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Mayers, Mishka
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
22 July 2015 08:59
Owen, David
FW: Leicestershire county council boundaries

From: Mike Ball
Sent: 22 July 2015 08:55
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Leicestershire county council boundaries

Sir ,
I represent the Money Hill ward on Ashby Town Council . Although LCC have now modified their proposal and intend
to transfer Castle ward , rather than my ward , from the Ashby division to Valley and replace it with Blackfordby
ward I still feel just as strongly .
Given the growth challenges the town faces it is essential it remains an entity at County level . To transfer part of it
into a division with which it has nothing in common and replace it with a village that has very little in common with
Ashby ( save for a 'marriage of convenience' at Town Council level ) is a complete nonsense .
Solving the Valley size problem by creating a fresh set of problems for Ashby is against the Commission's "aim to
ensure that the pattern of divisions reflects the interests and identities of local communities".
Keeping Ashby together would result in a division of 10965 electors in 2021 , still within the 10% 'limit'. Even if it
were over every constituent I've spoken to feels strongly that Ashby should continue to be governed as a whole.
I realise I've submitted my comments a day late (due to holidays) , but I hope they will still be taken into account .
Regards , Councillor Michael Ball
Sent from my Windows Phone
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lee breckon

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: Blaby District Council

Comment text:
Glenfields is a unique area and should remain as an individual ward with one Councillor.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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Leicestershire County
Personal Details:
Name:

Tina Culley

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: Melton Borough Councillor and resident's group Chair

Comment text:
Councillor Tina Culley
Tuesday, 21 July 2015 Dear Sir/Madam
New County Division Boundaries for Leicestershire Please accept the following as my comments
on the new electoral division boundaries across Leicestershire County Council. Firstly I would
like to introduce myself as the elected Melton Borough Councillor for Egerton Ward in Melton
Mowbray and also the Chair of R.A.G.E. (Resident’s Action Group – Egerton) Egerton Ward’s
very active, nationally recognised and awarded resident’s group. I also live in the Egerton Ward.
Egerton Ward is the only part of the Melton Borough that is affected by the County Council’s
proposals for boundary changes in the Melton Area. Today, the last day for giving comments on
the proposals for boundary changes, was the first time I had heard anything about the
consultation and proposed changes to the electoral division boundaries across LCC. I am
completely at a loss why I as a Melton Borough Councillor let alone the Chair of R.A.G.E. have
not been consulted or communicated to regarding this important consultation. It was brought to
my attention this morning by a resident of my Ward. If I had been informed I would have been
able to communicate this to my residents so they too could have had the opportunity to make
their comments on where they live and how major changes could affect their lives and
communities. I am shocked at the lack of communication and respect for me in both my roles
of Councillor and Chair of R.A.G.E. None of my residents in Egerton that I have spoken to today
have heard of the proposals and all are extremely angry that they have not been properly
consulted and have not been given the time to write and oppose them in their own words,
rather than having to rely on myself as Ward Councillor. It would also mean at resident’s
meetings we would need to consult two different County Councillors on issues – when we had
worked out which was needed. Splitting my Ward into two County boundaries could have an
impact in future Melton Borough Ward boundary decisions and I do not wish your proposed
changes to set in motion or precedent a proposal of a Borough Ward boundary change to my
Ward. This would be seen as a natural progression in the future and one I would oppose. My
Ward has two electoral divisions: Electoral District E1 and Electoral District E2.
I
understand that paramount to suggested Ward boundary changes the following statement has
been made regarding the suggestion of moving E1 into Asfordby electoral division: “There are
however, a number of connections between the polling district E1 and the proposed Asfordby
electoral division which includes, amongst others, family connections, a number of children from
the Egerton area attend Asfordby Hill Primary School, and good public transport connections
between the two.” Working down this statement I would like to comment that: • Melton
Mowbray has sustained a low migration of family moving out of the Borough over many decades
and therefore most residents in the Borough have family close by. It can be stated for all areas
that relatives live in nearby villages – but it cannot be stated that most live in Asfordby.
Asfordby has no greater a tie to relatives to this Ward than any other village. • I actually work
in a local primary school and before that in a local secondary school for many years and can
inform you that not many of the children who live in my Ward attend Asfordby Hill Primary
School. I believe you will find it is around 30 children. Most primary aged children prefer to go
to St Mary’s Primary School or to The Grove Primary school as pupils attending these schools –
Grove in particular – get their first choice of Secondary School as John Ferneley College –
Asfordby Hill pupils do not. It is also very awkward for our residents to transport their children
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to Asfordby Hill because of the very poor transport service we have. Egerton Ward has been the
most deprived Ward in our town for many years and with the support of Melton Borough
Council, LCC and R.A.G.E. we have upgraded living standards and enhanced a good sense of
community. R.A.G.E. have promoted a healthier, happier and aesthetically pleasing community
to live in – but it remains that many of our families still live in poverty. Many do not have
cars, access to the internet and live with debt. However, we all live within a ten minute walk
into the town centre and The Grove School and a slightly longer walk to St Mary’s and
therefore families choose either of these Primary Schools for their children to attend – not
Asfordby Hill Primary. • Egerton Ward DOES NOT have a good transport network. The local bus
service that runs through the ward is very intermittent; the buses are of poor quality and
continuingly break down; the Ward IS NOT on the gritting schedule and therefore EVERY winter
the bus service struggles to get into the Ward. R.A.G.E. have been tackling this issue for many
years. Only one road is gritted and this is when the gritter has to travel up Welby Lane to get
into Asfordby and this is very rare. Resident’s cannot rely on the bus service and many of my
elderly residents become house bound during cold snaps as they cannot get into town and as
my Ward is supported by three main uphill roads. The bus service that runs between Asfordby
and Melton Mowbray stops very early in the evening because of cut backs and at night Asfordby
becomes cut off from the rest of the town. There are poor connections of public transport
between Asfordby and Melton Mowbray. I would also like to make the point that as I
understand it the proposal is to put E1 into Asfordby. E1 is a major wedge of our town centre
whose starting position is actually in the town centre - Urban. Asfordby is classed as Rural. This
proposal would classify a major wedge of our town centre as Rural and this would include our
Library, bus station, Brooksby Melton College, Fire Station, PERA, Animal Defence Centre and
Cattle Market and well as the new store Sainsbury’s. Please take all my comments on board
and please inform me in future of any major proposed changes to my Ward both as the Chair
of R.A.G.E. and as elected Melton Borough Councillor. Yours sincerely Councillor Tina Culley
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Councillor Tina Culley

Tuesday, 21 July 2015
Dear Sir/Madam
New County Division Boundaries for Leicestershire
Please accept the following as my comments on the new electoral division boundaries across
Leicestershire County Council.
Firstly I would like to introduce myself as the elected Melton Borough Councillor for Egerton Ward in
Melton Mowbray and also the Chair of R.A.G.E. (Resident’s Action Group – Egerton) Egerton
Ward’s very active, nationally recognised and awarded resident’s group. I also live in the Egerton
Ward. Egerton Ward is the only part of the Melton Borough that is affected by the County
Council’s proposals for boundary changes in the Melton Area.
Today, the last day for giving comments on the proposals for boundary changes, was the first time
I had heard anything about the consultation and proposed changes to the electoral division
boundaries across LCC. I am completely at a loss why I as a Melton Borough Councillor let alone
the Chair of R.A.G.E. have not been consulted or communicated to regarding this important
consultation. It was brought to my attention this morning by a resident of my Ward. If I had been
informed I would have been able to communicate this to my residents so they too could have
had the opportunity to make their comments on where they live and how major changes could
affect their lives and communities.
I am shocked at the lack of communication and respect for me in both my roles of Councillor and
Chair of R.A.G.E. None of my residents in Egerton that I have spoken to today have heard of the
proposals and all are extremely angry that they have not been properly consulted and have not
been given the time to write and oppose them in their own words, rather than having to rely on
myself as Ward Councillor.
It would also mean at resident’s meetings we would need to consult two different County
Councillors on issues – when we had worked out which was needed.
Splitting my Ward into two County boundaries could have an impact in future Melton Borough
Ward boundary decisions and I do not wish your proposed changes to set in motion or precedent
a proposal of a Borough Ward boundary change to my Ward. This would be seen as a natural
progression in the future and one I would oppose.
My Ward has two electoral divisions: Electoral District E1 and Electoral District E2.
I
understand that paramount to suggested Ward boundary changes the following statement has
been made regarding the suggestion of moving E1 into Asfordby electoral division:
“There are however, a number of connections between the polling district E1 and the proposed
Asfordby electoral division which includes, amongst others, family connections, a number of
children from the Egerton area attend Asfordby Hill Primary School, and good public transport
connections between the two.”
Working down this statement I would like to comment that:
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Melton Mowbray has sustained a low migration of family moving out of the Borough over many
decades and therefore most residents in the Borough have family close by. It can be stated for all
areas that relatives live in nearby villages – but it cannot be stated that most live in Asfordby.
Asfordby has no greater a tie to relatives to this Ward than any other village.



I actually work in a local primary school and before that in a local secondary school for many
years and can inform you that not many of the children who live in my Ward attend Asfordby Hill
Primary School. I believe you will find it is around 30 children. Most primary aged children prefer to
go to St Mary’s Primary School or to The Grove Primary school as pupils attending these schools –
Grove in particular – get their first choice of Secondary School as John Ferneley College –
Asfordby Hill pupils do not. It is also very awkward for our residents to transport their children to
Asfordby Hill because of the very poor transport service we have.
Egerton Ward has been the most deprived Ward in our town for many years and with the support
of Melton Borough Council, LCC and R.A.G.E. we have upgraded living standards and enhanced
a good sense of community. R.A.G.E. have promoted a healthier, happier and aesthetically
pleasing community to live in – but it remains that many of our families still live in poverty. Many do
not have cars, access to the internet and live with debt. However, we all live within a ten minute
walk into the town centre and The Grove School and a slightly longer walk to St Mary’s and
therefore families choose either of these Primary Schools for their children to attend – not Asfordby
Hill Primary.



Egerton Ward DOES NOT have a good transport network. The local bus service that runs through
the ward is very intermittent; the buses are of poor quality and continuingly break down; the Ward
IS NOT on the gritting schedule and therefore EVERY winter the bus service struggles to get into the
Ward. R.A.G.E. have been tackling this issue for many years. Only one road is gritted and this is
when the gritter has to travel up Welby Lane to get into Asfordby and this is very rare. Resident’s
cannot rely on the bus service and many of my elderly residents become house bound during
cold snaps as they cannot get into town and as my Ward is supported by three main uphill roads.
The bus service that runs between Asfordby and Melton Mowbray stops very early in the evening
because of cut backs and at night Asfordby becomes cut off from the rest of the town. There are
poor connections of public transport between Asfordby and Melton Mowbray.
I would also like to make the point that as I understand it the proposal is to put E1 into Asfordby. E1
is a major wedge of our town centre whose starting position is actually in the town centre - Urban.
Asfordby is classed as Rural. This proposal would classify a major wedge of our town centre as
Rural and this would include our Library, bus station, Brooksby Melton College, Fire Station, PERA,
Animal Defence Centre and Cattle Market and well as the new store Sainsbury’s.
Please take all my comments on board and please inform me in future of any major proposed
changes to my Ward both as the Chair of R.A.G.E. and as elected Melton Borough Councillor.
Yours sincerely

Councillor Tina Culley
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Mayers, Mishka
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
13 July 2015 13:58
Owen, David
FW: Leicestershire County Council Boundary Review 2015

From: Dr. R. K. A. Feltham
Sent: 13 July 2015 13:52
To: reviews
Subject: Leicestershire County Council Boundary Review 2015

1. I, Kevin Feltham, strongly support the County Council’s submission to the Local Government
Boundary Commission for England (LGBCE) which is carrying out an electoral review of
Leicestershire County Council. I agree that the number of county councillors should be 55.
2. In particular, I strongly support the proposed County Council divisions and names in the following
districts/boroughs:




Blaby District
Charnwood Borough
Hinckley & Bosworth Borough

1. Harborough District Divisions: I strongly support the LCC proposals for the seven divisions in
Harborough District. Although the Gartree and Launde divisions in 2021 are forecast to have
electoral variances of 10%, removing any further polling districts would need to split
parishes. There are strong community links in the proposed Gartree Division with two free
community magazines – Glen Sence covers the Glen Ward i.e. Great Glen, Little Stretton, Burton
Overy and Wistow parishes, whereas the Kibworth & District Chronicle covers all of the Kibworth
Ward, plus the parishes remaining in the Billesdon Ward, plus Burton Overy and Wistow
parishes. These magazines provide local information and news on community events and other
activities. The Kibworth & District Chronicle is published monthly except for July and August, and
Glen Sence is published quarterly.
2. Melton Borough Divisions: I strongly support the LCC proposals for the four divisions in the Melton
Borough. I wish to see the current electoral arrangements continued as far as possible whilst
ensuring equality of representation. Melton residents observe the Melton Town and rural split as
distinct community identities. Although the LGBCE guidelines indicate against rural/urban
“doughnuts” I believe Melton Borough to be an exceptional case with powerful arguments for
retaining the status quo and division names as closely as possible. The rural divisions of Asfordby
and Belvoir are parished with strong village communities which look to themselves. I believe the
proposals as put forward by the LCC Labour Group put this at risk.
3. I strongly support the proposal to move a single polling district (E1) into the Asfordby Division. This
retains the current division boundaries as closely as possible but still ensures equality of
1

representation, and reflects the identities and interests of local communities. I support the
proposed new division names of Melton Ferneley and Melton Sargent.
4. Northwest Leicestershire Divisions: I strongly support the proposed LCC submission for the
divisions within this district. I support the proposal that Ashby Money Hill should be in the Ashby
Division, and Ashby Castle be in the Valley Division.
5. Oadby and Wigston Borough Divisions: I strongly support retaining single member divisions, and so
support the creation of two single member divisions for Oadby which will promote more effective
and convenient local government with clearly identifiable councillor responsibility, instead of the
current two member Oadby Division. I also support the two new Division names: Oadby Uplands
Grange and Oadby Washbrook. The former because it includes the two Borough Wards with those
names, and the latter because the Washbrook stream runs through all three remaining Borough
Wards – Woodlands, Brocks Hill and St Peters.

Yours sincerely,
Kevin Feltham (Dr)

This e-mail and any files transmitted with it are confidential. If you are not the intended recipient, any reading, printing, storage, disclosure,
copying or any other action taken in respect of this e-mail is prohibited and may be unlawful. If you are not the intended recipient, please notify
the sender immediately by using the reply function and then permanently delete what you have received.
Incoming and outgoing e-mail messages are routinely monitored for compliance with Leicestershire County Council's policy on the use of
electronic communications. The contents of e-mails may have to be disclosed to a request under the Data Protection Act 1998 and the Freedom of
Information Act 2000.
The views expressed by the author may not necessarily reflect the views or policies of the Leicestershire County Council.
Attachments to e-mail messages may contain viruses that may damage your system. Whilst Leicestershire County Council has taken every
reasonable precaution to minimise this risk, we cannot accept any liability for any damage which you sustain as a result of these factors. You are
advised to carry out your own virus checks before opening any attachment.
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Mayers, Mishka
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
29 June 2015 13:55
Owen, David
FW: County Council Boundary Changes for Hinckley and Bosworth District of
Leicestershire County Council.

‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐
From: Cllr Mike Hal
Sent: 25 June 2015 21:29
To: reviews
Subject: County Council Boundary Changes for Hinckley and Bosworth District of Leicestershire County Council.
Having looked at these proposals for some time since being elected as Leader of Hinckley and Bosworth Borough
Council, I believe there is a change that could be made to these proposals that would balance the electoral divisions
even further, and particularly address the variances in Mallory and Market Bosworth divisions.
My suggestion is to remove the electoral ward HCA from the proposed inclusion into the Mallory division and place
this in the proposed Market Bosworth division. Also to remove wards AAB, AAC, AAE, and JAF from the proposed
Market Bosworth Division and to include these in the proposed Mallory division.
This would reduce the eventual numbers projected in Mallory, whilst increasing those in Market Bosworth to correct
the variance numbers at the opposite extremes of projections. It would also provide an additional advantage of
reducing the total area of the Market Bosworth division.
Regards
Cllr Mike Hall
Sent from my iPad
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Leicestershire County Council
Liberal Democrat Group

Leicestershire County Council Boundary Review
Submission from Jeff Kaufman and Dean Gamble
County Councillors for Oadby Division
We are elected members of Leicestershire County Council representing the Oadby Division.
Councillor Dean Gamble was first elected in 2001 and Councillor Jeffrey Kaufman in 2013.
We are also both elected members of Oadby & Wigston Borough Council representing
Oadby Wards.
We wish to express our serious concerns regarding the proposals made by Leicestershire
County Council to the Boundary Commission. These concerns are shared by residents in
Oadby who voted unanimously against them when they were discussed at the recent
Resident Forum.
Oadby is currently a two member division as decided at the boundary review in 2004. (We
refer to paragraph 227 of the Boundary Commission Report). We believe the reasons stated
in that paragraph of the report are just as valid today.
We believe that Oadby is a town with a distinct but diverse community and the proposals by
the County Council to make two divisions ensure that one division would have an unnatural
boundary and would be bisected by the dual carriageway of the A6 trunk road.
We would also draw your attention to the reasons given by the County for their proposals
for a two member division for their proposed “Glenfields, Kirby Muxloe and Leicester Forests
Division. The County Council is proposing this on the basis of “electoral equality”. We would
suggest that this is even a greater case in regards to the Oadby Division.
If the primary reason for a boundary review is to ensure the equality of votes we suggest
that the proposals made by the LCC make matters worse.
Currently the Oadby two member division has a projection for 2021 as 19,293 voters, a
variance of ‐3%. The LCC proposals will have in comparison:



Oadby Uplands Grange 9,085 ‐9%
Oadby Washbrook 10,208 +2%

This would leave two very unequal divisions and would be a lot more unequal than the
existing arrangements.
Finally we would challenge the County Council’s names for their proposed divisions.
Oadby Uplands Grange does not include the Grange housing estate and Oadby Washbrook
the course of the Washbrook is unknown to most Oadby residents. We can assume that
these names were invented by people who have no local knowledge of Oadby.

From Mr A.M.Kershaw CC

Member for Quorn & Barrow upon Soar

equality of representation, and reflects the identities and interests of local community. I
support the proposed new division names of Melton Ferneley and Melton Sargent.
Northwest Leicestershire Divisions: I strongly support the proposed LCC submission for the
divisions within this district. I support the proposal that Ashby Money Hill should be in the
Ashby Division, and Ashby Castle be in the Valley Division.
Oadby and Wigston Borough Divisions: I strongly support retaining single member divisions,
and so support the creation of two single member divisions for Oadby which will promote
more effective and convenient local government with clearly identifiable councillor
responsibility, instead of the current two member Oadby Division. I support the two new
Division names: Oadby Uplands Grange and Oadby Washbrook.
Yours sincerely,

Nicholas Rushton
Leader of Leicestershire County Council

Mr A.M.Kershaw CC,
173 Bradgate Road,
Anstey,
Leicestershire.
LE7 7FW
Email: tony.kershaw@leics.gov.uk
Tel: 0116 235 1681

Mayers, Mishka
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Mr. I. D. Ould
17 July 2015 12:47
Owen, David
Leicestershire County Council Boundary Review Submission

Dear David Owen,
As the current County Councillor for the Market Bosworth Division of Leicestershire County Council, I accept that it is
16% above the average. Indeed, when Barlestone Parish was added some 8 years ag, I objected on the grounds of
size but at the time the prevailing determinant was that it should be coterminous with Borough Council ward
boundaries. This principle caused a huge imbalance between the Division that I represent and the adjoining Divisions
of Markfield and Mallory, where there were nearly 2,000 less voters in each, and instead of the 13 Parish Councils
making up the Market Bosworth Division, the other two Divisions had only three and four respectively.
Workload for an individual councillor was uneven, to say the least.
I have seen the submission from Leicestershire County Council and voted for it at the County Council meeting,
although it does not produce relatively even numbers of voters.
In e‐mailing you, I would like to draw attention to the fact that the current Market Bosworth Division has a clear
identity and character that I do not want to see challenged as a result of number crunching. On the basis of last in,
first out, Barlestone was the choice of the County Council to go into a neighbouring County Council Division. Much
more importantly it brings the Market Bosworth Division within the + or – 10% range but in so doing does not
threaten the character and identity of the current Division.
The Market Bosworth Division is largely rural, with the main employment gained through tourism. From south to
north, and east to west, tourist attractions abound, from the world class Zoo at Twycross to the location in the
southern half of the Division of the Battle of Bosworth site. Running almost south to north is the Ashby Canal, with a
preserved railway line linking Shackerstone with Shenton, and the County Council’s official Battle of Bosworth visitor
centre. There is a large country park at Market Bosworth, and a very popular water park feature west of Market
Bosworth. I am very keen that this identity is not lost. There are 23 rural settlements making up the Division, with
three larger centres of population included in that, i.e., Market Bosworth itself, Stoke Golding, and the relatively
recently added Barlestone.
There are two high level engineering business in the Division, and the exciting developments around MIRA in the
parish of Higham on the Hill. This is the economic development zone for Leicestershire, as expressed through the
Leicestershire County Council, Leicester City Council, Economic Partnership (LLEP).
Losing Barlestone would clearly reduce my workload to more manageable proportions but I would not want to do
this if the remainder of the Division’s identity was threatened. In effect what I am saying is this, it is more important
to maintain the coherence of the Division than it is to reduce my workload.
Thank you for your time in reading my e‐mail.
Yours sincerely,
Ivan Ould
County Councillor for the Market Bosworth Division of Leicestershire County Council
Lead Member for Children & Families,
Leicestershire County Council,
1

Mr David Snartt.

1. I, David Snartt, strongly support the County Council’s submission to the Local
Government Boundary Commission for England (LGBCE) which is carrying out an
electoral review of Leicestershire County Council. I agree that the number of
councillors should be 55.
2. In particular, I strongly support the proposed County Council divisions and names in
the following districts/boroughs:

Blaby District

Charnwood Borough, especially my Division of Bradgate. The villages are
supportive of each other in areas such as Doctors, shopping and leisure activities.
The Parish Councils work well together, collaborating to make a difference for their
residents.

Harborough District

Hinckley & Bosworth Borough
3. Melton Borough Divisions: I strongly support the LCC proposals for the four divisions
in the Melton Borough. I wish to see the current electoral arrangements continued
as far as possible whilst ensuring equality of representation. Melton residents
observe the Melton Town and rural split as distinct community identities. Although
the LGBCE guidelines indicate against rural/urban “doughnuts” I believe Melton
Borough to be an exceptional case with powerful arguments for retaining the status
quo and division names as closely as possible. The rural divisions of Asfordby and
Belvoir are parished with strong village communities which look to themselves. I
believe the proposals as put forward by the LCC Labour Group put this at risk.
4. I strongly support the proposal to move a single polling district (E1) into the Asfordby
Division. This retains the current division boundaries as closely as possible but still
ensures equality of representation, and reflects the identities and interests of local
communities. I support the proposed new division names of Melton Ferneley and
Melton Sargent.
5. Northwest Leicestershire Divisions: I strongly support the proposed LCC submission
for the divisions within this district. I support the proposal that Ashby Money Hill
should be in the Ashby Division, and Ashby Castle be in the Valley Division.
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6. Oadby and Wigston Borough Divisions: I strongly support retaining single member
divisions, and so support the creation of two single member divisions for Oadby
which will promote more effective and convenient local government with clearly
identifiable councillor responsibility, instead of the current two member Oadby
Division. I support the two new Division names: Oadby Uplands Grange and Oadby
Washbrook.
Yours sincerely,
David Snartt,
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Mayers, Mishka
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Maggie Wright
06 July 2015 20:58
reviews
Electoral Review of Leicestershire
Thurlaston PC Comments on Boundary Changes.doc

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Follow up
Flagged

As District Councillor for the Normanton Ward (in Blaby District Council Leicestershire) I am writing to
add my objection and comments to those already submitted by Thurlaston Parish Council and Leicester
Forest West Parish Meeting. A copy of their comments is attached.
The new proposal is to take these communities out of the existing Stanton, Croft and Normanton division
and add them to the new Glenfield, Kirby Muxloe and Leicester Forest division.
I do not feel this change will balance criteria which is set out in law. Namely, the new pattern of divisions
will not reflect the interests and identities of these 2 local communities. Nor will it, I believe, provide for
effective and convenient local government.
For the last 4 years Thurlaston Parish Council and Leicester Forest West Parish meeting have been active
members of the Fosse Villages Neighbourhood Plan Working Group. A considerable amount of time and
resources have been spent on attending meetings, drawing up plans, documents and taking part in public
consultations. This Neighbourhood Plan represents a collective of villages who share common interests. I
feel the proposed boundary change will be detrimental to this ongoing work. Thurlaston and Leicester
Forest West are small communities who will have little in common with the new proposed settlements. At
present they share common ties with the surrounding Villages of Croft, Huncote and Stoney Stanton. For
example, medical surgeries, education and historical ties to the Quarry industry. The proposed settlements
represent large conurbations with no synergy.
For stated reasons I ask that the proposed changes are not made.
Margaret Wright
District Councillor for the Normanton Ward
Blaby District Council - Leicestershire
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