egham Town Ward - Proposed Boundary Change

Sent from Yahoo Mail for iPad

Begin forwarded

I feel very disappointed that I will be no longer be regarded as a member of Egham as I am so close to
Egham town centre. It seems that no consideration is given to this fact!,
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.
Mr James Gordon,

1

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 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 virtually
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.
Yours Faithfully
Cassandra Gouriet

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 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 virtually
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.
Yours Faithfully
Roy Gouriet

Ashby, Jonathan

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

janet blay
13 July 2018 09:35
reviews
Boundary Commission/ West of Egham Town

Good morning,
We are shocked and horrified at the proposed boundary changes in our area.
My wife and I have been residents of Egham for over 57 years. We have seen many changes not
always good in our area. We live in Spring Rise in Egham and over the past years we had our whole
area saturated by college students. Most of these are rude, disrespectful and selfish. So many of
the long standing residents have already moved out of the area. This leaves us very sad seeing our
long standing community affected in this way.
Due to this we now have very little left of our community voice and you NOW wish to take away the
only little we have with these proposed changes. We wish to retain our strong voices in all matters
that affect our daily lives in Egham Town.
We are Egham residents and wish to remain so. We do not belong or wish to belong to Englefield
Green. We are very proud people and are very hurt and angry at these proposals. We wish to remain
a strong voice for Egham NOT Englefield Green West.
Mr Raymond Harrage and Mrs Eileen Harrage
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Ashby, Jonathan

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Importance:

Marianne Herne
15 July 2018 20:16
reviews
Boundary Commission Proposal re Egham Town ward
High

Dear Sirs
I write to voice my deep concern regarding the boundary changes to Egham Town Ward and the proposal to
“lump” us in with Englefield Green East voters.

It is absurd to consider that the reallocation of some 1000 voters, of which I am, in the residential properties
at the west of Egham have any connection with Englefield Green, when I am part of an Egham community
living in a road which feeds into Egham High Street, my first port of all for services and social activities.
I have lived in Egham for the last 22 years and am very much involved in the Egham community, but not
Englefield Green, and feel strongly that the proposals put forward by the Boundary Commission to
disenfranchise me from being a part of Egham Town are unfair and unacceptable.

I vote for local independent councillors to represent me on Runnymede Council, but my representation on the
Council will be weakened if the proposed boundary changes are carried through, so I would earnestly ask that
you reconsider this action which will be a major blow to those of us living in this area.

Thank you.
Marianne Herne

1

WA Holmes
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Ashby, Jonathan

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Amanda Hubbard
11 June 2018 16:06
reviews
Runnymede Borough

Dear Sir or Madam

I am writing regarding the draft recommendations in your organisation's report on Runnymede Borough Council under which a substantial
part of the Egham Town ward would be amulgamated with Englefield Green East ward.
I think that it is interesting in that the first item in your report states that you wish to adhere to the fourteen three-member wards as
requested by the Council and to enable this the Egham Town ward boundaries need to be redrawn. Surely the most important and
therefore first item should be the wishes and views of residents and not what the Council wants.

The proposal to cobble together a new ward which bears no relation to the existing town identities and is sliced through by the very busy
A30 main road (two factors which in your report you state you wish to avoid) seems on the face of it an odd decision. To be able to be on
the south bank of the River Thames at Staines Bridge and be in the Egham Town ward yet stand a few 100 yards from Egham High Street
and not be, only underlines this oddity. However It would appear from the map provided that the new Egham Hill ward would be totally
dominated by Royal Holloway University site and the areas that many students live in. Maybe this is what is at the heart of this otherwise
senseless recommendation and means that in future the University needs and views as a new 'identity area' will be able to drown out
those of local residents.

I object to the these recommendations as they in no way reflect the identity and sense of community of Egham Town residents and it is
offensive that the demands of the Council come before the very people they represent. I therefore request that the recommendations be
amended so that they more accurately reflect the community boundaries of Egham Town and its residents' identification with the ward.
Regards

Amanda Hubbard
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Ashby, Jonathan

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Rob Hurst
16 July 2018 16:12
reviews
New electoral arrangements for Runnymede Borough Council

I am writing to object to the draft recommendations in your report on Runnymede Borough, in this a substantial part of
the current Egham Town Ward would be moved into a ‘Egham Hill’ ward. This includes my Road / House. I can only see
a negative impact in making this change. The main (only?) driver for this change seems to be the desire to improve
‘electoral equality’ whilst maintaining the current fourteen 3 member wards.

Electoral equality seems to be purely a ‘numbers’ criteria – matching the number of councillors to the number of
electors. One of the other criteria you use is ‘community identify’. The proposal feels heavily biased towards the
electoral equality at the expense of community identity. I consider my road very much part of the Egham Town ward, I
strongly consider myself part of the Egham town community. There seems to be a much stronger case for reflecting
community identity in the boundaries you use rather than the rather arbitrary ‘equality’. I suspect that most people will
identify themselves with their communities rather than electoral equality.
I do identify very strongly with Egham Town, I have lived here for 30 years and have more recently become a lot more
involved in community matters – taking an active role in the consultations on the Egham Town redevelopment. I very
much like the Englefield Green / Egham Hill areas but feel they have their own community focus. I regularly walk into
Egham town centre but would never think of doing the same with the Englefield Green shops.
If pushed for an alternative proposal I would say that from a community viewpoint I would think that people would
identify much more strongly with 3 Wards:
Englefield Green/ Egham Hill, Egham Town and Egham Hythe.
Yours faithfully,
Robert Hurst
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Ashby, Jonathan

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Richard Hustler
04 July 2018 17:51
reviews
EGHAM TOWN WARD

Boundary Commission

As Egham residents since 1969 we strongly object to the proposed changes to the Egham Town Boundary which, if implemented,
will move us from the Egham Town Ward to the Englefield Green East Ward. As voters, we do not wish to be disenfranchised from
voting for our Egham Residents Association candidate in local elections and be forced to vote for one of the main parties, who do
not represent the local needs and aspirations of our Egham Town Community.
Egham Town is the centre of our community.
We walk into the town for our every day needs and to catch the mainline trains. We have raised our family here and feel very much
part of the community. Since the Egham Residents Association was founded we have been members and support their effective
representation of our local needs. We always vote both at local and general elections in the Band Hall, Egham which is just a short
walk away. We have no idea where the Englefield Green East Poling Station is, but it would certainly involve a car journey and for
local elections would not have a candidate who specifically represents the needs of Egham residents.
We understand you are required to take account of community identity but your proposals do not. We therefore urge you not to
remove our road from the Egham Town Ward and thus disenfranchise us, which is surely not democratic.
Richard and Sheila Hustler
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Ashby, Jonathan

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Janice Ketley
02 July 2018 19:05
reviews
Englefield Green

Sir,
Our cynicism with government and local government is caused by high handed decisions such as the
proposal to create a new ward called Egham Hill. This has no regard to the identity of our community
but is merely for electoral equality. The ironic outcome is that fewer people than ever will vote.

Englefield Green has a long established identity with its own Green committee, Village fair and
sense of community. It is stil a village despite the rampages of Royal Holloway College and should
not be carved up into some new ward that does not take account of the interests or wishes of our
community.
The last duel in England was fought on our Green; we have records of the Village in medieval times
and I urge you not to cause another battle but attend to the wishes of people like me who see no
merit in the boundary reorganisation.
I request that the recommendations are amended to more accurately reflect the strongly held views
of the residents.
Yours sincerely
Janice Ketley
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FER 2018
County of Surrey

Runnymede

a shire’s district

Jonathan Ashby
reviews@lgbcE.org.uk
Dear Jonathan Ashby

FER: Runnymede district council’s: northern sector’s rural & urban character
Ref Z: appendix-A my own Schedule of as-proposed wards in northern sector.

How many settlements are there in Runnymede’s northern sector: three or, two
only. Egham Hill is, a piece of the A30, not a community: it adjoins RHC. The
northern area’s twa (2) identity are Egham a riparian community and, upon
Cooper’s H ill, the rural village of Englefield Green. The draft’s proposals don’t
respect these communities: Egham Hill is the A30 highway in RHC’s campus.
Englefield Green’s St Jude’s Road (A328) is its heart. EGvRA have urged their
villagers to make objections against the-Council’s proposal to combine pieces of
different communities within the so called “Egham Hill ward”: because it could oh
so seriously weaken cohesion of effective local administration.
Egham is divided by the M25 motorway and separated from Enghlefield Green
and Cooper’s Hill by an arterial highway the A30 (Egham Hill / Egham by-pass).

East of the M25 motorway is “the Hythe” an historic Roman landing-place on the
river Thames: the Hythe’s distinct community identity is emphasised by the M25
which cuts a scar through the small town of Egham.
Runnymede’s northern sector has two (2) settlement identities only: they are
Egham a riparian community and, upon Cooper’s Hill, the village of Englefield
Green. Appendix-A is my Schedule of as-proposed wards. They should
continue to be represented by extant wards and only amended as needed by the
electoral equality and identity criteria for future effective local administration.
Yours sincerely
< via e-Mail >
Peter Kingswood
1

Peter Kingswood

FER 2018
County of Surrey

Runnymede

a shire’s district

Jonathan Ashby
reviews@lgbcE.org.uk
…--WARD, 28 as-proposed

Appendix-A
2023
av/cllr

Englefield Green

Englefield Green West
4202
1401
draft Englefield Green needs to be revised
OMIT 415 electors west of A328.
Suggest revised name ward.

cllr variance
3

-9.7%

Englefield Green East
4230
1410
3
-9.1%
draft Egham Hill must be revised
INSERT 415 electors from west-side of A328;
OMIT 489-electors (Ripley Springs) on south-side of A30.
Suggest revised name ward.


St Jude’s Rd (A328) is a clear intra-village boundary;
Cooper’s Hill is the village’s rural hinterland:
respect RHC’s distinct links embedded in this village.
Egham

Egham Town
4540
1513
draft Egham Town ward
INSERT 489-electors from south-side of A30;
OMIT 600-electors from east-side of M25.
* Good urban electoral equality criteria.


3

The town centre is distinct from rural Cooper’s Hill:
retain urban identity east of A30 (Egham by-pass).

Egham Hythe
4873
1624
3
draft Egham Hythe ward
Extant … Hythe ward forecast was 5%
INSERT 600-electors from east-side of M25;
* 5% variance improved from -8% …!
* Best electoral equality & identity criteria.


-2.43%

4.73%

The Hythe’s identity origin is a Roman marine haven:
Retain this distinct historic community east of M25.
\\^//
2

Peter Kingswood

5/17/2018

Local Government Boundary Commission for England Consultation Portal

Runnymede District
Personal Details:
Name:

Emma Kirkby

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: Member of the public

Comment text:
I do not agree with Egham Hythe being absorbed by Thorpe, we have our own unique issues and
challenges and should remain a separate ward

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/12853

1/1

Ashby, Jonathan

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Wendy Locker
16 July 2018 22:25
reviews
Proposed Egham Hill Ward

Further to the proposed change to the wards in Englefield Green, I confirm that in principle I do not have any objections to
the proposed new Egham Hill ward. Regards Mrs Wendy Locker,

1

7/3/2018

Local Government Boundary Commission for England Consultation Portal

Runnymede District
Personal Details:
Name:

Andrew Lovejoy

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: Local Resident

Comment text:
These proposals remove the community identity of residents in the
area (myself included)
as we consider ourselves residents of Egham Town. Current boundaries include us within this ward
boundary and create a sense of community and identity for the residential streets in our area - we
are all part of the town and see ourselves as that. We are effectively two streets from Egham High
Street - a proximity that defines us as Egham Town's folk and three streets from Egham train
station. Both these localities are what would be considered key to any town (centre for shops and
transport links). These localities are closer to me and my home than Royal Holloway and Egham Hill
and Englefield Green. The new/proposed boundaries include our streets with the new Egham Hill
ward. Although many of our fellow Egham residents are included in this new ward, there are also
many streets and residents from proximity to Royal Holloway and Englefield Green who share a
separate local identity and would not classify themselves as Egham people - they are Englefield
Green. In addition, the new proposal appear to annex many streets and residents from Pooley
Green and Egham Hythe into the revised Egham Town ward. Although these people are Egham
residents, they see themselves as having Egham Hythe identity. Indeed, the Egham Hythe proposal
appears to shrink this ward considerably. In summary, I object to these proposal as they remove
my sense of identity as a Egham Town resident. You are proposing to "move" my home into another
ward/locality that is nebulous and without a core and sense of locality. Egham Hill appears to be a
"catch all" ward for people you see as not fitting in with the other areas. This is a false
misconception as Spring Avenue people consider themselves as Egham Town's folk. This proposal
effectively is moving my home without my consent and removing an Egham town identity built up
over a number of years. Please leave us as Egham Town because we are.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/13289

1/1
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Ashby, Jonathan

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Bob Mapledoram
17 June 2018 18:41
reviews
Fwd: Proposed boundary changes in Runnymede

---------- Forwarded mes
From: Bob Mapledoram
Date: Sat, 16 Jun 2018,
Subject: Proposed boundary changes in Runnymede
To: <reviews@lgbc.org.uk>
R B Mapledoram

To : The Review Officer (Runnymede)
The Local Government Boundary Commission for England
Re : Runnymede Council /Boundary Commission Proposals

I wish to challenge the recent draft recommendations concerning the proposed boundary changes of the wards in the
Borough of Runnymede, especially with respect to the area of Egham.

Currently the town of Egham is covered by the Egham Town ward which covers all of Egham from the west to east (up
to the M25). This enables the vast majority of Egham residents to vote for candidates whose sole aim is to try and look
after the interests of their town.
Now the commission wants to remove the western end of Egham from the Egham Town ward and add it to an area of
Englefield Green under an Egham Hill ward which will serve two entirely different communities. The interests of the
residents of Egham and Englefield Green may be quite different and consequently cannot be properly represented by
the proposed boundary change.

Egham is a distinct town and deserves to continue to have councillors able to represent only the residents of this town.
If Egham cannot have councillors to look exclusively after the entire town’s interests the residents will in future be able
to exert even less influence on the proceedings of Runnymede Borough Council.
It is essential that these new recommendations are amended so that they more accurately reflect the community
boundaries of the town of Egham and of Englefield Green.
1

Bob Mapledoram
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Ashby, Jonathan

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Darryl Mcelroy
01 June 2018 10:32
reviews
Boundary changes

Dear Sir/Madam,I strongly oppose the recommended boundary changes to Egham town.Once again
we are faced with more changes imposed upon us by people who probably do not even live in
Egham or even the borough,these faceless people need to realise that we are fed up with all the
changes that they propose including the building of yet MORE student accommodation in the town
itself,this is Egham TOWN not Egham campus.
D.McElroy.
Egham resident.
Sent from my iPad

1

Ashby, Jonathan

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Jackie Messenbird
09 July 2018 17:57
reviews
Egham Town Ward

>
> Dear Sirs
>
> I am writing to express my objection to the draft recommendations in your organisation’s report on
Runnymede Borough, in 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.
>
> 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 and sense of community.
>
> The request is that the recommendations are amended so that they more accurately reflect the
community boundaries of Egham Town and it’s residents identification within the Ward.
>
> I own an egham Town centre property and I should like it to to remain so. I do not live on egham
hill, nor do I have any desire to do so.
>
> Thank you for your attention
> Yours faithfully
> Jackie Messenbird
>
>

1

Ashby, Jonathan

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Janice Mewburn-Crook
09 July 2018 16:26
reviews
Proposed new ward of Egham Hill.

I wish to register my objection to the proposed new ward to be called Egham Hill. It appears to
address only the issue of electoral equality, and in so doing, proposes what appears to be a very
bizarre shape which has no logic to it. It certainly does not address the important issue of community
identity, seeming to ignore this in the proposal to lop off sections of Englefield Green. Having lived in
Egham for 27 years, and now in Englefield Green for 4 years, I cannot emphasise enough how
strong the sense of community identity is in Englefield Green in contrast to Egham. The proposed
territory incorporated into the proposed ward would not lend itself to effective or convenient local
government because of its disparate parts and strange shape, and it would weaken people's sense of
community which is so important to people's health and well -being. I would urge a re-think of this
proposal so that all 3 of the criteria are properly addressed.
Jan Mewburn-Crook.
Sent from my iPad

1

6/6/2018

Local Government Boundary Commission for England Consultation Portal

Runnymede District
Personal Details:
Name:

Damian Miles

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I am very happy with the proposed changes for Thorpe ward which make a great deal of sense and
include Thorpe Lea and Thorpe Green in the Ward as they should be.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/12984

1/1

7/3/2018

Local Government Boundary Commission for England Consultation Portal

Runnymede District
Personal Details:
Name:

Laurence Milligan

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Dear Sir/Madam, I live in the current Egham Town Ward, and oppose the proposal to be included in
a new Egham Hill Ward, which will artificially to make the electoral numbers add up. However it
ignores local geography, community cohesion and resident and business affinities. I presume that
the local electoral rolls are reduced by the large number of houses owned by absentee landlords,
and occupied by Royal Holloway students, who probably register to vote at home. I believe a
realistic alternative, would be to leave the Egham Town and Englefield Green Wards largely as they
are, but where appropriate reduce the number of Councillors per Ward. Yours Faithfully, Laurence
Milligan

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/13290
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7/3/2018

Local Government Boundary Commission for England Consultation Portal

Runnymede District
Personal Details:
Name:

ronald mills

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I live in
Egham. The proposed change, moving part of Egham to Englefield makes no
sense at all. We never go to Englefield and have no reason to, now or in future. All our shopping,
eating out etc is done in Egham. Therefore I strongly object to the proposed boundary change.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/13284
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Ashby, Jonathan

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Chris Mockler
30 May 2018 10:26
reviews
Runnymede Borough Ward Changes

Dear Sir,
I refer to the proposed ward boundary changes in the Borough of Runnymede and the creation of a new ward, Egham
Hill, transferring
various streets/roads from the Egham Town ward, and the Englefield Green East to this ward.
I am a resident/home owner living in Clarence Street. Clarence Street being one of the areas to be transferred to the new
ward.
As such,I wish to object to these proposals put forward by Runnymede Borough Council (RBC) and seemingly accepted
by LGBCE.
I do not understand how or why RBC have arrived at this decision. To date, I have received no notification, nor
explanation from RBC
as to this re-drawing of boundaries. If it was not for the Egham Residents Association disseminating this information, I
would
be completely un-aware of what RBC are up to.
I suspect the justification for these boundary changes is to address a perceived imbalance in the number of electors within these various wards.
A perceived imbalance that , in my belief, has been caused by RBC itself in allowing an explosive and massive increase
in the number of privately rented dwellings
and developments as HMOs. This explosive increase is aimed primarily at Students of Royal Holloway University of
London.( RHUL).
In my view, this has resulted in a very large transient and temporary population that is neither interested, nor cares, about
registering or voting in local elections.
As a home owner for 40 years in Clarence Street I have always felt an integral part of Egham Town.
My property is with-in a 3 or 4 minute walk to the town centre. Much closer to the town centre than many of the areas that
will remain with-in the town ward.
Indeed, the area of Clarence Street and its environs formed part of central Egham going back centuries. It seems we are
now to be lumped together with the
village of Englefield Green. An area I know nothing of, and have no sense of kinship or shared community spirit with.
I have to assume that the persons from RBC that drew up this plan have little knowledge of this area. Even the proposed
name of this new ward, Egham Hill,
cannot be taken seriously. To all local residents that I know, Egham Hill refers to, and always has, to the main
road (A30). Notable for a BP Service Station
and the main entrance to RHUL. How can I seriously be expected to feel an integral part of a main road?
Having nothing in common with Englefield Green East, the result of these proposed boundary changes would mean that I
would no longer have any interest in,nor want to participate in the local democratic process.
I urge you to think again on this matter.
I remain,
Mr Christopher Mockler
1

I am writing to object to the proposal, put forward by Runnymede Borough Council (RBC) and
supported by the LGBCE, to cut off a chunk of Egham, amalgamate it with Englefield Green East, and
replace this part of the Egham community with residents from Egham Hythe. This is simply a
numbers game, with no regard at all to community. To respect the local communities, I would like
LGBCE to leave them as they are, and give Englefield Green East ward 2 councillors, to represent
their fall in number of electors, which is explained below.
In terms of understanding our local communities, the LGBCE should consider the situation that has
led to the current electoral imbalance in North Runnymede. This is quite simply the adoption of
Individual Electoral Registration from June 2014 onwards. Englefield Green East Ward (EGEW) is
unique in Runnymede in having a university campus in it – Royal Holloway University of London
(RHUL). When in 2014 the University lost its obligation to register on-campus students, the numbers
of electors in the ward fell 36% in the space of one year, from 4393 to 2828 between the 2014 and
2015 borough elections, and has remained low ever since. This Individual Voter Registration is what
has caused the sudden low numbers of electors in EGEW, which contributed to the need for an
electoral review. There has been no substantial change in the nature of the Englefield Green
community, and Egham Town is also the same community as it was before the change. Perhaps the
LGBCE has encountered this phenomenon in student towns elsewhere in the country.
RBC’s submission to LGBCE indicates that it does not properly understand the communities in
Northern Runnymede.
In their description of Egham Town ward, it is correct for RBC to describe Egham town centre as
being the community hub. But it is the community hub for all the streets which lead off the High
Street and The Avenue, from the roundabout at the western end to the Runnymede Roundabout at
the other end, because all the roads lead to Egham High Street, and everyone goes back and forth to
their properties via this route. We all use Egham town centre as our first port of call for our services
and social activities.
RBC states that ‘Communications are good in the main area’. This statement applies to all of Egham
High Street, the good communications don’t stop 2/3 of the way down Egham High Street! And
these good communications help define the Egham community.
But it isn’t the case that the Egham Hythe streets off The Causeway use Egham town centre as their
community hub - they presumably look to the rest of Egham Hythe and to Staines. The barriers to
their being part of Egham are a huge roundabout, then a mini roundabout, and an industrial estate,
on the other (east) side of the M25.
It is of note that RBC describes the M25 is one of the three significant ‘barriers to movement’ in the
borough, and we believe that it is, and yet, while the M25 is currently a boundary to the ward, they
now propose it to run right through the centre of our ward.
Indeed, when it was suggested in the 1997 review that Woodhaw was retained in Egham as it had
been previously, the LGBCE said that ‘we remain of the view that the properties on Woodhaw lie to
the east of the M25 which provides a clearly identifiable boundary, and therefore are not amending
our proposal to include Woodhaw in Egham Hythe ward’.

There is nothing identifiable about the boundary proposed for the west end of the ward, which goes
half way down some residential streets, and down the middle of others, with no rhyme or reason as
regards community identity.
In describing the proposed Egham Hill ward RBC attempts to describe the community/communities
it encompasses. They state that ‘There is a community hub at the Jurgens Centre, whilst the student
residents focus on facilities at the Royal Holloway campus’. Neither of these 2 centres serves the
non-student electors who live in the streets to the west of Egham Town ward, whom they propose
to put into Egham Hill ward, and who comprise the great majority of the residents of this area. These
residents obviously do not use the facilities at the RHUL campus, neither do they use the Jurgens
Centre, which is in the centre of Englefield Green - residents would have to walk up Egham Hill, and
cross the A30, to visit the Jurgens centre. They don’t do this, they walk into Egham town centre.
The equivalent centre in Egham for meetings is currently the United Church, on Egham High Street.
The Egham Residents Association (ERA) has its public meetings in this location, and residents from
the streets to the west end of the High Street attend these and other activities there. For instance,
two meetings have been held in the last year by ERA and RHUL that sought to address issues
concerning students in Egham town. Most of the residents who spoke at these meetings live in the
streets it is proposed be placed in Egham Hill ward. They look to Egham and to the ERA, to express
their concerns and their identity. In the last year I have been to one meeting in Englefield Green
addressing student issues, a councillors’ surgery with RHUL members present, and there were no
other Egham residents present.
In describing Egham Hill ward, RBC also states that the A30 Egham Hill forms a basis for the ward
with branches off to either side. To reiterate, the Egham streets that it is proposed to put in Egham
Hill ward do not branch off to the side of the A30 Egham Hill. They branch off Egham High Street,
and are part of Egham Town. In fact, the proposed Egham Hill ward is just a hotch potch of
residences, which is not a community at all.
Isabel Mullens

7/17/2018
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Linda O'Kane
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Comment text:
I am resident in Middle Hill. Englefield Green. Whilst I have no objection to the boundary changes
in respect of electoral equality I strongly object to the ward name change. Residents in roads
leading to the Village Green (Middle Hill, Tite Hill etc) are very much part of the Englefield Green
Village community. It has a thriving residents association , a local village atmosphere and is a very
different place to Egham Town. I believe that the proposed use of 'Egham Hill' as ward name is
detrimental to to the village spirit and identity. Egham Hill is a geographical feature - not an
established community. I therefore totally object to anything that removes the name Englefield
Green from the Ward name. My strong preference is that it remains as Englefield Green East.
Alternatively a ward named Englefield Green East & Egham Hill would be an acceptable compromise.
The Englefield Green element MUST BE RETAINED... LOCAL NAMES MATTER !

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/13666
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ian oldfield
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reviews
Submission regarding Ward Boundary Changes Proposal for Runnymede Borough
Council

Proposal to Change Western Boundary of Egham Town Ward

We strongly object to the ward boundary changes that would move Spring Avenue and other adjacent roads
from Egham Town ward to be part of the proposed new Egham Hill ward.

1. These roads have a very strong community identity with Egham Town and nothing in common with the

Egham Hill and Englefield Green area and thus should remain part of the Egham Town ward.
2. This proposed boundary change appears to have been recommended by RBC solely to maintain
equivalence of voter numbers between wards without paying any attention to the equally important
criteria of community identity.
3. We do support the idea to change Englefield Green East ward to having 2 councillors only as this
better matches the natural population of that identifiable community area without compromising the
community identity of adjacent wards with unnecessary boundary changes.
We will offer further points to support this position below.
Community Identity

The LGBGE guidance lists multiple criteria to reflect the interests and identities of local communities when
considering ward boundaries.
A. Identifiable boundaries

The current boundary runs across the eastern edge of Royal Holloway University campus and as such is
a strong and identifiable boundary that separates distinctly different communities (University campus
with student population versus residential roads).
The newly proposed boundary running along and between various residential roads has no specific
geographical or man-made features to mark it. This a weak boundary that appears to be selected on
an arbitrary basis purely to meet the requirement for equalising voter numbers.
B. Facilities
Shops, Banks, Doctor’s surgery, Dentist, Sports Centre, Churches, Public Library, primary school etc are
all in Egham Town and a short walk away. We do not go up Egham Hill or to Englefield Green for
anything.
C. Transport
All the Facilities (as above) within Egham Town ward are within easy walking distance of Spring
Avenue. Even if there were any facilities or other reason for us to travel to other parts of the proposed
Egham Hill ward, it spreads much farther away and uphill rendering it more likely that a car journey
would be required.
D. Community Groups
Numerous voters within the roads proposed to move to Egham Hill are members of the Egham
Resident’s Association which is an Egham town based group that meets within Egham. We have no
1

links with any facilities or groups in the Egham Hill or Englefield Green areas and thus feel no sense of
community with them as we do with Egham Town.
E. Shared Interests
Why would people feel any community identity with an area or village they never go to versus an area
that is walked through on a regular basis?
The points above demonstrate that we have no interests and identity in common with the proposed Egham
Hill ward, but we do have very strong links, interests and common identity with Egham Town ward.
Alternative Solution

Looking at the voter numbers in each ward today, it is immediately obvious that Englefield Green East only
has sufficient numbers of voters to support 2 councillors. (In large part this is due to the Royal Holloway
University campus and large transient student population.)





LGBCE guidance states that while electing councillors by thirds is preferred, it is possible to propose a
mixed pattern of wards.
We also note that a previous submission to LGBCE states that it is both procedurally and legally
possible to have a ward with 2 councillors instead of 3 and that this option was not presented to RBC
Councillors.
With an adjustment in the ward boundary between Englefield Green East and West to move around
350 voters EGE to EGW, then both wards would meet the variance criteria for today and for the
forecast voter quantities in 2023.
Then Egham Town and Egham Hythe wards could remain essentially as they are today. (ie. no need to
move the current M25 boundary between the wards as voter numbers are close to optimal.)

This is similar to the proposal from the Egham Residents Association and all 3 Egham Town Councillors.
Analysis of Options

There appear to be 3 primary options and each of these requires weighing against the LGBCE 3 rules.
1. Accept RBC proposal

Passes 2 of the 3 rules (electoral equality + effective government). Fails one rule (community identity).
2. Accept ERA/Egham Town councillor proposal
Passes all 3 rules if LGBCE agree that the circumstances warrant a 2 Councillor ward for EGE.
3. Find a way to redraw the boundaries that keeps the western Egham Town ward boundary as it is
currently, but that still meets the requirements to have voter equality between wards with 42
councillors.
However, it is difficult to see where sufficient voters can be moved into EGE without compromising
their community identity in a similar way to the arguments expressed above. Therefore, this option
would likely only pass 2 tests the same as option 1.
Therefore, continuing to pursue option 1 is contrary to LGBCE’s own guidance and is strongly opposed.
As option 2 passes more rules we would recommend that LGBCE pursue this option.
Summary
2

Runnymede Borough Council have chosen to propose an extensive pattern of ward boundary changes in order
to essentially solve a problem with one ward without any consideration of alternative options and then
analysing the pros and cons of those options. (We note from another previous submission that RBC’s proposal
was rushed through by council officers without full scrutiny and approval by Councillors.)

The proposal to move Spring Avenue and adjacent roads into Egham Hill ward is clearly in breach of the LGBCE
criteria for maintaining wards with a strong community identity and interests and thus these roads should
remain in Egham Town ward.
Furthermore, similar arguments were we understand accepted in the 1997 boundary review following a
similar proposal, so to not accept them now would be very inconsistent on the part of the LGBCE.

The 3 current Egham Town councillors have been elected to represent the voters of Egham for many years
now and are surely the people with the most knowledge of the community and also of council workings to
offer the best advice on how to proceed and they object to these proposals.
A workable alternative solution has been recommended by ERA and all 3 of the Egham Councillors.

Considering the arguments presented above for retaining the community identity of Egham ward and the
analysis of the options available against the LGBCE’s own guidance then we strongly oppose the proposal and
would recommend adopting the alternative solution of changing Englefield Green East to a 2 Councillor ward.
Mr Ian Oldfield

Mr Richard Oldfield
13 July 2018
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Laura Osborn
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reviews
Objection to Egham Town Boundary

Dear Sir/Madam,
I am writing to you as I understand you are undertaking a review of the boundary for Egham
residents.
I live in
being p

Egham which I feel is definitely part of the Egham Town Ward and I object to
field Green East voters.

Egham and Englefield Green are two different towns. What is going on in each is very different. What
is going on in Egham Town effects me and my life. I am regularly in Egham and use the roads in and
around it on a daily basis.
What is going on in Englefield Green doesn’t effect me as much. Therefore moving the boundary
would mean that I will no longer feel part of the community or feel that I have a voice.
At present I feel my thoughts, feelings and views are represented fairly by the Egham Town
Councillor in Runnymede Council.
Please do not change the boundary. I feel that the way it is currently is fine.
Kindest Regards
Laura Osborn

Sent from my iPhone
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