Owen, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

14 August 2018 22:47
reviews
Change of Boundaries in Broastone

Further to your consultation paper I am writing to express my views.
I strongly disagree with the proposal to merge councils in the first place as, like the EU, the larger body will be
remote and less accountable to residents. In other words a dilution of the democratic process. Decisions will be
made that do not benefit Poole residents due to the poor standards and poor management by Bournemouth council
who are perceived to be more wasteful and less productive and will no doubt dominate proceedings. In other words
bigger is not better in this case. This proposal is a bad one and badly thought through and no doubt will be forced
upon us regardless which is typical of the shoddy way this country now seems to operate.
Secondly I strongly disagree with any changes to the Broadstone boundary as again we are an integral part of this
community for the purposes of medical care, schools and voting all of which are high class and will not necessarily
available in the future if this goes ahead.
Over the years I have had dealings with both council and parliamentary candidates and feel the process here works
well. I have also been a School Governor at Parkstone Grammar and again established many links with the local
community.
Broadstone residents recently voted on proposals to have more say on planning issues and this was overwhelmingly
supported, this proposal would nullify that.
These are my views and those of every local resident I have spoken to.
Whilst I imagine this email is largely a waste of time as I’m sure you will push this through regardless your lack of
understanding of local issues speaks volumes.
Yours sincerely

1

Owen, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

15 August 2018 13:37
reviews
Proposed changes to Broadstone Boundary

To whom it may concern !
We have lived in and enjoyed the community of Broadstone for the last 28 years.
There is some effort and time involved in creating and being a part of a community.
It is not something that can just "happen".
My husband and I are saddened at this further attempt to change the boundary after our
involvement with the schools, church, voluntary societies, doctors, local neighbourhood watch and
policing etc and growing into the Broadstone Community Spirit.
And we know that all our neighbours and friends are of a like mind.
As we reported at the last attempt to change the boundary, WE WISH THE PROPOSED
CHANGES ARE NOT IMPLEMENTED !

Sent from my iPad

1

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

15 August 2018 13:40
reviews
office@middorsetconservatives.org.uk
Local Government Reorganisation - Broadstone, Dorset BH18 9QZ

Dear Sirs
I am writing in the strongest possible terms to request a review of the proposal to change our
Local Council Ward boundaries whereby the Pinesprings area will in the future become part of
Creekmoor Ward.
Our primary objection is that we have Broadstone as our address and feel very much part of the
Broadstone Community. We do our shopping in Broadstone, and use Broadstone leisure and
social activities and our children attended Broadstone schools. WE DO NOT WISH TO BE PART
OF CREEKMOOR !
The second objection is the likely negative impact on our house value due to an impact on the
perception of the area by incoming buyers. If this was your house impacted you would not vote for
this option and neither would we.
The third objection is based on the fact that there is simply no need to move Pinesprings area into
Creekmoor and moving the boundary will create a population imbalance/councillor between the
Broadstone and Creekmoor as the shift in numbers will create an excessive number of voters per
councillor in Creekmoor.
Fourthly, to integrate Merley into Broadstone is a patent nonsense when there is a clear
geographical and social divide between the two communities (the acres of woodland along Gravel
Hill) and Pinesprings is currently physically part of the the Broadstone Community with it's own
physical separation from Creekmoor. There is the current natural boundary formed by the
Castleman Trailway/Roman Road between Broadstone and Creekmoor.
Your proposals are therefore undemocratic, illogical and unfair and I hope and trust that you will
consign these proposed changes to the bin where they belong.
Yours respectfully

1

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

15 August 2018 13:59
reviews
michael.tomlinson.mp@parliament.uk
Broadstone and Pinesprings Boundary Proposal

Dear Review Officer (Bournemouth, Christchurch and Poole)
I have been notified of the proposed changes for Pinesprings to be moved to the Creekmoor ward.
I find it incredible that this proposal has once again surfaced in such a short space of time. I’m a
proud member of the Broadstone community and over the years have made full use of all the
facilities of Broadstone - schools, churches, shops, doctors and libraries. I have always felt part of
that community and can’t understand why I’d want to be part of the Creekmoor ward.
Please reconsider this proposal and keep Pinesprings in Broadstone. Very few things annoy me
but this I find most upsetting.
Best Regards

1

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

Judy Butt <j.butt@poole.gov.uk>
15 August 2018 16:03
reviews
Fwd: Bournemouth Christchurch and Poole boundary review

Dear Sir/Madam

My resident has sent his submission to the incorrect address, on my advice. Regrettably the BC website does not
seem to provide any other form of communication other than web portal submissions.
I therefore called the BC directly today and an officer very kindly provided me with your correct address as above.

Many of my residents have written to the parliamentary address, as detailed in my residents e‐mail
below, information@boundarycommissionengland.gov.uk, receiving a reply from them with an explanation that
they are the wrong dept to write too!

Is there anyway that their submissions can be collated from the parliamentary dept to the local BC dept?

Please accept this forwarded submission as a formal submission and respond directly to my resident Mr Webster

Many thanks for your kind attentions to my request.

Sincerely

Judy Butt

Cllr mrs Judy Butt
Creekmoor Ward Cllr Borough of Poole

Sent from my iPad
Begin forwarded message:
From:
Date: 10 August 2018 at 12:36:07 BST
To: <j.butt@poole.gov.uk>
Subject: Fwd: Bournemouth Christchurch and Poole boundary review
For info
1

Begin forwarded message:
From: Boundary Commission England Information Mailbox
<information@boundarycommissionengland.gov.uk>
Date: 10 August 2018 at 12:33:34 BST
To:
Subject: Re: Bournemouth Christchurch and Poole boundary review
Dear
Thank you for your email to the Boundary Commission for England (BCE).
The BCE are currently in the process of conducting the 2018 Review of
Parliamentary constituencies in England. Whilst we are using local government
wards as building blocks for the proposed constituencies we are not responsible for
their make up or construction. This responsibility falls to the Local Government
Boundary Commission for England (LGBCE). The LGBCE are contactable via the
following:
tel: 0330 500 1525
email: reviews@lgbce.org.uk

Regards.

R

m

m

R

m

m

On 9 August 2018 at 15:05

wrote:

2

Sent from my iPad
DISCLAIMER: This email and any files transmitted with it may be confidential, legally privileged and protected in law
and are intended solely for the use of the individual to whom it is addressed. The copyright in all documentation is
the property of the Borough of Poole and this email and any documentation must not be copied or used other than
as strictly necessary for the purpose of this email, without prior written consent which may be subject to conditions.
Any view or opinions presented are solely those of the author and do not necessarily represent those of the
Borough of Poole. The Borough of Poole reserves the right to inspect incoming and outgoing emails. If you have
received this email in error please contact the sender by return and confirm that its contents have been destroyed.

4

Owen, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

15 August 2018 16:35
reviews
LOCAL GOVERNMENT REORGANISATION - BROADSTONE, DORSET

Dear Sir or Madam
I am disturbed to see that once again the Boundaries Commission is trying to remove the
Pinesprings group of houses from what we regard as our home town of Broadstone.
In the Pinesprings area we regard Broadstone as our home town for shopping, libraries,
doctors, dentists, restaurants etc. This proposed upheaval also happened a few years
ago and we all wrote into the relevant authority and the scheme was eventually
dropped. We have all recently been involved in establishing a Local Plan for Broadstone,
preserving the character of the town for future generations.
I am alarmed that this has happened again. Our children go to the Broadstone schools and
we all feel part of the Broadstone community. Such a sense of community is something to be
proud of, as it is lacking in so many other parts of the country. This is one of the main
reasons that I moved here, to be able to feel involved and belong to a stable community.
Creekmoor does not have a centre, it is just a sprawl of closely built houses and flats with
little or no amenities. I certainly have no affiliation with the place.
I also lived in Merley for many years and can honestly say that, if anything, I always felt as
though Wimborne was my home town as I shopped, banked and socialised in that town. I
never visited Broadstone at all. I fail to see the logic of moving so many communities /
residential areas from the town they belong to, just to try to even up the electorate.
Surely the views of the electorate must take priority over the whims of politicians and their
advisors? We are all ordinary, taxpaying, somewhat powerless individuals whose only way of
forwarding our views is either through a medium such as this, and the power of the X on
election day.
Yours faithfully

1

Owen, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

15 August 2018 17:41
reviews
Pine springs Broadstone

Dear Sir ma’am,
I am emailing to let you know that as a resident of dogwood rd pine springs. I strongly object to
being ‘moved ‘ into creekmoor Ward. This is because I identify with Broadstone community and
do not want to be part of creekmoor. It is no exaggeration for me to say that I now feel like moving
into the very heat of Broadstone so that you cannot do this to my family. In addition I agree with
when he says:
1. there is no need to move pine springs into creekmoor 2. When reconsidering your own
proposal, by moving three large areas out of Broadstone and into Creekmoor, the creekmoor
Ward would become 11% above the average leaving Broadstone + 1% on current population
figures.
In addition the trail way sets a perfect boundary between creekmoor and Broadstone this skirts the
outside of pine springs putting us naturally in side Broadstone
Please you must rethink the plan and keep pinesprings inside Broadstone as I cannot understand
why we have to be moved at all.
Your sincerely
Sent from my iPhone

1

Owen, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

15 August 2018 17:47
reviews
Council Ward Boundaries in Poole, Dorset

Hello
I wish to record my objection to the proposal to reconfigure the Broadstone Ward boundary, such that the Pine
Springs area of Broadstone would move into the Creekmoor Ward.
Please consider the following points in your deliberations:
1. Under the Joint Committee’s proposals there is no need to move Pine Springs into Creekmoor.
2. When considering your own (Boundaries Commission) proposal, by moving three large areas out of
Broadstone and into Creekmoor, the Creekmoor Ward would become 11% above the average, leaving
Broadstone + 1% on current population figures. These percentages change to + 8% and + 3% using the
projected 2023 population figures. Again, there is no need to move any Broadstone roads into other Wards.
3. Broadstone has a strong village identity and a great community feel. As a resident, it is to the centre of
Broadstone is where I look for my amenities.
Thank you for taking my views into consideration.
Yours faithfully,

R
m

Virus-free. www.avast.com
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8/20/2018

Local Government Boundary Commission for England Consultation Portal

Bournemouth, Christchurch and Poole Council
Personal Details:
Name:
E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
The proposals put our estate into Creekmoor from Broadstone. This will no doubt affect house
prices as Creekmoor is a cheaper area. Broadstone will always be more expensive than Creekmoor.
Who is going to reconpense us for future loses on the values of house prices.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/14199
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Owen, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

15 August 2018 17:59
reviews
Broadstone Bounderies. Pine Springs.

Dear Sir/Madam
I am emailing to let you know that as a resident of dogwood rd pine springs. I strongly object to
being ‘moved ‘ into the Creekmoor Ward. This is because I identify with Broadstone community,
take an active part in the organisation of the Broadstone Branch RBL and do not want to be part of
Creekmoor. If I did then I would have brought a house there.

It is no exaggeration for me to say that I now feel like moving into the very heart of Broadstone so
that you cannot do this to my family.
I believe that house prices will be affected by the move as Creekmoor is naturally a cheaper area than Broadstone.

In addition I agree with Allen Lewis chairman MD&PN Conservative Association when he says:
1. there is no need to move pine springs into creekmoor
2. When reconsidering your own proposal, by moving three large areas out of Broadstone and into
Creekmoor, the creekmoor Ward would become 11% above the average leaving Broadstone + 1%
on current population figures.

Finally the trail way sets a perfect boundary between Creekmoor and Broadstone this skirts the
outside of pine springs putting us naturally in side Broadstone
All residents I have spoken to are devasted and believe you must rethink the plan and keep
pinesprings inside Broadstone as we cannot understand why we have to be moved at all, especially
considering the proposal laid out by Allen Lewis.

Sent from Paul

1

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

15 August 2018 20:06
reviews
Broadstone Boundary Commission Review

I would like to strongly object to any potential change in our properties location.
My name is

.

We bought our house new in 1993 and have lived there for the last 25 years, our children have both attended
Broadstone First, Broadstone Middle and Corfe Hills Schools, with both of them going on to university.
Also, we regularly use the doctors, shops, library, opticians and coffee shops in Broadstone and we don’t want to
change that scenario in any way.
Over the last 25 years on a roughly 4 ‐ 5 year cycle, we are informed that our houses are going to be removed from
the Broadstone ward and placed into the Creekmoor ward, this being promoted as balancing the ward numbers and
all manner of other feeble excuses.
It would appear inconsequential to those who come up with these relocation ideas that our houses would lose
around £40 ‐ £50,000 per property by being moved to Creekmoor, and the residents children would no longer be
able to attend Broadstone schools or use the various facilities that we help pay for.
I find it incredible that someone in supposed authority keeps suggesting this process and I would like to see this
issue killed off once and for all.
I am sure the people who built our houses knew that this boundary issue could arise, however, the builders
obtained their inflated prices for selling houses in the Broadstone area, not Creekmoor !
Also, when this issue played out at Twin Oaks, no one supported those residents and they all suffered with reduced
house values and got thrown out of Broadstone as well.
The above situation is unacceptable and I hope that this e‐mail and many others like it will convince you and your
team that we want to stay in Broadstone, please take notice !

Regards

1

Owen, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

15 August 2018 20:59
reviews
Review on Bournemouth, Poole and Christchurch

Dear Sir/Madam,
I am not in favour of this merger as I do not think it is necessary. I was born in Bournemouth when it was Hampshire
and then we were moved into Dorset.
We accepted this, but I can not see any money being saved by a larger unity.
It worries me that a decision on this will come from London who do not even know the area or the people who live
here.
So many mistakes have been made in Bournemouth in the past. Surf Reef costing thousands ending up as few
bags of sand in the sea, Imax which now they are considering putting a lido on the site whereas a beautiful
swimming pool was once there which was demolished.
I can only say that I think in years to come, this will be looked back on and people saying what a shame we did that.
Hey Ho, I just hope everyone knows what they are doing for our sakes.
Thanking you

1

Owen, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

16 August 2018 18:44
reviews
New council ward boundaries review

Dear Sir
I am writing as a resident of Pinesprings area and understand that there is a proposal to move my
area into the Creekmoor ward.
I have been a resident of Broadstone for over 30 years moving during that time within the
Broadstone ward. I feel strongly that I wanted to live in Broadstone not Creekmoor. If I bought in a
similar house in Creekmoor it would be a far cheaper price.
It’s important Pinesprings continues to attend the Broadstone schools as they always have done,
these schools are within walking distance.
I consider myself to be strongly connected to the Broadstone community, the clubs, library and
shops.
There is no need to move this area out of Broadstone.
Your faithfully

Sent from my iPad

1

Owen, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

16 August 2018 20:26
reviews
Boundary changes

Dear Sir
Re Boundary changes affecting Creekmoor and Oakdale wards, Poole.
Your proposals in terms of numbers; with the newly created Ward of Broadstone and Merley which l can understand
may be suitable, there is no requirement to remove Pine Springs, Twin Oaks and Latham Road from Broadstone to
Creekmoor re number balance as this actually further weights the ratio higher to Broadstone and Merley where
there is a requirement to lessen that ratio in comparision to the Creekmoor balance in 2023. These areas have been
points of contention in previous boundary reviews and the residents of the same were clear that they did not have
any direct natural or community links with Creekmoor per se and had a natural/community affinity with Broadstone
and were clear that they wished to stay in that Ward.
Regarding the arbitrary removal of Upton Country Park from Creekmoor;
I feel strongly that Upton Country Park should remain within the ward boundary of Creekmoor rather than
transferring to Oakdale. The reason being that the Park is used for a number of large public events during the
summer season, including music festivals, and the resulting increase in noise, traffic and overflow parking directly
affect residents in Creekmoor, which is the closest community to Upton House and the events field. It is therefore
crucial that the local Creekmoor Councillors are kept informed as ward members of developments at the Park and
are in a position to influence decisions about the Park. The Creekmoor Cllrs have a long history of close consultation
and negotiation with their Creekmoor residents and Park management, regarding all park events and all emerging
issues, having ascertained a sound understanding over decades of the needs and potential for UCP.
By contrast, Oakdale is separated from the Park by the entire width of Holes Bay Water, the industrial estate at
Willis Way and the main Holes Bay Road to it's western boundary. Oakdale has no direct access by car and no
continuous safe access by cycle or foot, being some 30/40 minutes walk away at it's nearest point to the park
entrance. The impact of events is negligible on Oakdale residents so the concern and influence of their Councillors
would be similarly reduced and poorly informed.
In terms of boundaries; the Holes Bay Relief Road A350 would be a strong western boundary for Oakdale, while
Creekmoor could continue to be defined by the southern boundary of the railway line and the existing boundary
with Upton.
With LGR being pivotal in ensuring that our boundaries are future‐proofing proper robust ward representation in
numbers for the new Single Unitary Authority, I do understand the tremendous difficulties that are needing to be
resolved. However in the above respect the benefit of numbers is not required regarding the removal of UCP or the
other stated areas, UCP being an area which directly reflects the interest and identity of Creekmoor residents.
Therefore the status quo regarding boundary should be left in it's present form.
Yours faithfully

Poole resident
1

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

17 August 2018 12:31
reviews
Proposed Broadstone Boundary Changes

FAO – The Review Officer,
For over twenty years our family has lived on Pinesprings in Broadstone and we feel very strongly that we are part of
the community of Broadstone. We did not choose to live in Creekmoor, we chose to live in Broadstone. Our children
have gone to school in Broadstone and we frequently use the facilities and amenities of Broadstone. We are not
connected to Creekmoor and our friends all live in Broadstone.
We strongly disagree with artificial divisions been being imposed on our community simply as a result of a numerical
calculation. There is no justification to move the boundary for any substantive reason that would positively impact
this community, it doesn’t give anything back to the community.
This must be at least the 4th time since living Broadstone that we have had to fight to keep our community together
and quite frankly we strongly object to people who do not live and work in this area, and who are not directly
impacted by any of the proposed changes, trying to impose their decisions upon us.
We would therefore ask you to please leave the boundaries in line with the outcome of the recent referendum vote
on the Broadstone Neighbourhood Plan.

.

1

Owen, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

17 August 2018 12:51
reviews
Boundary Commission Poole

Dear Sirs,
As a long term resident of Poole, I would respectfully request that you consider the following points.







The existing boundaries in Creekmoor should remain unchanged. The southern part of Broadstone should
not be included. Upton Country Park does not have direct access from Oakdale and should therefore remain
in Creekmoor.
The existing boundaries should remain unchanged in Oakdale and the ward should have 2 councillors. The
Boundary Commission recommends including the area from Ringwood Road to Poole Park cricket ground,
but this is naturally part of Parkstone therefore please do not change.
The Foxholes area to the north of Oakdale should remain in Newtown, because of its strong social and
transport links.
Parkstone ward should remain a 3 councillor ward and could be expanded by absorbing the area from
Ringwood Road to Poole Park cricket ground.

Thank you for your time and consideration of these points.

With kind regards,

1

Owen, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

17 August 2018 15:27
reviews
Broadstone

Hello,
Broadstone is a thriving active community, please keep it that way.
If you merge with Creekmoor it will lose its special community feel.
Yours sincerely

1

Owen, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

17 August 2018 18:28
reviews
boundary review objection

Dear Review Officer
I am writing to oppose the proposed changes to Broadstone boundaries. I live
off pine spring drive and am very much against being
moved to a two Councillor ward into Creekmoor. We are very much part of Broadstone community and use the center of Broadstone daily for our amenities
we do not wish to be part of creekmoor.
There is no need to move any of the proposed roads out of Broadstone or to create a two councillor ward - this is a waste of money and none of the
Broadstone residence want this.
At a time we should be cost saving why are you even proposing this? You have wasted money just but putting this unnecessary and unwanted proposal
together rather than just leaving our strong community alone, were as you could have reinvested the money back into our community projects of supporting
elderly and youth.
Please leave the current ward boundary as it is.
Regards

1

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

18 August 2018 14:04
reviews
Boundries Commission proposals re: Pine Springs/Broadstone

For the attention of: Review Officer (Bournemouth, Christchurch & Poole)
Dear Sirs,
I am contacting you in connection with the Boundary Commissions’ proposals to move Pine Springs from
it’s current Broadstone classification to join Creekmoor.
My primary concern is to clearly establish if any aspect of your proposals will negatively impact on the
value of my home and also to ascertain if the school catchment area will be affected by any of these
changes.
I paid a significant premium for my Broadstone property and to enable my children to attend the premium
schools. Any changes which would adversely affect re‐sale values will naturally provoke discontent and
protest by all residents within the Pine Springs area.
Pine Springs is part of the Broadstone community and it should remain so. To re‐classify our area as
‘Creekmoor’ would be disastrous for property values and perceived desirability. I would certainly not have
purchased my property if I had known that any such changes could even be remotely
considered. Geographically, the proposals make no sense at all – we naturally support the Broadstone
community due to our location, and we utilise all schools, shops & services in Broadstone. Our right to be
considered as Broadstone residents should not be interfered with by the Boundaries Commission.
I estimate that I paid a premium of approximately £120,000 ‐ £140,000 over and above a similar‐sized
home in Creekmoor to live in Pine Springs, Broadstone. If the reasons for paying that premium are to be
removed by the local authority, then my view is that you should refund the premium I paid by way of
compensation for adversely undermining the value of my home. Any consequential loss to me personally
as a direct result of your actions should be compensated for fully. Questions would also need to be raised
regarding Council Tax valuations in the event that our homes are designated to be worth over 20% less
than their current valuations as a direct result of your proposed changes.
I assume that there are no Council/Boundary Commission representatives involved in these proposals who
actually live in Pine Springs? If there were, I am quite sure these proposals would not exist.
Based on the information available to me at this time, I shall firmly oppose any proposals to re‐classify my
home into the Creekmoor area. I did not purchase a home in Creekmoor. I purchased a home in
Broadstone, and I paid a very significant premium for the privilege.

Yours faithfully,

1

www.avg.com
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Owen, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

18 August 2018 21:25
reviews
Local Government Reorganisation

To whom it may concern,
Broadstone Ward
I was born in Broadstone and have lived back in Broadstone for many years having married and
brought up children here.
Our children went through the Broadstone school system and played sport for Broadstone.
We live in York Road less than a 10 minute walk to the Broadway. York Road being part of
Broadstone from the 1800s.
The proposal of moving us into the Creekmoor Ward seems ridiculous. My community is
Broadstone! I use the all the amenities in Broadstone (shops, library, GP and recreation ground)
and not Creekmoors which I would have to drive to.
Broadstone has a great community spirit which is being devalued by the proposal to move parts of
Broadstone into another Ward.
I can see no benefit moving York Road into another Ward.
Yours sincerely

Sent from my iPad

1

Owen, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

19 August 2018 10:51
reviews
Proposed boundary changes

Dear Boundary Commission,
I am writing to let you know after considering the proposals, we wish the area we live in (PInesprings, Broadstone)
to continue to be in the Broadstone area and there is no pressing need for any change in this respect.
Thank you for your consideration.

1

Owen, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

19 August 2018 11:41
reviews
boundary change

Having read the boundary change information,we are of the opinion that having been a residents of Broadstone for
over 50 years, my wife and I are not in agreement with the proposed changes as we have always considered
ourselves as part of the Broadstone community.

1

Owen, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

19 August 2018 15:47
reviews
Boundary review

I am writing to express my disagreement with a proposal to move me, who lives about 400 yds from the
centre of Broadstone into Creekmoor ward.
I have nothing against Creekmoor, but I do not live there, and it is my view that ward boundaries should
reflect actual geographical realities. I regularly walk to shops in Broadstone centre, but could not do so to
Creekmoor.
I realise I can still do that, but what it will mean is that our local representation will not be for the
community of Broadstone, but for some bureaucratically invented area, which has no reference to the way
in which the communities have developed.
The desire of central government to ignore local communities is distressing. Sadly I do not know how to
resist this and can only express my antipathy to such a scheme.
Yours faithfully and in hope that sense will prevail.

1

To Local Government Boundary Changes Commission for England
Review officer (Bournemouth, Christchurch and Poole)
We do not give our permission for our names or address (postal or e‐mail) to be
published.
We have lived in Broadstone for twelve years and wish to remain included within the
Broadstone ward. We are very much involved within the Broadstone community and do not
wish to be split from this.
We bought a house in Broadstone rather than Creekmoor specifically for proximity to
schools and amenities and a desire to establish ourselves within the town of Broadstone.
We did consider buying a house in Creekmoor but chose to pay 15‐20% more for a similar
size house because the sense of community in Broadstone better suited our needs and
lifestyle. It was a conscious choice to live in Broadstone rather than Creekmoor and the
proposed boundary changes would take away from us the strong sense of community that
we chose to live in, with it's village/community feel.
All the facilities we use are in Broadstone ‐ we are registered with a Broadstone doctor and
optician, we attend and were married in Church in Broadstone, we use Broadstone library,
leisure centre, restaurants and shops. Our child attended nursery/childminder in
Broadstone and attends school and clubs in Broadstone. Our child attended Beavers and
now attends Cubs in Broadstone. All key friendships for us have been forged and maintained
through activities and events in Broadstone. We do not wish to be split from Broadstone
and our community in any way.
In the
ears that we have lived in Broadstone we have never had cause to use the
facilities in Creekmoor and we do not feel any affinity to Creekmoor. If we are moved into
Creekmoor ward we consider that this would prevent us being able to have a say in the
community where we live.
We consider ourselves to be Broadstone residents and are proud to be part of this
community. There does not appear to be much, if any, commonality of community interests
between Broadstone and Creekmoor. If the ward boundaries are changed and the only
issues we are able to vote on relate to Creekmoor (not our community) there is no incentive
to vote (which we do feel strongly about and have always done) which would lead to
feelings of apathy and disenfranchisement.
For us, walking to Broadstone takes a maximum of 10 minutes and the town can be easily
accessed without having to cross any major roads ‐ there is also a footpath directly linking
our road to Wallace Road. By contrast, walking to Creekmoor would take at least 30
minutes and involves crossing the Broadstone Way, a major bypass which we consider to be
a clear marker of the natural boundary between Broadstone and Creekmoor. There is no
direct road link for us to Creekmoor.

We are strongly opposed to the recent proposals to move our section of the community of
Broadstone into the Creekmoor ward as we believe this would divide and alienate us from
our community.
We note that the current proposals suggest that Merley should be moved into the
Broadstone ward and cannot comprehend how this could be considered a good idea given
that the amenities and infrastructure in Merley clearly link it to Wimborne. The physical
distance from Twin Oaks Close to Broadstone and the strong links that we have with
Broadstone should, in our view, mean that we stay within the Broadstone ward rather than
bringing in an area (Merley) which already has it’s own very district community and sense of
identity.

August 2018

Owen, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

19 August 2018 22:48
reviews
Objection to proposed changes to Parkstone Ward Boundary

Dear Sir/Madam,
Proposed Changes to Parkstone Ward Boundary
I am a resident of
(off Harbour View Road) and am writing to object to the proposal to transfer the
following roads to Oakdale ward:


Harbour View Road



Harbour View Close



Constitution Hill Road



Danecourt Road



Hatherden Avenue



North Road (NW side)

I do not think it right to have to suggest an alternative solution in order to validate my objection, nor do I think that this
is a fair way to frame a public response to the proposal. I am in full support of the objections already submitted by the
Chair of the Viewpoint Residents’ Association and Neighbourhood Watch.
I am very concerned about the lack of information about how such changes could affect our access to schools and
GP practices. Our road is currently the last road on the map which qualifies for the Lilliput Surgery (where my family
has been registered for 15 years); our daughter attends Baden Powell School, and we attend St Peter’s Parkstone
Church. Our natural community focuses on Ashley Cross, a few minutes walk away and NOT Oakdale.
I am also concerned about what effect such a boundary change could have on property prices. I do not consider the
difference in electorate numbers to be significant and yet they seem to be used as the deciding factor – at the cost of
other areas which are meant to be considered here http://s3-eu-west2.amazonaws.com/lgbce/Corporate%20Documents/Guidance/How%20to%20propose%20new%20wards%20(Square
).pdf The new proposals DO NOT “reflect community interests and identities” - far from it!
Yours sincerely,
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Owen, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

20 August 2018 09:00
reviews
Proposed Broadstone Boundary Change

To
Review Officer (Bournemouth, Christchurch and Poole) Local Government Boundary Commission
for England 1st Floor Windsor House,
50 Victoria Street
London SW1H OTL
Dear Sir/Madam
I am writing this email to register my objection to the proposal of changing Broadstone Boundary.
I disagree with the rationale for the change as well.
I live in Twin Oaks close and the proposed change effects me.
I have lived in Broadstone for the past 20 years and part of the Broadstone community. Being
part of this strong community is one the reason we never decided to move out and continued
living in this ward.
Tearing apart community is not just limited to social impact, there are impact on health and
wellbeing of the residents as well.
Trust you will take the above into in to consideration while making final decision.

Kind Regards

1

3. Natural/identifiable boundaries
The most relevant and obvious natural boundary is Bournemouth/Poole Road and I believe that
the previous ward boundaries interpreted this correctly while the new proposals do not. Doyne
Road and Langley Road both fall to the South of this boundary and this also plays a part in our
sense of community. I can see no positive reason whatsoever for making this particular boundary
change. If the new proposals retained Poole Road as the boundary between Canford Cliﬀs and
Alderney & Bourne Valley, this would improve the ward boundaries by every criteria.

To conclude, there needs to be a sound chain of reasoning to change a ward boundary such as
the one removing Doyne Road from the Canford Cliﬀs ward. As I hope to have demonstrated, this
isn’t the case. I can see absolutely no ways that this change would achieve any stated goals. In
fact it would result in poorer electoral equality; disenfranchisement from real community matters,
interests and identities; and it draws an illusory boundary that ignores the very apparent natural,
major boundary created by Bournemouth/Poole Road. In the interests of empowering democracy
through local government and community engagement I hope, for the reasons stated, that this
negative boundary change will be reverted.
Yours sincerely,

20th August 2018

The Review Officer (Bournemouth, Christchurch and Poole),
Local Government Boundary Commission for England
1st floor, Windsor House
50 Victoria Street, London SW1H 07L
Dear Sir/Madam
I am writing to object most strongly to the proposed reclassification of certain roads (Harbour View
Road, Harbour View Close, Constitution Hill Road, Danecourt Road, Hatherden Avenue, and North Road)
in Parkstone Ward to be incorporated into Oakdale Ward. Although I understand and support the logic
of having approximately equal numbers per councillor, breaking up a community, which is what is
proposed, is more likely to alienate residents from voting.
Parkstone was originally a separate village from Poole which is indicated from records from the early
1880s in the Parkstone Reminder. It has a centre at Ashley Cross which is a 5 minute walk from the
roads currently proposed to be transferred to Oakdale. Ashley Cross includes St Peter's Church, a small
shopping centre, a library, several pubs and restaurants and three doctors' surgeries. It is a vibrant
community and the Viewpoint Residents Association and Neighbourhood Watch (VPRA&NW),
established in 2004, covers a large section of Lower Parkstone. VPRA&NW have established good
relationships with our local councillors, who attend our thrice‐yearly meetings. The proposed new
boundary cuts right across these roads, meaning that some issues would have to be referred to
Parkstone Councillors whereas others would have to be referred to Oakdale Councillors, even though
the issue may cover both wards.
Secondly there is no public transport between these roads and Oakdale, so anyone wishing to attend a
Councillor's surgery in Oakdale would have to travel first into Poole Bus Station and then take a second
bus out to Oakdale. To walk to Oakdale, which is 2 miles away, would take 40 minutes at least and
many of the residents of these roads would struggle to walk that far.
Thirdly, under the current proposals, Parkstone with its two councillors would have by far the lowest
number of voters per councillor than other wards in the neighbourhood. Although I am not aware of
the total number of residents, either current or forecast, in the roads affected, I cannot believe that by
keeping Harbour View Road, Harbour View Close, Constitution hill Road, Danecourt Road, Hatherden
Avenue and North Road within Parkstone Ward would skew the numbers that significantly.
In summary the proposed new boundary between Parkstone Ward and Oakdale Ward is illogical, cutting
across roads and the community. The most logical border for Parkstone Ward would be to have the
northern border (Ashley Road extending westwards via Parkstone heights to Ringwood Road), then
southwards down Ringwood Road to the major junction with Fernside Road. Residents of this area
consider themselves to belong to Parkstone and that is where they wish to remain.
Yours faithfully

