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Richard Close

Email:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: Nil

Comment text:
Fen Drayton is in Papworth Ward . We have a good relationship with our two councillors over several years .
Our relationship with the rest of Papworth Ward goes back over many years and we see no merit in
changing the current situation. In short we wish to remain in Papworth Ward indeed we feel a change as
proposed would be to our disadvantage. Regards Richard and Bridget Close

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informedrepresentation/8508

1/1

Starkie, Emily
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Mayers, Mishka on behalf of reviews
25 July 2016 08:11
Starkie, Emily
FW: Boundary reviews in South Cambridgeshire

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Follow up
Completed

‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐
From: Peter Johnson
Sent: 24 July 2016 20:55
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Boundary reviews in South Cambridgeshire

Hi,
To put Milton and Waterbeach ward together and reduce it from 4 councillors to 3 is beyond belief, the growth rate
in Waterbeach alone is another 300 houses being built in the next 2 years and it is expected many more will be built
on the former barracks site in Waterbeach by 2020. How will less councillors give the residents the service they
deserve. It will create an unworkable work load for councillors and I ask this these wards remain as 4 councillors.
Best regards
Peter
Sent from my iPad
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Starkie, Emily
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Mayers, Mishka on behalf of reviews
25 July 2016 08:04
Starkie, Emily
FW: Gamlingay and the Mordens Ward

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Follow up
Flagged

From: Cicely
Sent: 24 July 2016 21:52
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Gamlingay and the Mordens Ward
Dear Madam/Sir,
I write in respect of the above proposed ward. While I agree that Hatley and possibly Croydon may feel some affinity
with Gamlingay, that is certainly not true for Abington Pigotts, Arrington, Guilden Morden,
Shingay‐cum‐Wendy, Steeple Morden or Tadlow. My worry with the proposed new ward is that the 8 smaller
parishes will be dominated by Gamlingay. Secondly, the geographic area from the A505 in Odsey, part of Steeple
Morden parish, up to Gamlingay is a very large area. I doubt whether there will be an allowance to cover the
mileage used in travelling to the various parish councils and parish meetings. Lumping small parishes together with
no consideration of their individual identities is wrong.
I have represented the current Mordens Ward for 14 years and my experience leads me to believe that the 2
suggested members would not be able to give the same level of service that my 4 existing parishes are accustomed
to receiving from me. That means a diminution of democracy. The population of this area is increasing quickly along
with the associated increase in planning applications. The local member is consulted on all planning applications.
There is also an increasing number of residents seeking housing. Mostly they turn to the local member for help. The
workload for the remaining 45 councillors is obviously going to increase.
Trying to suggest a different grouping of parishes is difficult. My inclination would be to put Litlington with Abington
Pigotts, Shingay cum Wendy, Tadlow, Guilden Morden and Steeple Morden (which is the existing church grouping)
plus Arrington.
These parishes do work together but changing one grouping would have a knock‐on effect on the other parish
groupings.
I have no solution. I just feel extremely sad that our local democracy is going to be diminished and residents are
going to feel marginalised.
Yours faithfully,
Cicely Murfitt (Mrs)
Current local member for the Mordens Ward.
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I am a resident of Shingay-cum-Wendy where I have lived at the same address for 42 years. I oppose
the transfer of Shingay-cum-Wendy from the Bassinbourn Ward to the Gamlingay Ward. This is
against all natural and historic associations and threatens our close geographical and cultural
relationship with Bassingbourn. There are significant common interests and concerns shared by our
communities such as Bassingbourn Barracks, Bassingbourn Schools, local services, drainage and
building developments. Our democratic right to make representations about crucial local issues will
be severely compromised by divorcing us from Bassingbourn Village which is at the core of our local
community. The proposal also cuts across the administration of the Shingay Group of Parishes which
would be divided between two Wards. As evidence of existing close ties and interdependence are
the following:
Shingay-cum-Wendy is very much a satellite of Bassingbourn village. It has few indigenous resources
and depends heavily on Bassingbourn, viz:
23 of our children go to school in Bassingbourn
We use the Bassingbourn School for a range of adult social, educational and cultural
activities
We shop in Bassingbourn, having none of our own
We go to the two pubs in the village, having none of our own
Our Doctor and Dentist have their practices in the village
We have our hair cut there
Our cars are serviced at the garage, having none of our own
We go to eat at YUVA and the High Street café, having no eateries of our own
Many of us work there
Some of them work in our Parrish
Some of us have business interests and create employment for residents of both parishes.
Some of us go to worship there
We have respect and have known and forged links with the elected Councillors for many
years. They attend our Parish Meetings on all important issues.
Our Parrish marches with Bassingbourn over an extended boundary that takes in the
Barracks and Fen Road and North End. We are neighbours in fact and in friendship
We support local charities and social activities
We belong to clubs, sports associations and fund-raising activities.
The road distance between the Village signs of Wendy and Bassingbourn is 1.3 miles only.
Travel between the two is easy on foot, by bike and car
In short Bassingbourn is the centre of our local community. It is the star at the center of our
Universe.
We like it, trust it and belong with it
We share a wide range of common interests and mutual concerns. These include
The future of Bassinbourn Barracks. This has major development potential and
whatever transpires will affect Shingay-cum-Wendy and Bassingbourn equally. It is imperative our
views and concerns which are likely to coincide with those of Bassingbourn, are represented. The
obvious and well established route would be via the Bassingbourn Ward Councillors.
The Schools as a vital local resource
The broad development policy for the area
Security
Drainage and flood management
Enhancing the sustainability of the area will be compromised if we are severed from
our neighbouring parishes by the imposition of new boundaries and new representatives at District
Council level.

The dearth of facilities in our Parrish endows Bassingbourn with our custom, support and strengths,
thereby enriching and strengthening both communities.
Transferring the Parrish to Gamlingay will effectively disenfranchise our rightful voice in local affairs.
We have infinitely more in common with Bassingbourn than with Gamlingay.
It is proposed our boundaries be gerrymandered by Civil Servants we do not appoint and over whom
we have no control nor means of representation other than this terminal and insubstantial
opportunity. The stated purpose of this change is to achieve a marginal reduction in the number of
voters in the Bassingbourn Ward in order that the Ward may be deprived of one of its two proactive
Councillors. This to be achieved by effectively disenfranchising our community and severing us
politically from our local center of gravity. This proposal is being made on quite arbitrary grounds
with total disregard for the rights, needs and legitimate concerns of the existing Ward.
The stated objectives of the proposals, and the failure of the arrangements being promulgated to
achieve them are as follows:

1 Improve electoral equality by equalising the number of electors each councillor represents.
Transferring the Mordens to the Bassingbourn Ward, retaining Shingay-cum-Wendy,
Abington Piggots and Litlington and retaining two Councillors whilst reducing the
Gamlingay electorate and having a single councillor would mathematically be a much
superior formula
2 Reflect community identity
The Proposal does the exact reverse. There is a natural affinity between the Shingay Group
of Parishes and Bassinbourn, the local center of social and political gravity.Together they
constitute a well-defined area of common interest and culture. Conversely the Shingay Group
has little if any connections with Gamlingay and would lose its voice concerning local and
important issues arising nearby in Bassingbourn, such as Barracks Developments.
Additionally if isolated, as proposed, Bassingbourn’s voice would be deprived of strong local
support on matters of common interest.
3 Provide for effective and convenient local government
Quite the reverse will occur if the proposals are pushed through. Shingay Group parishes
have little in common with Gamlingay. Conversely we find it very convenient and effective to
bring local matters to the attention of well-informed councillors resident just a mile or two
away, as affected by and conversant with the issues as we ourselves are”
The Shingay Group of Parishes ministered to by Rev Shamus Williams spans both the proposed new
Wards. Severing the Group is bound to be detrimental to its already stretched and precarious
administration, finances and management.
We have few if any associations with Gamlingay, which is some 10 miles distant, where we lack, and
do not seek, local connections, which we associate with Bedfordshire, not Cambridgeshire, have
virtually no cultural links and little if any affinity. Few of us routinely go to or depend upon
Gamlingay, commercially, educationally, recreationally, socially or politically. We would have little to
contribute to or benefit from that Ward
This whole exercise reeks of Civil Service practice at its worst, insensitive to local needs and wishes
and with no regard for the status quo, and deeply bureaucratic. An administration woefully out of
tune with the Community that funds it and which it is charged to support. It threatens to diminish

our voice in important local affairs and we have no confidence that distant councillors will be
familiar with or sympathetic to our needs and concerns.
This is an arbitrary proposal unrelated to the needs and realities of the close knit community it
threatens to dismember, predicated by arcane bureaucratic motives that entirely disregard and will
damage the interests of the people of Shingay-cum-Wendy, the Shingay Group of Parishes and
Bassingbourn. There is a far superior alternative, to merge the Mordens with the existing
Bassinbourn Ward, which would indeed meet the stated objectives of the Boundary Commission.
The current proposals fail totally to achieve that and should be revoked.

Philip Paxman
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MRS SMITH

Email:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
SHEPRETH HAS CLOSE TIES WITH BOTH BARRINGTON AND FOXTON AS THIS IS WHERE THE
VILLAGE CHILDREN GO TO SCHOOL. SHEPRETH ALSO HAS CLOSE TIES WITH FOXTON IN RESPECT
OF THE PARISH CHURCH COMMUNITY TOO. MELDRETH AND SHEPRETH DON'T SEEM TO HAVE MUCH
IN COMMON AS FAR AS LOCAL ISSUES ARE CONCERNED THEY ONLY AT PRESENT SHARE A DISTRICT
COUNCILLOR AND COUNTY COUNCILLOR. THAT IS IT! HAS THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOUNDARY
COMMISSION CONSIDERED PUTTING SHEPRETH IN WITH EITHER BARRINGTON OR FOXTON
CONSIDERING THE SOCIAL/COMMUNITY TIES ARE FAR MORE STRONGER THAN WHAT WE HAVE AT
PRESENT BEING IN WITH MELDRETH?

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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Linda Whitebread

Email:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I am pleased that under the new proposals Great and Little Shelford and Stapleford will remain as
one ward and that the suggestion that Stapleford join Sawston is no longer on the table. The 3
parishes work closely together and have a lot in common.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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Because of these examples of such strong shared interests above, the Bassingbourn District
Councillors regularly attend Shingay-cum-Wendy Parish Meetings in an advisory capacity on planning
and other local issues. This advice is not only invaluable from a regulatory and process perspective,
but also from the fact that Bassingbourn is invariably affected by such issues themselves, due to the
close geographical proximity, so sharing of experience, knowledge and local opinion between the
parishes is vital to formulating a mutually beneficial approach to such issues as they arise. One
recent real example of this mutual interest and so cooperation was the planning process for Vine
Farm solar farm. Another ever-present example is the impact of the various uses of Bassingbourn
barracks over the years.
So in summary, we feel that the value of the deep shared interests between our communities far
outweighs the negligible reduction of Bassingbourn’s electoral roll through removing Shingay-cumWendy from their ward, and so we strongly urge the Boundary Commission to please reconsider
these plans and to leave Shingay-cum-Wendy within the Bassingbourn ward.
Thank you very much for your consideration of this letter,

Yours Sincerely,

Timothy S Whitehead and Tracey Hazel

