Owen, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Jacqui Tanner
18 February 2018 21:08
reviews
Larkhall carve up

I would like to express my views on the apparent planning to divide up our Larkhall community.
People here of all ages are very enthusiastic to develop a strong community. The voting needs to be democratic yet
unified in opportunities.
The church is a focus of the area, developing integration even more in recent months.
Money for Council matters may need reorganising ‐ I am sure further though can be given to other proposals.
I live in lower Swainswick and the whole area from Larkhall, Fairfield, Woolley, coordinate well, schools,
park, village hall, shops,
EVERYONE CARES ABOUT EACH OTHER !
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Bath and North East Somerset
Per•onal Detalls:
Name:

Julie Thorne

E-mall:
Postcode:

Organisation Name:
Comment text:
So far Magdalen Avenue, Crescent View and Park Avenue have been a part of Widcombe Ward, which was okay, but Widcombe, while geographically close,
nevertheless feels quite remote in character. Now the proposal is to transfer them to a very large Oldfield Ward, which has, yet again, a very different character
and demographic. In fact, the Inhabitants of these two cul-de-sacs Identify very closely with Bear Flat where we do dally shopping and join In with community
activities, with Alexandra Park where we walk our dogs and have our allotments and with Poets Corner where the houses and the demographic are slmllar to
our own. Not only that, but the electoral turn-out in Magdalen Avenue, Crescent View and Park Avenue is likely to be much higher than the average in the
proposed Oldfield Ward and our political sympathies are more likely to match those of people living in BearFlat and Poets Corner than the student population of
Oldfield Park or the transient populatlon of the large new developments of flats on Riverside. Over the last several years a great effort has been made by
community leaders and groups to create a sense of community and cohesion In the area around Bear Flat to make It an environment In which we participate
and of which we are proud. This sense of identity and engagement comprises Bear Flat, Alexandra Park, Beechen Cliff, Magdalen Avenue, Crescent View, Park
Avenue, Poets Corner, Bloomfield Avenue and Bloomfield Allotments at the very least. I appreciate that reductions in Councillors must be made, but it is also
important that a community identity that has been created through a great investment of individual voluntary time and effort should not be sacrificed to this
aim, and so I ask that the Integrity of our area, as detalled above, be respected please.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation. lgbce.org .uk/nodelprinUinformed-representation/12171
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Bath and North East Somerset
Per•onal Detalls:
Name:

SUSANNA TOWERS

E-mall:
Postcode:

Organisation Name:
Comment text:
As a resident of the Westmoreland ward, I do not believe the proposals will meet the needs of the residents of Westmoreland. Over the past few years, the
ward has received excellent support and improvement from the two councillors, who recognise the identity of the ward and have become acquainted with
residents and understand the specific dlfflcultles and challenges of this ward.To move this border and merge with another ward means that our ward will lose Its
Identity and close relatlons with ward counclllors, who have worked hard to create relatlons with and represent local residents. Furthermore, the distinct needs
of each ward will be lost by merging and it will not be possible for ward councillors to work so closely and effectively with residents. The two wards to be
merged have very different issues and residential make-up. The introduction of a three-councillor ward would not work effectively, particularly if councillors are
from differing polltlcal parties. Great progress has been made In Westmoreland ward, through community residents' meetings and soclal events such as litter
picks. Again, the councillors' ablllty to represent the needs of the ward wlll be compromised by merging.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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Bath and North East Somerset
Personal Details:
Name:

Margaret Townley

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
The proposal to divide Larkhall so that its principle and historic church St Saviours and
surroundings residential area are divided from Larkhall's shops and 'village' square, is
totally inappropriate. It divides a very distinct community, a socially cohesive area and a
sense of community concern which the local people value. Furthermore, conscientious
councillors work hard and to reduce their number is to reduce their capacity to act on
behalf of local people adequately and appropriately and is a reduction in democratic
representation.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

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

Ruth Trevenna
18 February 2018 17:02
reviews
l
Objection to proposed boundary changes to Lambridge Ward, BANES

Dear Boundary Commission
I have lived in Larkhall for over 30 years. It has it’s own specific character and in its current, longstanding
form, community identity and common interests are properly represented with 2 councillors. Your
proposed change would not allow efficient and convenient representation. Please note my strong
objection to your proposed changes which I consider will harm the smooth running of our community.
Yours
Ruth Trevenna

1

2/1512018
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Bath and North East Somerset
Per•onal Detalls:
Name:

Jane TYLER

E-mall:
Postcode:

Organisation Name:
Comment text:
I am writing to object to the proposed changes to the boundaries for Combe Down Ward. This is a distinct community defined by its historic situation above the
Combe Down stone mines. Many of the houses are original miners' cottages and the area is marked out by conservation status. We refer to it as ''The Village•.
I llve In the section which ls being redrawn to sit In the Claverton Ward. In view of my comments above, this Is an arbitrary division without any regard for
natural boundaries. Combe Down vlllage has a concentration of houses which the present ward boundary represents. I am surprised that the Combe Down ward
boundary is being re-drawn to indude the area around Perrymead to the north since this area has no relationship with Combe Down. It is at the bottom of a
steep hill with fields and an extensive cemetery separating it from the Combe Down housing at the top. I suggest that if the Perrymead area was omitted from
the changes, the section of Combe Down being moved to Claverton could stay within the Combe Down ward and the natural boundaries maintained. I do hope
the Boundary Commission will be able to review and find a solution to the proposed changes which have met with such dismay among ncombe Downers".

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation. lgbce.org .uk/nodelprinUinformed-representation/11972
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Bath and North East Somerset
Personal Details:
Name:

Phil Collins

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: Ubley Parish Council

Comment text:
Ubley Parish Council has reviewed the documentation regarding the Local Government
Boundary Commission for England (LGBCE) electoral review of B&NES Council. The Parish
Council feels that the Chew Valley should not have its two wards combined, which is in
line with the responses from the other Parishes in the Chew Valley. It doesn't seem as
though these views have been properly considered. You note that “In spite of the rural
nature of this area, we are persuaded that it is necessary to create a two-councillor word
to ensure good electoral equality.” There is no evidence behind this persuasion! It comes
across as a convenient way to make the numbers fit a pre-determined solution. We are
thus still strongly against this move. Our original submission remains valid as given
below: Chew Valley South is a mature ward with a lot of useful cross-ward cooperation.
Given its rural setting it is quite a large geography and the population is already
relatively close to the target for an average per ward. Being so far away from the centre
of B&NES, together with the less well-developed infrastructure and the wide geography
brings its own challenges. It doesn’t feel sensible to try to equate these to an average
ward in the City. It is felt that some pragmatism would be sensible to minimise change
for the sake of it and to recognise that the population by ward average is just that, an
average across all wards. It may be more logical to get the Bath City wards to be much
more even but rural boundaries need some more flexibility. The LGBCE report itself notes
that were the ratio of electors to councillors be changed to the most similar authority,
then B&NES would require 48 councillors. However, because some other councils are
markedly less rural than B&NES some adjustments were made. These, together with
several other considerations, were applied to come up with the figure of 59 councillors.
Thus, this figure is already a pragmatic rather than a scientific goal. Given that one of
the main reasons for this adjustment is the almost 50/50 split between the City of Bath
and the North East Somerset area, is also makes sense that different guidelines could
sensibly apply to each. After all, by identifying the impact of this split there is already a
recognition that they have different profiles. Thus, in summary, we would strongly
support the retention of the existing Chew Valley South Ward boundary as it currently is.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

Bath and North East Somerset
Personal Details:
Name:

Peter and Rosemary Vass

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Combe Down is an integrated geographical, economic and cultural area. It has a long
history concerned with the mining of Bath stone and supporting businesses, shops,
religious and educational facilities. This means it should be an integrated Ward with its
own councillors addressing issues affecting the area as a whole. The many years spent
addressing the infilling of the Combe Down Stone Mines shows how important it is to
retain current boundaries. These include all those areas which were affected by the
project including the parts to the east of the Ward which the current proposals suggest
should be separated and included into Claverton Down. This area was not involved with
this or other matters affecting Combe Down as a whole. Separating Combe Down among
proposed new Wards would be inconsistent with its current entity and it should remain as
it is with its councillors being knowledgeable of its issues.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

Owen, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

David Veale
15 February 2018 11:37
reviews
Central Rural Communities

Dear Sirs,
Clutton and Timsbury BANES.
I have lived in Clutton for over 30 years, and know the area well.
As will be seen the parish of Chelwood currently is part of Clutton.
The proposal to include Farmborough, Marksbury, Timsbury and Priston
being rural in character, have similar concerns and needs, thus the
proposal to form the new Ward is acceptable.
Yours faithfully
David Veale
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Bath and North East Somerset
Personal Details:
Name:

jeremy vernon

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I wish to register my disapproval of the proposed boundary changes in BANES.
which is in Lambridge ward. The dismemberment of Lambridge will see me
relocated to Bathavon North. The majority of my community activity, e.g. shops.church,
Oriel Hall, Rondo theatre, Alice Park and various pubs etc. are all located in
Larkhall/Lambridge. These facilities are much nearer and more numerous and varied than
any in the proposed Bathavon North ward. The boundary changes will deny me the
opportunity to elect councillors who represent an area that has far greater significance to
me than the Bathavon North ward. I can imagine that many people who are being
transferred from Fairfield Park to Lansdown ward would have a similar view as illustrated
by the ongoing campaign to preserve bus services between these two areas of the
Lambridge ward. I see no benefit in breaking up a well established Lambridge ward that
has a thriving and distinct identity. The ares being "hived off" to Walcot, Lansdown and
Bathavon North have far better geographical access to the existing Lambridge ward and
its well defined centre around Larkhall Square. Lambridge should stay as it is and
consequently be represented by two councillors. I would go further and suggest that the
reduction of the total number of councillors, will result in a depletion of democracy, and
any of the negligible financial savings goes no way towards compensating for this loss of
representation and accountability. Lambridge

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

Bath and North East Somerset
Personal Details:
Name:

Liz Vincent

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Odd Down: Houses on Kilkenny Lane, Burnt House Farm, Barrow Castle and Barrowmead
Cottage should be included in Odd Down. The middle of Englishcombe Lane should be the
boundary between Odd Down and Southdown. Communities should be as cohesive as
possible rather than artificial engineered to even out numbers.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

Sarah Vowles

Mr David Owen
Local Government Boundary Commission
14th Floor Millbank Tower
London
SW11 4QP
Sent via email: david.owen@lgbce.org.uk
Thursday 15th February 2018
Dear Mr Owen,
RE: BATH BOUNDARY PROPOSALS
As a resident of Combe Down, I wish to strongly object to the boundary proposals for the Combe
Down ward in Bath.
The proposals for Combe Down do not reflect our strong community identity, which I understand is
one of your target objectives. Splitting Combe Down village and moving part of the old village to
another ward would deeply disrupt the identity and community of our historic village. The village is a
closely‐knit community and we want to keep working together on local issues and have appropriate
representation for the village. Splitting the village does not therefore demonstrate an understanding
of our village community. Additionally, many residents in the village are elderly, meaning that
moving part of the village to the Claverton Down Ward would create accessibility issues for some
voters, as well as a feeling that they are not appropriately or effectively represented by local
government.
I would urge you to reconsider the proposals and to ensure that the community of Combe Down
village is not split into different wards. One option may be to take the boundary up to or past Shaft
Road, to ensure that the village is not split, or to follow the proposals set by the Widcombe
Association which also ensure that the village of Combe Down stays intact.
Yours sincerely,
Mrs Sarah Vowles

Owen, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

14 February 2018 17:13
Owen, David
Letter of Objection regarding the Boundary Commissions Proposal to 'Split' the village and
existing ward of Combe Down , Bath

Dear Sir,
I am writing in order to register our strong objection to the proposed 'new' ward boundary which, if enacted, will bisect
both the village and the community of Combe Down. Whilst understanding the wish to achieve a better distribution of
the voting population between councillors there must surely be a way of achieving this that pays better heed to the
individuals and communities that it will affect.
Please forgive me for being somewhat naive but I believe that the Combe Down ward will have been named to reflect
the community that it was created to service - does it not now seem somewhat authoritarian and dictatorial to seek to
rename sections of the community to reflect the ward, the boundaries of which have been driven solely by population
distribution statistics ?
Our family have had, and continue to have, close ties with the village of Combe Down - indeed, Rainbow Wood would
no longer be the same place had it not been for the persistence and voracity of one of our forebears. The village of
Combe Down and its community deserve to be treated with respect and sensitivity by those purporting to represent
their interests, please reconsider the planned changes to the ward boundaries in terms of people and their quality of
life rather than just a set of numbers on a chart.
Yours faithfully,

Russell, Fiona and Chloe Walker and Pauline Harris
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Bath and North East Somerset
Personal Details:
Name:

Elizabeth Louise Wallace

E-mail:

Comment text:
I understand that Bathampton is to be linked with Claverton and Southstoke. I would
much prefer to stay linked with Batheaston and Bathford as we enjoy good
communication and share similar interests and issues. I also particularly value the work
of Councillor Alison Millar who is very committed and hardworking in her support of our
community.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

Owen, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Jeremy Wallace <
30 January 2018 21:34
Owen, David
Proposed Boundary Between Combe Down and Claverton, Bath

Dear Mr Owen,
I have been advised to write to you about the proposed Boundary change which will effectively
cleave Combe Down Village in two.
I’d like to strongly object to the proposed boundary on the eastern side of the village, not only
because my property lies to the Claverton side of the Boundary, but mainly because Combe Down
is a wonderful tight knit community with a strong community identity rooted in its long history as a
mining community; in its unique architecture; and in the more recent mine refilling project, which
brought the community tightly together.
My children go to Combe Down primary school, we play on the Firs and walk the dog locally,
using shops and other local businesses in the village.We have many friends and some family in
the village and we feel strongly connected to the place and peoples of Combe Down.
The proposed boundary also makes no geographical sense as there is a lot of green between the
existing margin of Combe down and the first houses of Claverton. Moreover, The proposed
Boundary cuts down the drung, which is a quirky historical stone walled passageway central to the
cultural heritage and visual identity of Combe down.
Whilst I understand the need to align boundaries to ensure electoral numbers are equal I note that
the boundary commission aim to preserve community and cultural identity where possible. I would
therefore ask that you reconsider the proposed boundary changes in order to preserve our lovely
little community.
Yours sincerely,
Jeremy wallace.
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Owen, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Melanie Walsh
01 February 2018 12:52
reviews
Bath and north east Somerset

Hello
I live in Bear Flat, Bath which is currently in Lyncombe Ward. You are proposing that our
residential community is divided into three wards! This is a well functioning and compact
community and it will not only be administration hell but it will be unworkable on a community
level.
My road is not changing but all around me is. This is not a well thought out or logical decision.
You can’t divide well established communities with a ruler and calculator.
All the very best
Melanie Walsh
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and opportunities which makes England great. I cannot think that Local Government Boundary
Commission for England would want to be associated with such a negative and destructive act.
Yours faithfully,

David & Cecilia Walters

Owen, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Anthony Waterhouse
13 February 2018 14:32
reviews
: Ward boundary changes Lambridge (Larkhall) Bath

>
> Dear Sir /madam,
>
Many of us in Larkhall/Lambridge are disturbed by the proposed changes
being effected by the boundary commissioners.
>
> The proposals are to cut the number of councillors in B&NES from 65 to 59 as a cost cutting
exercise. Their proposals are to sweep away two seat wards and increase the number of citizens
represented by each councillor in single-councillor wards. Here in Larkhall/Lambridge this means
putting an arbitrary ward boundary that divides an organic coherent community that has evolved in
our area, Larkhall and its near surrounds. The current ward of Lambridge more or less defines our
community.
>
> The quality of our local democracy at grass roots has benefited by having two councillors
working for us as a single ward even though not of the same party. In public meetings both attend
and represent us at the Council as a community with a strong identity.
>
> Lambridge tends to be centred around Larkhall. Larkhall has a surviving local shopping centre,
pubs, cafe, art shop, Rondo theatre, New Oriel Hall, light industry, the churches, and Larkhall
Athletic f.c. at the edge. Some of these will be cut off from each other if the changes go through.
We are best remaining a two councillors ward that reflects the community we are. Cutting costs is
a way to degrading democracy.
>
> Yours Sincerely
>
> Anthony Waterhouse
>
>
>
>
>
>
>
>
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Owen, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Theresa Waterhouse
14 February 2018 16:34
reviews
Ward boundary in B&NES

The Review Officer (Bath and North East Somerset),
The Local Government Boundary Commission for England

Dear Sir / Madam
I am writing as a resident of the present Lambridge ward.
The proposed boundary changes ‐ to abolish Lambridge ward and form a reduced one‐councillor ward
named ‘Larkhall’ ‐ do not reflect your own key criteria for a council ward which should: “reflect
community identitiy” and have “community links”. The present ward, Lambridge, is an example of these
criteria in action, with residential areas in Fairfield Park and Bailbrook situated around the centre of
Larkhall with its schools, shops, community centre and church. To split up the present ward will lose
community cohesion and also the two councillors needed to provide democratic representation for the
whole community. There are too many activities in Larkhall – cultural, commercial and educational – for
one councillor.
The proposed changes puts St Saviours church outside the new ‘Larkhall’ ward boundary, although St
Saviours Infant and Junior Schools are within the boundary, it is easy to see how the same community is
involved here. Other examples of community identity within Lambridge ward are: the centrally situated
community centre, New Oriel Hall with its many activities for groups of all ages, including a community
library, meetings on issues relevant to the whole community – e.g. traffic, pollution, even electoral
hustings, and festival celebrations; scouts and other children’s groups; Alice Park with its community
garden; and a Friendship circle for older people in sheltered housing. And more.
Our two councillors are fully occupied in supporting all of these groups and individuals within the ward. If
the ward boundaries have to be changed to save money, I would recommend that Lambridge ward is
extended but keeps two councillors.
I strongly hope you will reconsider your decision on ward boundaries in this area. Lambridge ward should
not be broken up.
Yours sincerely
Theresa Waterhouse
1

PS Please could you reply to indicate that you have received this
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Bath and North East Somerset
Personal Details:
Name:

Adrian Wells

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Re proposed boundary changes for Lambridge: the removal of St Saviour's church from
the ward cuts through the Larkhall community, and should be reintegrated into current
proposals for amended ward. This is especially relevant given that the local community
school (St Saviour's) will now be managed by a CoE owned multi-academy trust; with the
removal of LA control, the local parish church offers one of the few ways left in which
parents will be able to hold the MAT to account. On the reduction in the number of
councillors: the Council already feels remote and hard to engage, and existing Councillors
are overstretched. The reduction to one-councillor wards will only make those problems
worse. It could also reduce diversity in local party-political representation, placing too
much power in the hands of larger parties. This is unhealthy especially in respect of
controversial, high-value planning consents. Statements to the effect that local democracy
can also be effected through social media and on-line engagement run counter to our
democratic tradition of constituency/ward-based representation and are not acceptable.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

Richard Wendland

Monday, 19 February 2018

Dear Local Government Boundary Commission,

Bath & North East Somerset Council electoral review
I am commenting mainly on the Kingsmead and Newbridge wards in Bath & North
East Somerset. I live in the current Kingsmead ward, and would live in the proposed
Newbridge ward.
Kingsmead is currently a most unsatisfactory ward. It has two distinct populated areas
(west and east) separated by a large unpopulated area, Victoria Park and the
commercial building running down to the River Avon southern boundary. The centres
of these two populated areas are some 1.25 km apart, and have no cohesion. Much of
the western populated area considers themselves to be in the Newbridge community,
or some Weston, based to a considerable degree on Newbridge Primary School, far to
the west of Bath, being the local school (I am a former Governor of the school). I
believe much of the eastern populated area considers itself to be in or on the outskirts
of central Bath.
The new proposal does not resolve this. While placing much of the western populated
area fairly sensibly into Newbridge and Weston, a small fragment centered on
Tenyson Road is left in Kingsmead. The 200 metre long St John’s Road is particularly
harshly divided into the three wards. This remaining fragment in Kingmead is not
coherent in itself (being part of a sub-area chopped into three wards to match the
population number targets), and is by population numbers dominated by the eastern
part of Kingsmead roughly a kilometer away. Together, this new Kingsmead
population has no natural coherence.
Even just the eastern populated part of Kingsmead has poor coherence, being
separated north and south by the eastern reach of Victoria Park along Royal Avenue
and the lawns in front of the Royal Crescent.
As the current Kingsmead has probably the worst natural coherence among the Bath
wards, my proposal is to dismember Kingsmead and split its population among the
neighbouring wards to increase their populations up to the new target. This would
shift Abbey westward and have a knock on affect to more distant wards – to perhaps
move Walcot Street sensibly into Walcot ward, and retain the coherence of Larkhall
which has lost much of its high street, St Saviour’s Road, to Walcot.
While I see your rationale for including the outside the City of Bath areas north of the
River Avon in Newbridge, as it does not have any road bridges to the south over the

River Avon, I feel this approach is very unsatisfactory. Besides the countryside area
having little coherence with the current Newbridge ward, it will make political party
organisation of the ward much more difficult, as the local political parties are
organised according to parliamentary areas. Currently political party groups for
Newbridge ward organise straightforwardly both for the ward councillor and for the
Bath MP. Under the new proposal the Newbridge ward groups would have to
somehow split itself for activities toward promoting two different MP candidates. If at
all practical, I would strongly be in favour of somehow getting the out of Bath part of
the proposed ward into Bathavon North.
I am sorry I do not have the population mapping capacity to draw a detailed ward
boundary map to the new population sized objective, but I believe a design following
my loose proposals would be an improvement in creating coherent communities
within the ward boundaries.
Yours faithfully,

Richard Wendland

2/1312018

Local Government Boundary Commission for England Consultation Portal

Bath and North East Somerset
Per•onal Detalls:
Name:

Jessica Wharton

E-mall:
Postcode:

Organisation Name:
Comment text:
Combe Down ward I would like to give my support to the two detailed letters of objection submitted by Martin Coulson to the proposed boundary changes at
Combe Down. It makes no sense to divide such a well-established, thriving village with its unique history in this way.
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Bath and North East Somerset
Personal Details:
Name:

Sarah White

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Feature Annotations

3: Remove division which cuts
into heart of village

1: Extend Combe Down Boundary
along North Road to take in
all of historic village and
continguous housing

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

Annotation 1: Extend Combe Down Boundary along North Road to take in all
of historic village and continguous housing
Annotation 3:

Remove division which cuts into heart of village

Comment text:
Combe Down is a village that has existed as an entity for many years, and grown organically. The proposed boundary changes cut the heart of
the village in two, making no sense in terms of our sense of community. The proposed boundaries need to be re-considered and re-drawn as I
have indicated.
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Owen, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

simon whittaker
14 February 2018 22:38
Owen, David
Objection to boundary Change -Bath And North East Somerset

Dear Sir
I am emailing to formally register my complete opposition to the proposed boundary change to Combe Down Bath
The entire suburb - but village really- of Combe Down has played an important historic role to a pricelessly important
Unesco-world-heritage City; providing a vast amount of building-stone from its quarries, the home of one of Bath's
founding fathers Ralph Allen, and providing a (literal) breath of fresh air to its visitors for 200 years, who came up to
Combe Down for a walk and to escape the city's pollution
Much more recently, our thousands of residents pulled together for a decade to combat the collapsing of the stone
mines, and we have a great deal of community cohesion, spirit, social-history and activities
Combe Down is an important entity, with its own unique identity and to split it in two by a boundary change would be
cultural-vandalism of the worst kind
Simon Whittaker
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Bath and North East Somerset
Personal Details:
Name:

Kirsty Whittle

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Whilst I appreciate the aims of the proposals, to make electorate representation more
equitable, I think you underestimate the strong sense of identity that exists in established
wards in Bath and North East Somerset. I can speak of the two areas that are familiar to
me, due to where I live and where I work, and can report unease, anger and
disappointment regarding the proposals. I have lived in Westmoreland for over 10 years,
and June Player, now supported by Colin Blackburn, have worked tirelessly to bring our
community together over the past few years, and what a success this has been! They
work with permanent residents, the transient population, schools and businesses, ensuring
'things get done'. They listen and act upon the view of the residents, and have made our
ward a better place to live. Whilst I have no doubt they would continue this hard work
regardless of the outcome of these proposals, the new Oldfield Park area is geographically
too big, and covers areas that are not representative of each other. Having 3
representatives (the only ward that would) seems like an unrealistic proposal, especially if
those 3 councillors are from politically different persuasions as each would be
representing an even larger population. I think this needs some serious consideration.
Secondly, I work in Combe Down, a village that the current proposals would literally
divide. There is great disdain within this population at the proposals. I would be
interested to learn the costings (already spent), and future costings of these proposals,
and wonder if the electorate would feel this is money well spent when the council (not
necessarily through fault of it's own) is continually having to make savings alongside
increasing council tax. In fact, the current proposals don't seem, to me, to make
representation massively more equitable.
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Bath and North East Somerset
Personal Details:
Name:

Sally Whitworth

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Dear Sirs I am writing as a resident of Bath & North East Somerset living in Perrymead. I
would like to comment on the draft proposals for new wards in the City of Bath. I feel
that the proposed changes for the Widcombe ward area are not satisfactory and do not
meet the stated aims of the LGBC, other than in respect of voter equality. The draft
proposals result in the strong, vibrant and connected community of Widcombe being split
across five wards for local council representation. This would greatly complicate
communications and community engagement on local issues, eroding the efficient working
of our local government. In the Perrymead area we are very much part of Widcombe yet
these proposals move us to another, disconnected, ward. We have strong social, transport
and amenity links to Widcombe and this is our community. We believe that we should be
included in an extended Widcombe & Lyncombe ward. We believe wards can be designed
to still achieve the equality of voters objective whilst better reflecting our local
community. I believe the ward proposals should be reconsidered to better reflect our
strong local community and achieve consistency of local representation with
predominately two councillor wards ( for example by combining Widcombe, Perrymead &
Lyncombe). I am aware that the Widcombe Association has proposed an alternative way
to achieve the stated aims for ward design, including electoral equality, and commend
these proposals to you. Yours faithfully Sally Whitworth
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Bath and North East Somerset
Personal Details:
Name:

Ali Wilkins

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: None

Comment text:
I am against the proposal to make Larkhall a smaller ward to replace the existing
Lambridge ward and to reduce the number of councillors Larkhall voters can vote for.
Recent campaigns against the Bathampton Park and Ride and against the loss of the
6/7Larkhall-Fairfield bus service show the community need for wider not less councillor
representation. To split up local voters at far-flung polling stations and divide the
boundary between vital community centres such as New Oriel Hall and St Saviour's
church seems a clumsy solution - both are popular meeting centres for all generations
across Larkhall, Fairfield Park and Bailbrook. St Saviour's Church runs many popular
services like its Easter and Christingle services and weekly groups such as fair trade
coffee mornings, the Humbug singing group, a toddler group and Messy Church after
school club among others. Both St Saviour's Infants and Junior schools use the church for
their Easter, Christmas, Harvest and other services so is it logical that families who use
the church and wider community facilities regularly should lose all influence over their
immediate neighbourhoods by voting in separate wards? There is a great sense of unity
and shared identity between people and families in the Larkhall, Fairfield Park and
Bailbrook community. Children from these three areas often attend Larkhall schools
together as well as sharing bus routes and attendance at events such as the Larkhall
Festival, Art Trial and Open Gardens events plus the New Oriel Hall is at the centre of
the life of the wider community and hosts many regular classes, workshops and events
including the Xmas Larks event in December and is a major centre for all three
communities. Please keep Lambridge ward and its current boundaries intact rather than
dividing voters based on unproven and unconvincing council evidence of 'community
identity' and 'community links' among the newly proposed wards. Thank you. yours
sincerely, Mrs Ali Wilkins,

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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Name:

Jacqueline Wilkinson

E-mall:
Postcode:

Organisation Name:
Comment text:

I think that the Larkhall Ward west boundary should include all properties over to Claremont Road and down to the London Road. This reflects the way the
community works. Fairfield Park is not at all connected socially or physically with Walcot, and should be included in Lansdown.
Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/nodelprinUinformed-representation/12015
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Owen, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Charlie Williams
18 February 2018 09:41
reviews
Objection to proposed boundary changes to Lambridge Ward

Hello,
I'm writing to object to the proposed breakup of Lambridge Ward. The ward is a cohesive community unit at
present, well‐served by its existing representatives and bound together by a shared physical centre, community
activities (Alice Park, for example) and a sense of being a community. The proposal would split this up in a non‐
democratic way which would serve largely to confuse and reduce the ability of the people who live here to plan and
advocate for beneficial policies for the neighbourhood.
For this reason I urge the council to drop this proposed change.
Sincerely,
Charlie Williams
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Craig Williams

E-mall:
Postcode:

Organisation Name:
Comment text:
Dear Sir/Madam, I am writing to object to the proposed boundary between Combe Down and the new Claverton Ward. I have only just moved to the area, but
it is already clear to me that the 'village' feel described in the submissions from the Combe Down Heritage society is correct. In the few weeks here I have
already been welcomed as one of the residents. I have llved abroad and seen where dividing llnes along streets have created a different feel from one side to
the other when counclls choose different priorities, especlally In pursuit of polltlcal gain. Anyway, In this case, the dividing llne of the The Long Drung makes no
sense as it is an alleyway not a street, and cuts directly across the heart of the village. I cannot believe that the boundary commission seeks to cut through
the 'sense of community' that exists here. I respectfully request that you redraw the boundary to reflect the suggestions in the Heritage Society submission.
Craig Wiiiiams

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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Bath and North East Somerset
Personal Details:
Name:

TIM WILLIAMSON

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Widcombe is one of the few parts of Bath that has a very well established identity. We
consider it's a village within Bath. 1 It includes Dolmeads and up to the river and up to
the railway bridge over the A4 2 It includes Widcombe church (Thomas a becket) and
Widcombe manor and Perrymead 3 It includes Horseshoe walk 4. It does not include Bear
Flat.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

RESPONSE TO LGBCE PROPOSAL TO CHANGE THE BOUNDARY BETWEEN LYNCOMBE AND
WIDCOMBE WARDS, BATH & NORTH EAST SOMERSET

INTRODUCTORY COMMENT ON THE PROPOSED BOUNDARY CHANGES
When Widcombe Residents Association responded to the 2017 LGBCE consultation, they made a
claim to abolish Lyncombe ward and expropriate a large section of our residential area in order to
increase their electoral numbers. This was done without any consultation with the Bear Flat
Association or any other local information conduit. The arguments which the Widcombe Association
made to support their extraordinary claim to disband Lyncombe are false. Specifically:
•
•
•

•

The centre of Lyncombe Ward has a very strong community identity (see factors listed
below).
The Bloomfield area is an integral part of the Bear Flat, physically, socially and
demographically.
The eastern side of Lyncombe Ward does not relate well with Widcombe Ward. The
residential roads (where I live) on the east side of Wellsway are a central part of Bear
Flat/Lyncombe; the roads lead down to the shops and transport on Wellsway, and have no
practical link with Widcombe, other that the fact that we walk through Widcombe to get
into the centre of the city. Alexandra Park and Beechen Cliff School, currently within
Widcombe ward administratively, are far more closely linked to Lyncombe ward. Road
access, parking and bus transport for the school all come via Wellsway (our local shopping
centre) and not Widcombe. Community groups and social activities involved in Alexandra
Park all involve Bear Flat residents; Widcombe residents and their Association fail to get
involved.
Rather than Wellsway (A367) providing a strong and identifiable new boundary for
Widcombe (as Widcombe RA claimed), it is in reality a strong and identifiable shopping and
community centre at the heart of our neighbourhood.

By incorporating the main arguments proposed by the Widcombe Association, the current LGBCE
proposal splits our community up administratively, which would have the detrimental effect of
having to deal with three different sets of ward councillors, instead of the two councillors who
represent the whole of our neighbourhood.

ELECTORAL EQUALITY
If the ward boundary is to reflect community identity and offer the political plurality which enables
effective local government, then the existing two-councillor Lyncombe ward should be retained with
two minor adjustments: (i) to include Alexandra Park and Beechen Cliff School (the Park and School
are geographically and in practice closely linked to the Bear Flat and Lyncombe ward, rather than to
Widcombe ward) and (ii) to include Magdalen and Park Avenues, which lead – via Holloway – onto
the Bear Flat.
The LGBCE’s recognition that electoral equality should not be treated separately from issues of
community identity and effective local government is much appreciated.
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COMMUNITY IDENTITY
Transport links:
Wellsway, our shopping centre, is well-served by buses: two city routes (3 and 4) and country buses
to Wells, Peasedown St. John and Radstock/Midsomer Norton and the villages in between. These
buses link with the circular route around the south of the city, from the east (University of Bath, etc)
around to the west (A4 into Bristol).
Community groups:
There is a very active residents’ association, the Bear Flat Association, which is a member of the
Federation of Bath Residents Associations. It provides a monthly e-newsletter, notifies and consults
local residents on issues of local government (planning, elections, environmental services, etc), and
organises a range of social activities (monthly community market promoting local food and craft
with café acting as a community meeting place, monthly teas for the elderly, dances, history talks,
quizzes, fetes, outdoor theatre, open gardens). There is a large, lively circle of artists who open their
studios annually and hold a joint Christmas market with the Bear Flat Association. There are various
sports clubs: cricket, petanque and bowls, tennis.
Facilities:
There are two parks (Alexandra Park and Bloomfield Green) each of which has a Friends group who
do maintenance work, pick litter, etc. There are two well-used allotment sites, both of which have
community orchard groups. There are several pre-school groups and a boys secondary school in Bear
Flat, a girls secondary school and a primary school within walking distance. There are two churches
with large church halls well-used by local groups for concerts, keep fit classes and other leisure
activities. Our shopping centre on Wellsway (which the LGBCE proposal uses as a dividing line
splitting our neighbourhood between new wards) contains: a hotel, a pub, a café, two restaurants,
two convenience stores, several estate agents, one charity shop, a flower shop, a delicatessen, a
chemist, a fish-and-chip shop, a bric-a-brac shop, a hairdresser and a barber, a wine merchants, a
mobile ‘phone shop, a kitchen design shop, a gift shop, an alternative therapy health clinic, a gym –
in other words, it is a vibrant local shopping centre used by residents on both sides of Wellsway and
the roads leading onto it. These facilities are therefore within walking distance, reducing car use and
thereby air pollution. There are a number of bus stops, with traffic lights and pedestrian crossings so
that residents can cross easily from one side of Wellsway to the other.
Interests:
The area is relatively homogenous demographically, so that support for locally-organised activities
comes from across the neighbourhood, not just from selected streets. The over-riding interest is in
the integrity of the Bear Flat as a whole so that, for example, an issue affecting one part of the
neighbourhood is the concern of the whole community. This accounts for the anger at finding out,
via the current LGBCE proposal which adopts the suggestion made by our neighbouring residents
association, Widcombe, that Lyncombe ward could be cut in half to become a single councillor ward,
that half our residential streets could be annexed to Widcombe in order for Widcombe to meet the
electoral equality threshold.
Identifiable boundaries:
The A367 Wellsway is not a boundary, it is the artery of our community. We define our
neighbourhood as roads leading onto Wellsway so that we include Hayesfield Park, Magdalen and
Park Avenues, roads currently in Widcombe which would under the LGBCE proposal be attached to
2

(more distant) Oldfield Park. Our natural and man-made boundaries are: Beechen Cliff, the fields
below Alexandra Park, Lyncombe Vale (but not Entry Hill, which is the west end of the Vale), roads
leading onto Entry Hill, Wellsway and Bloomfield Road, Englishcombe Lane and Upper Oldfield Park.

EFFECTIVE LOCAL GOVERNMENT
I am in the strange position of being “transferred” under the proposed boundary changes to a
neighbouring ward (Widcombe) without that ward’s residents’ association having consulted me. I
strongly reject the arguments that the Widcombe Association have put forward to annex our roads
(which estate agents refer to as “Poets Corner” as all the roads are named after British poets). I
therefore have no say in what electoral arrangements the Widcombe Association are proposing on
my behalf.
I am supporting (and am supported by) the opinions of my fellow residents in Lyncombe ward,
particularly within the coherent, integrated, densely-populated Bear Flat area. As a social scientist
who has researched the role of community participation in the evaluation of effective local
government performance at international level, it is my opinion that:
•
•

•

•

having one councillor is inefficient, as there is no representation when the councillor is on
holiday, off sick or (as has happened in Bath several times) suspended for misdemeanours
two or more councillors per ward encourages plurality of views, particularly when they come
from different parties; it may also encourage greater effectiveness as constituents will
approach the one that is more responsive
the sole councillor elected may be diligent and a good communicator, but they may equally
lack commitment and be unprepared to invest much time and energy except at election
time, leaving constituents without adequate representation in the intervening years
the political science research literature shows (a) that single member wards encourage the
dominance of one party, particularly if a ward is politically heterogeneous with the vote split
between a variety of candidates, and (b) that sole councillors tend to be influenced more by
party solidarity/discipline, rather than by the views of their constituents.

For these reasons, I believe local government/governance is better under two/three councillor
wards.

SUMMARY
The existing Lyncombe ward boundary, with the minor additions of Alexandra Park, Beechen Cliff
School, Magdalen Avenue and Park Avenue, reflects our community life (identity, shopping,
transport, leisure activities) and offers democratic and effective administration via two-councillor
representation.

V J Williamson, 19.02.18
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Virgi ni a Williamson

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Feature Annotations

Annotation 1:

Park and school used by Bear Flat/Lyncombe residents

Annotation 2:

Residential roads which link to Bear Flat shopping centre and facilities

Annotation 4:

Two churches/church halls used for leisure, concerts, community market

Annotation 5:

Bus routes to/from Bath city and Wells, Norton/Radstock, etc

Annotation 6:

Shops used by residents on both sides of Wellsway for their daily needs.

Annotation 7: Two allotment sites with community orchards, next to Alexandra Park and
Bloomfield Green
Annotation 8:

Multiple footpaths linking Bear Flat residential districts

Comment text:
I strongly object to the proposal which spli ts the Bear Flat area of Bath into three wards: Lyncombe, Wi dcombe and Oldfield Park. It arbi trari ly uses our shopping
centre as a "boundary" to sever two conjoi ned resi dential areas, transferri ng one to another ward (Wi dcombe) whi ch is physi cally separated from our neighbourhood
by a cli ff and several fields. We currently have two ward counci llors whi ch provi des consistent and effective government, and this offers the electorate political
plurali sm. Please see the attached document for the reasons why the Bear Flat should be retai ned as a si ngle, coherent admini strative area at the heart of
Lyncombe ward's existi ng boundaries.

Uploaded Documents:

https://consultation. lgbee. org. uk/node/print/informed-representation/12135
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Reginald Williams

E-mall:
Postcode:

Organisation Name:
Comment text:
T fully support the proposed changes for Saltford

Uploaded Document•:
None Uploaded
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Bath and North East Somerset
Personal Details:
Name:

Patricia. Wilson

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I object to the proposed boundary changes to the Combe Down area. If the boundary line
was made along the 'long drung' this would mean part of the village would be in the
Claverton ward. There are strong historical links as Ralph Allen used Combe Down stone
to build Bath. There is a strong community sense in Combe Down too, engendered
initially by the infilling of the mines. There are a large number of community groups
attesting to this. I have no objection to new members, and I realise Mulberry Park must
be incorporated. Surely the boundary line could be redrawn without splitting the strong
village community of Combe Down . I refer you to the submission made by Martin
Coulson for more detailed information.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

Bath and North East Somerset
Personal Details:
Name:

Richard Wilson

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I believe that the Lansdown Ward should remain unchanged. We have no significant or
community connections with the Kingsmead area and I would like to maintain the existing
Lansdown community, represented by two Councillors.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

Bath and North East Somerset
Personal Details:
Name:

Anita Winter

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I live
the Bathwick Estate and I very much hope that the revised
ward boundary changes will see us moved back into Bathwick Ward. This is much more
logical geographically.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

February 12 2018

Dear Mr Owen,
Boundary Review of B&NES – Combe Down
In your lead in to your discussion on the proposals for B&NES, you make it
clear that you wish to reflect the interests and identities of local communities.
The proposal for Combe Down does not achieve this, it divides the community in the
heart of the historic village.The proposed line on your map, which leads from the top
of Ralph Allen Drive down to Church Road is a drung/path used by miners and, of
course, everyone else to walk through the village.
Combe Down was a village on the edge of the City of Bath until comparatively
recently, but as far as many residents are concerned it is still their village. They came
together over the necessity to stabilise the mines that were below the majority of the
houses. The stone that built Bath and some of London came from the village and the
in-filling was a very worrying time.
Your proposal puts part of the village at the corner of a ward which consists of
countryside and the University – just a few houses on the edge of a very different
area, not enough to make an identity and no way of linking with the larger area,
especially as it appears to have only one Councillor.
At the other end of the ward, it would be possible to equalise the numbers as much of
the area proposed to be included in Combe Down is new and its allegiance will be to
its present wards eg Lyncombe.
I am aware that there is a petition on this proposal and I do very much hope that you
will change this proposal which will divide a very coherent village.
Yours sincerely,
Honorary Alderman, Mrs Leila Wishart

Owen, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Vivien Womersley
13 February 2018 10:40
Owen, David
Objection

Dear Mr.Owen
May I join the plea for the preservation of the status of Combe Down as a village community. My family and I are
proud residents and I have lived in Combe Down since 1970. We really care about this historic village which dates
back to Roman Times. In the 18th century the women of the village used to do most of the washing of linen for the
rich and famous visitors to Bath. (it is always more breezy in Combe Down, so the washing dried better!)
In recent years we all pulled together when English Partnership undertook huge stabilisation of the stone mines, a
task which took several years and cost M£153. A line drawn on a map by a Civil Servant is not the right way to deal
with this boundary adjustment. Please also consider the feelings of people. I am sure that those residents who are
directly affected by the proposed change will not comply with such a stupid change of name to Claverton
Down. That is 2 miles away. Such a change might also affect house prices.
Let common sense prevail.
Your sincerely Vivien Womersley (mrs)

I have also signed a local petition.

Sent from my iPad
Sent from my iPad
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When we came to buy a house in the late 1990s, because of the strong village identity we had a
very narrow search area the heart of the village with the
strongest sense of community. Large detached houses and cottages are cheek by jowl and
people know each other, chat on the street and over garden fences, and look out for each other.
This is not found in so many places now. The proposed Ward boundary strikes right through the
heart of this area.
I do realise that if the proposed Ward boundary is implemented my address will still be Combe
Down and my access to the services in the village will be undiminished, I will still talk to, and look
out for my neighbours in a different Ward; however, I would be disenfranchised. I would no longer
be able to walk 5 minutes around the corner to vote for a local councillor, someone that would
represent both me and my community. I would have to drive or catch a bus to the polling station at
Claverton, in an area of Bath that I would never otherwise visit, to vote for a local councillor who
would not represent the community in which I live, the few hundred houses from Combe Down
village that would now have to vote in the Claverton Ward would have no representation, as the
much larger numbers of Claverton, with their concerns, whether they are over traffic, or the growth
of the university, would take precedence, which of course they should. Furthermore, we have a
significant proportion of residents in this area that are aged, cannot drive or are young and don't
have access to transport who would be much less likely to vote. When one of the stated aims of
the current government is to increase participation in the electoral process, to make this change
which would increase barriers to vote is completely unacceptable.
I do hope that you will have been persuaded by the strength of the opposition, by residents on
both sides of the proposed boundary change, to reconsider this boundary and relocate it to a
more sensible location.
Vicki Wooding
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Name:

John wood

E-mall:
Postcode:

Organisation Name:
Comment text:
I live in Larkhall, Bath, up to now in the Lambridge ward which takes in Fairfield Park part of Bailbrook and other areas. But the Lambridge ward centres
around Larkhall, and all areas of it are part of essentially the same community, using the shops and community facilities in L..arkhall: New Oriel Hall community
centre; St Saviours Parish Church; Rondo theatre; Garraway Hall sports and dance club; Its 3 pubs, and popular cant All participate In It's community events,
In partlcular the Larkhall Festival held every year In May. I am concemed In general at the plans to reduce the total number of BANES councillors by almost
10%, and the consequent increase in workload for councillors; but in particular about the break-up of Lambridge ward, with its two councillors, able to support
each other in working for the whole community even though currently they are from different parties (Green and Llberal Democrat). The proposed changes will
leave a skeletal one-councillor 'Larkhall' ward which doesn't even Include Its parish church, and leaves those further from the centre In wards to which they
have no obvious attachment. This seems to go against the Boundary Commission's stated objectives to preserve community Identity and Interests, and to be
efficient and convenient. Perhaps tinkering at the margins with Lambridge ward boundaries might have to be implemented, given the government's insistence on
reducing councillor numbers, but breaking it up in no way preserves community identity, or convenience and efficiency. The Lambridge ward constitutes an
active and vibrant community; and having a single ward with two councillors, even if it has to be slightly enlarged, is much more efficient and community
cohesive than breaking It up.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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Bath and North East Somerset
Personal Details:
Name:

Pauline Woods

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
The boundary change joining Westmoreland and Widcombe to make one ward of Oldfield
Park with 3 councillors is far too big. This could result in 3 different councillors being in
charge. Who would the residents refer to. They would have no real representation. There
is a big community difference between Widcombe and Westmoreland at present.
Residents in Brougham Hayes Victoria Road and Terrace who are at present in Widcombe
are out on a limb. They have no representation. Therefore it would make more sense to
split Oldfield Park into two with the boundary being Brougham Hayes and Junction Road.
One councillor would represent Oldfield Park where there are far fewer residents and two
representing Westmoreland/East Twerton. which has the greater number of residents. This
way all residents of this area would get a far better representation.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

Bath and North East Somerset
Personal Details:
Name:

Raymond Woods

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
my name is Raymond woods i have lived in Larkhall which is on the east side of bath
which i have lived here all my life i would like for the council to leave are boundery as it
is in Larkhall as this is a great village to live in; is this another ploy so that the Tory
party gets overall majority at local elections yours Ray Woods

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

Bath and North East Somerset
Personal Details:
Name:

David Worskett

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I believe that the proposed combination of Clutton and Farmborough creates a Ward that
is too large both in terms of geography and population. It will be almost impossible for
one Councillor to represent it satisfactorily. Moreover whereas Farmborough relates mainly
to Bath, Clutton in reality relates much more to Bristol (and thus also to the Chew
Valley. This proposal should be dropped. David Worskett.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

Owen, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Joanna Wright
07 February 2018 08:11
reviews
Boundary Change in Lambridge

Dear Sir
As a resident of Lambridge I am quite concerned about the Boundary change presently being
suggested. As a Transition Larkhall member for some years now I have been working with people
in this community who very much see themselves as being part of a community that is focused
around Larkhall Square and all that it has to offer, shops, theater, schools, old people's homes,
events at the Oriel Hall, the church in St Saviours etc. To change the boundary in the way
presently suggested will seriously impact this community and not give it a voice. Already
residents on the east of Bath feel failed by the local Council and this just continues the feeling that
any process individuals have to power is further corroded by this change. This decision needs to
be thought through again and the community consulted.
Joanna Wright
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S Wright

E-mall:
Postcode:

Organisation Name:
Comment text:
Thank you for this opportunity to express my views. The rationale for the new ward boundaries sounds sensible. However, as someone who currently lives in
Westmoreland Ward, I don't think the plan for my part of the city is practicable. Our Ward is cummtly extremely effective: we have two councillors, both
Independents, who know the ward well &. work together very posltlvely on behalf of the residents. I am concerned that Increasing the size of the ward will take
this away and create an lmpersonallty that wlll deter Involvement In polltlcs by residents. The people llvlng In this new ward don't all share the same needs and
concerns (the extended area contains far more live-in businesses, for example) and this will make representation hard. I understand the plan is for the bigger
ward to have 3 councillors, which sounds sensible. However, it will only work effectively if the 3 councillors all come from the same political party. When our
ward had one Lib Dem &. one Independent counclllor - as was prevlously the case - the Independent counclllor, who was excellent, llstenlng to &. being guided
by the views of their constituents, had too much wor1c.. The Ub Dem counclllor spent more time &. energy being a member of their party &. towing the party llne
&. didn't do enough for us. The change when 2 independents were voted in has been visible & very welcome. Therefore the proposed increase to 3 councillors
for this new, bigger ward would only be an effective change if all 3 councillors belonged to the same party, wor1c.ing together. So I can only see this change
wor1c.ing if the voting system also changed, ensuring that the party - independent being one such choice - receiving the most votes would represent the whole
ward. If this ls not being proposed, then I think the proposed change wlll have a negative Impact on our ward - and democracy - and would not support It.
Thanks again for Inviting me to express my views.
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Owen, David
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Moira Young
18 February 2018 12:32
reviews
Proposed changes to electoral boundary of Lambridge Ward, Bath

Dear Sirs
I am deeply concerned and alarmed by the proposed changes to Lambridge Ward in Bath.
Carving it up as proposed, along Wallace Road, will split this well-established and cohesive
community on the eastern edge of Bath. Lambridge Ward is a vibrant and thriving community,
circulating as it does around the hub of Larkhall village with its church, shops and many services.
Your own criteria state that any boundary changes should:
- preserve communities
- be efficient and convenient
This is clearly not the case here.
I urge you, for the sake of our community’s cohesion and future prosperity, to leave the
boundaries of Lambridge Ward as they currently stand.
Yours sincerely
Moira Young
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