Ashby, Jonathan

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Jane Hatton
02 August 2017 15:58
reviews
Boundary Review
Follow up
Flagged

Dear Sirs

Following the information sent regarding the review, this was discussed at the Assignton Parish Council on
the 31st August and I have been asked to respond on the behalf of the Councillors.

District Councillor Jennie Jenkins informed the council that two proposals were being considered and the
councillors agreed that Assington should be aligned with a ward to include Bures St Mary, Newton and
Boxford.
I trust this is in order but if you have any queries then please do contact me.
Regards

Jane Hatton
Clerk
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BENTLEY PARISH COUNCIL
Chairman: Cllr M Bamford

Clerk to the Council:
Mrs J Scott

Review Officer (Babergh)
Local Government Boundary Commission for England
14th Floor Millbank Tower
Millbank
London
SW1P 4QP
For the attention of Ms Laura Taylor – Review Officer
11 July 2017
.
Dear Ms Taylor
Electoral Review of Babergh Warding Arrangements
Your letter dated 13 June 2017 was discussed at length at Bentley Parish Council Meeting
held on Thursday 6 July 2017. Councillors would like to know if representation within the
area of Bentley will be affected. They would also like clarification of Bentley Parish and
Dodnash Ward boundaries and representation within these boundaries. Councillors
expressed concern over the possibility of changing the balance of representation between
towns and rural areas.
Thank you for your help and I look forward to hearing from you.
Yours sincerely

Joy Scott (Mrs)
Clerk – Bentley Parish Council

7/20/2017

Local Boundary Commission for England Consultation Portal
Babergh District
Personal Details:
Name:

michael BAMFORD

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: Bentley parish Council

Comment text:
Bentley Parish is represented in Dodnash ward. As represented the boundaries would be unchanged. At present each Counciillor represents
1500-1800 residents. if the projected to be +/- 90,000, each councillor would represent around 3000 residents - the logic would be that
Dodnash would be represented by 1 councillor. If re-organising boundaries within Dodnash is considered, Bentley might well be better served
within a larger Mid-Samford, Alton or Brook ward, as within its current arrangement the agenda of Dodnash Councillor is totally predicated by
East Bergholt's self serving agenda. Chair, Bentley Parish Council

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/9940
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7/21/2017

Local Boundary Commission for England Consultation Portal
Babergh District
Personal Details:
Name:

Richard Weller-Poley

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: Boxted Parish Meeting

Comment text:
At the last Boxted Parish Meeting held on 12th April 2017, it was agreed that the meeting wished to remain in the Chadacre Ward; there have
been historical connections between the various villages within the Ward for generations so to alter the boundaries would break those
connections.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/9985
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8/14/2017

Local Boundary Commission for England Consultation Portal
Babergh District
Personal Details:
Name:

Dave Crimmin

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

Comment text:
Chilton Parish Councillors consider that the current arrangement where Chilton is linked with other rural
parishes on the boundaries with the urban parishes of Sudbury and Great Cornard should continue. This
proposal opposes the options put forward by Babergh District Council, which link the parish with either
Sudbury or Great Cornard, neither of which have anything else in common with Chilton except a boundary.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/10136
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From Freston Parish Council
We discussed this at our recent Parish Council Meeting.
We would prefer to go with Holbrook as they use Freston x-roads and the road at Turkey Farm. Our
residents use the schools in Holbrook, GP surgery and the Co-op at Holbrook. The sports Hall is also
at Holbrook.
We would prefer a single District Council and NOT 2 as we have now. .
From
Elizabeth Aldous
Chairman Freston Parish Council

GREAT CORNARD PARISH COUNCIL
Council Manager
Nadine C. Tamlyn

E-mail greatcornardpc@tiscali.co.uk

Response to the Electoral Review of Babergh District Council
Introduction
The Local Government Boundary Commission for England (LGBCE) has announced that it
is to conduct an electoral review of the Babergh District. This is in response to a request
from Babergh District Council (BDC) following the announcement of an intervention review
into its partner council, Mid Suffolk District Council (MSDC). The difference is that MSDC is
required to undergo a review because of ‘a significant disparity in electoral equality across a
number of wards’i In other words, some Mid Suffolk councillors represent considerably
more or considerably fewer electors than the average for the district as a whole.

This is

not yet the case in Babergh but BDC has chosen voluntarily to undergo a review as part of
its strategy ‘to potentially work towards becoming a single council’ii with MSDC. It is the
view of Great Cornard Parish Council (GCPC) that the element of choice on the part of
BDC in this review is important because of the potential knock-on effects if and when BDC
decides to conduct a review of numbers of parish councillors and of parish ward
boundaries.
Preliminary Stage Review: Council Size
BDC came into being in 1974 as a result of the Local Government Act, 1972. The number
of members was set at 42 and there has been only one previous change, an increase of 1
member to 43 members for the 2003 election. The main change seems to have been to
abolish Babergh’s only 3-member ward, Hadleigh, in favour of two 2-member wards for the
town. This is important as, if an effect of this review were to reintroduce 3-member wards,
perhaps in areas that has never had them, GCPC would regard that as a retrograde step.

The increase of 1 member for the 2003 election represented a 2.34% increase in members.
In comparison, the decrease of members from 43 to 31 proposed by BDC which LGBCE is
‘minded to recommend’iii represents a 27.9% decrease in members. LGBCE’s own Guide
for Councillors states:
In some circumstances, for example where a major change in council size is
proposed, the Commission will consider holding a public consultation on the
proposal.iv
In these circumstances, Great Cornard Parish Council is astonished that the LGBCE has
not chosen to carry out a public consultation on the proposed change to the council size of
Babergh District from 43 to 31 members. It is our view that this proposed more-than-25%
reduction in size, is a major change and sufficient ground for triggering a public consultation
on the preliminary stage review. GCPC urges LGBCE now to revise its public consultation
process so that the views of other public bodies and the public at large can be taken into
account before attempting to squeeze the district’s electorate into too-small containers.
Great Cornard’s Size Submission
The letter of the LGBCE Chief Executive to the Chief Executive of BDC and MSDC states
the following criteria which the electoral review must meet:
In drawing up a pattern of electoral wards, the Commission must balance its three
statutory criteria, namely:
• To deliver electoral equality where each district councillor represents roughly the
same number of electors as others across the district.
• That the pattern of wards should, as far as possible, reflect the interests and
identities of local communities.
• That the electoral arrangements should provide for effective and convenient local
government. The Commission will test proposals against the criteria before drawing
up draft recommendations.v
GCPC do not wish to attempt to prescribe the exact number of members appropriate for
BDC but we note that elected Babergh members, in an intense series of workshops held in
the early part of 2017, came to the view that 36 members would be ‘the most appropriate
size for operating each council from May 2017 under the new Leader-Cabinet model’vi.
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This would still be a 16.28% reduction in the number of members, more than is proposed in
the final submission for MSDC.
It is the view of GCPC that the figure of 36 members arrived at in intensive workshops by
elected members is more likely to be right than the final submission figure of 31 members,
which appears to be just an attempt to split the difference between the officer assessment
of 25 membersvii and the member figure of 36. It is also our view that a figure of around 36
members should enable satisfactory warding arrangements for our larger urban areas,
particularly Sudbury, Great Cornard and Hadleigh, while at the same time avoiding the
need to yoke together smaller, rural parishes with no natural affinity with each other.
Babergh is a diverse district of small towns, large and small villages and many rural areas.
A radical reduction of number of members by nearly 28% to 31 may enable the first and
third criteria above to be met but only at the expense of the second: ‘that the pattern of
wards should, as far as possible, reflect the interests and identities of local communities’.
For local people, that is the most important criterion of them all.
Great Cornard: Community Interests and Identity
Great Cornard (Cornard Magna) has been a continuously inhabited site since ancient times.
It is mentioned in the Domesday Book, the survey completed in 1086 for William the
Conqueror. So is our parish church, St Andrews. Thomas Gainsborough’s parents were
married in St Andrews in 1704. One of his famous paintings, Cornard Wood, is also the
subject of a drawing which has recently been discovered in a folder attributed to Sir Edwin
Landseer in the Royal Collection at Windsor Castle. Cornard Wood strongly legitimates the
whole folder of drawings as being by Gainsborough. Art historians Lindsay Stainton and
James Hamilton explain:
The drawing for Cornard Wood is “an important and highly revealing squared-up
study”, [Hamilton] said. “Squaring-up” a drawing was a common way for artists to
transfer a composition to a painting. Stainton said that when the drawing is
superimposed on to the painting they were “a perfect match”.viii
We believe Cornard Wood was painted from what is now Great Cornard Country Park,
which GCPC created in 1986 and David Bellamy opened on our behalf. We believe that
GCPC was the first parish council in the country to create a country park from scratch as
opposed to taking over the management of one from a principal council.
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Great Cornard Country Park both provides much-needed outdoor leisure facilities for our
developed urban area and acts as a green barrier to urban sprawl into our own Cornard
Tye and our rural neighbours in Little Cornard and Newton Green. Since 1986, the country
park has been extended with the purchase of ‘Danes Hole’ - thought to be the site where
Viking raiders were defeated by local Anglo-Saxons and buried where they fell. Danes
Hole was chosen as a site for the Heritage Orchard Scheme which encourages the planting
of local varieties of fruit trees. Shawlands Woods, to the East of the village, has also been
designated a Local Nature Reserve.
Great Cornard has a strong local identity. Though never a market town, we are the second
largest population centre in the Babergh district. Only Sudbury next door is larger. We are
marginally bigger than Hadleigh. The basis of our growth was the development of London
overspill housing by the GLC in the 1960s and 1970s but growth has continued up to the
present day and beyond, making Great Cornard a very vibrant community.
Great Cornard has excellent community facilities, including the highly regarded Thomas
Gainsborough School (TGS), an academy including a sixth form, in brand new buildings on
the site of the former Great Cornard Upper School; two primary schools; and a Pupil
Referral Unit. Great Cornard Library, Sports Centre and swimming pool, are all centrally
located on the TGS site. We have thriving Scouts and Guides groups, both operating from
their own premises, the Village Hall and Old School, on long term leases from Great
Cornard Parish Council and Suffolk County Council respectively.
Great Cornard has at least two thriving church congregations, at St Andrews Church and
the Cornard Christian Fellowship. We have both a doctors’ and a dentists’ surgery. The
Poplar Road shops, regenerated within the last ten years, include a pharmacist, the local
post office and a convenience store, as well as three fast food outlets. The village also
benefits from having two well used Co-op food stores and four public houses.
Great Cornard has some of the best flat-access sports fields in the whole area. Our sports
centre and swimming pool have been mentioned. Great Cornard Parish Council owns
Blackhouse Lane Sports Fields, home to Cornard United Football Club, Cornard Youth
Football Club and the Great Cornard Cricket club. The Sudbury Rugby Club and Boxing
Club are also based in Great Cornard.
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Great Cornard has a bustling community centre, The Stevenson Centre, which is a hub for
over 40 local groups and volunteer organisations. Again, it is one of the best flat-access
public buildings in this area of South-West Suffolk and is well-used by organisations like
Success after Stroke. An extension is planned for next year which will improve still further
facilities for the elderly and disabled. The Centre also benefits from a large Recreation
Ground with an adult exercise gym and play area. The recreation ground is also home to
the Cornard Bowls Club. The parish council part-funds a popular local newsletter called
Cornard News, which is independently edited and circulated by a team of volunteers to all
households in the village.
Great Cornard is a self-sufficient community and depends on Sudbury Town only for its
shops and some leisure and employment. A daily shop can be carried out in the village, a
weekly shop is more likely to take place in Sudbury town centre or one of its supermarkets
but a monthly shop might take residents as far afield as Colchester, Ipswich, Bury St
Edmunds, Cambridge or Braintree. Similarly, Sudbury might supply some employment
opportunities but so too might any of the above towns, as might Haverhill or Halstead.
Growth Understatement
We believe the growth forecast for the number of Great Cornard electors in 2020 of 7529 is
an under-estimate. Great Cornard has seen significant housing development in recent
years. The old Guilford Europe site is currently being re-developed with 110 new homes
and is in the final build stage with many of the houses now occupied. The name of the
development, ‘Weavers Meadow’, and the road name, Guilford Way, are reminders of the
industrial employment history of Great Cornard.
Work to prepare the Carsons Drive site for the development of 166 new homes by
Persimmon has begun, with the street names of Taylor, Wakelin, Heckford, Farrant and
Allen all commemorating people and families with deep and long-standing connections with
the local community.
The Babergh Local Plan 2011-2031: Core Strategy and Policies (2014) identified 500
houses to be built on land to the East of Sudbury/Great Cornard. This Allocation is likely to
be increased to 600 houses to meet the criteria for a new primary school and is likely to be
saved in the new Babergh and Mid Suffolk Joint Local Plan, which has just been approved
for first-stage public consultation.

An earlier call for sites led to landowners in Great

Cornard, rather than Sudbury, bringing forward proposals for this allocation.

The
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landowners are keen to see their sites developed as soon as possible and the shortfall in
Babergh’s 5-year land supply for housing means it is likely that planning applications could
be submitted by early 2018, with a target build date of 2020.
Based on the planned development in the village, GCPC believes that the 2020 forecast of
7529 electors will be exceeded, perhaps by as many as 500 electors by 2022.
Great Cornard’s Preferred Option
The principles which GCPC wish the LGBCE to implement are as follows:
1. Great Cornard has a strong local identity and deserves respect as the second-largest
population centre in the Babergh district. No district wards should be created which
cross the parish boundaries between Great Cornard and our neighbours, either in
Sudbury or in the rural villages to the South and East of us. In particular, although Little
and Great Cornard might seem like a good fit, the fact is that we are totally different
kinds of settlement with little in common other than our mutual desire not to let Great
Cornard sprawl into Little Cornard.
2. Great Cornard is strongly identified by its two wards, Great Cornard North and Great
Cornard South, which also includes Cornard Tye. These two wards are also the wards
into which GCPC is organised and we do not wish to see any changes to warding
arrangements for the district which would have an adverse impact on the parish council
wards.
3. There may need to be some adjustment to the boundary between the North and the
South wards, although given the near-equality of the wards based on their current size
and the fact that both wards are already above the average for electors per councillor,
little adjustment should be needed.
Let us assume that the number of electors in Great Cornard by 2022 will be 8,000ix. If
Great Cornard’s size submission of 36 elected members is accepted, then the average
number of electors per councillor would be 2,056, and the range of plus/minus 10% would
be 1,850-2,262. In this case, 4 councillors in two 2-member wards as at present would give
2,000 electors per councillor, marginally below the average at the start of the period but
likely to rise above the average if the faster-than-planned housing growth we have seen in
recent years continues, as we believe it will.
This is the preferred option of GCPC.
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Great Cornard’s Fall-back Option
If, notwithstanding the compelling arguments made above, the LGBCE decides to cut
Babergh District Council to 31 members, then the average number of electors per councillor
would be 2,388, and the range of plus/minus 10% would be 2,149-2,627. Let us again
assume that the number of electors in Great Cornard by 2022 will be 8,000. In this case,
2,000 electors per councillor for 4 councillors would be outside the range, by approximately
16% from the average. In this case, a difficult decision would have to be made. It would
still be the case, we believe, that growth would be strong and it could be that it would not
take long for the facts of housing growth to demonstrate that insisting on 31 members was
a mistake based on the short term.
If just 3 elected members were proposed for Great Cornard, then, assuming 8,000 electors
by 2022, this would give 2,667 electors per councillor, already marginally above the upper
10% range. Even on the Babergh projection of 7,529 electors by 2020, the figure of 2,510
electors per councillor would at the outset be 5.11% above the average number of electors
per councillor and Great Cornard would begin the post-review period as it ended the prereview period, under-represented. Again, it would not take long for the facts of housing
growth to demonstrate that insisting on 31 members was a mistake based on the short
term.
However, if the LGBCE still insisted on 31 members for BDC and 3 members for Great
Cornard, then the principles which GCPC would wish the LGBCE to implement would be as
follows:
4. Again, Great Cornard has a strong local identity and deserves respect as the secondlargest population centre in the Babergh district. No district wards should be created
which cross the parish boundaries between Great Cornard and our neighbours, either in
Sudbury or in the rural villages to the South and East of us. In particular, although Little
and Great Cornard might seem like a good fit, the fact is that we are totally different
kinds of settlement with little in common other than our mutual desire not to let Great
Cornard to sprawl into Little Cornard.
5. There would have to be three single-member wards, not one 3-member ward - this
would be a retrograde stop with BDC having got rid of them in 2003.
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6. There should not be one 2-member ward and one single-member ward – this would blur
lines of accountability and be confusing for electors used to the simplicity of two 2member wards.
7. The wards would have to be called Great Cornard, North, Great Cornard, South and
Great Cornard, East – there would be no West ward as the River Stour is the western
boundary of the parish, district and county.
Although this is GCPC’s fall-back option, it falls a long, long way short of the successful
representation which could be achieved by LGBCE agreeing to 36 elected members for
BDC and 4 members in two wards representing Great Cornard on the district council.

Babergh and Mid Suffolk Councils – Further Electoral Review: Council Size Submission to the Local
Government Boundary Commission for England, p.1
i

Babergh and Mid Suffolk Councils – Further Electoral Review: Council Size Submission to the Local
Government Boundary Commission for England, p.2
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Taking part in the Electoral review of Babergh District Council A guide for councillors, Preliminary stage,
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Jolyon Jackson CBE, Chief Executive, The Local Government Boundary Commission for England, to
Mr Arthur Charvonia, Chief Executive, Babergh and Mid Suffolk District Councils, Electoral Review of
Babergh: Warding Arrangements, 13 June 2017
Babergh and Mid Suffolk Councils – Further Electoral Review: Council Size Submission to the Local
Government Boundary Commission for England, p.14
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Local knowledge suggests there are eligible voters in the village who have not yet registered to vote and GCPC’s
argument holds for any number from the official 2020 projection upwards.
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8/14/2017

Local Boundary Commission for England Consultation Portal
Babergh District
Personal Details:
Name:

David Crimmin

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: Great Waldingfield Parish Council

Comment text:
Great Waldingfield Parish Councillors support Babergh District Council's proposal to link the parish with Little
Waldingfield, Acton and Lavenham as this continues to combine the other rural parishes around Sudbury.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/10138

1/1

8/14/2017

Local Boundary Commission for England Consultation Portal
Babergh District
Personal Details:
Name:

Jeremy Osborne

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

Comment text:
I am responding on behalf of Groton Parish Council (GPC), having attended the recent meeting of Babergh
District Council where it was resolved that two proposals should be forwarded to LGBCE for consideration.
GPC has noted with concern that Proposal 1 separates Groton and Edwardstone from Boxford, which fails to
recognise that these three villages are essentially one community and this proposed arrangement would not
represent a good fit in terms of logical warding and certainly does not help to maintain community identities.
Proposal 2 which shows Boxford, Groton and Edwardstone together with Polstead would be completely
acceptable to us, and if necessary, Kersey Lindsey and Milden could be added to this group. We are not in a
position to propose an alternative scheme for the whole area, but wish to strongly urge the Commission to
ensure that Boxford, Groton and Edwardstone are represented by the same Councillor in any future
arrangements, as indeed they are at present.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/10150
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Ashby, Jonathan

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Parish Clerk Holbrook
09 August 2017 10:40
reviews
Babergh District Council review

Good morning,

Holbrook Parish Council has seriously considered the potential for changes to the Holbrook and Harkstead
Ward and discussed this at some length at their meeting on 17th July 2017. A number of options were
considered, for example including Freston and Tattingstone which share characteristics and a boundary with
Alton Water, or expanding north to incorporate Freston and Woolverstone.
Given the complexity of the requirements for calculating the number of electors and other considerations,
Councillors felt that they were unable to recommend one option over another. However, they strongly
agreed that Holbrook should not simply be subsumed into a neighbouring ward.
Holbrook is the hub of the peninsula; its Academy provides 11-16 education for all primaries on the peninsula,
it has the only sports centre and the largest supermarket/post office which is used by many people from
villages around the area. Holbrook has been the only core village on the peninsula for many years.
Holbrook Parish Council therefore recommends that whatever boundary changes are made are cognisant of
Holbrook’s position in the area and that it remains a lead settlement in any renaming exercise.
If you require any further information please don’t hesitate to contact me.
Best regards, Ferial

Mrs Ferial Rolfe
Parish Clerk for Holbrook
Usually working Monday, Tuesday and Friday mornings.

1

8/14/2017

Local Boundary Commission for England Consultation Portal
Babergh District
Personal Details:
Name:

David Crimmin

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: Little Cornard Parish Council

Comment text:
Little Cornard Parish Councillors support the proposal by Babergh District Council to link the parish with the
other rural parishes of Newton, Assington and Leavenheath. They are opposed to linking the parish with the
urban parish of Great Cornard.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/10137
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Ashby, Jonathan

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Jane Hatton
17 July 2017 09:48
reviews
Boundary Review
Follow up
Flagged

Dear Sirs

Following the information sent regarding the review, this was discussed at the Newton Parish Council on
the 12th July and I have been asked to respond on the behalf of the Councillors. It was agreed that the
views of the council are that Newton should remain aligned with other rural parishes and not aligned with
any urban parishes or town councils.
I trust this is in order but if you have any queries then please do contact me.
Regards

Jane Hatton
Clerk

1

Ashby, Jonathan

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

e-mail pinewoodpc
11 August 2017 21:24
reviews
Electoral Review of Babergh: Warding Arrangements

Dear Sir or Madam

PINEWOOD PARISH COUNCIL

Please find below the initial submission of Pinewood Parish Council into the proposed changes to the delivery of
electoral equality for voters across Babergh District Council.

Pinewood Parish Council represents Pinewood which is the largest parish within the Babergh District. Pinewood is
positioned on the edge of the Babergh District and bordered by the A14, A1214 and the south western outskirts of
Ipswich neighbouring the Chantry housing Estate.

The parish currently comprises mainly of one thousand nine hundred and thirty residential properties, the size and
design of these properties span the whole range of the housing stock spectrum. Business properties within the parish
including a local co-op store, hairdressing salon and an Indian cuisine outlet. An ALDI food store is also situated within
the parish together with the Ipswich Veterinary Centre and Suffolk One sixth form college. Other non-residential
properties comprises a doctors surgery, The Bridge Special Needs School, a church and a large community hall. The
Interchange Retail Park is also within the parish and includes a Tesco Extra Superstore including petrol station,
Mothercare, Burger King, Costa Coffee, Currys, Multiyork Furniture store, Currys electrical store, B & M discount store
and The Copdock Park and Ride .
The population of the parish is in the region of 5000 of whom 3291 are currently on the electoral role. At present the
parish is represented on Babergh District Council by two district councillors who have been able to focus on the needs
of the Pinewood community.
Pinewood Parish Council is very concerned that any electoral review of Babergh District Council does not have an
adverse effect on the quality of representation that the people of Pinewood receive from their district councillor(s).
Kind Regards.

Sandra Peartree
Clerk to Pinewood Parish Council
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Local Boundary Commission for England Consultation Portal
Babergh District
Personal Details:
Name:

David Crimmin

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

Comment text:
Polstead Parish councillors consider that a ward arrangement covering the parishes of Nayland, Stoke-by-Nayland, Keavenheath and Polstead
would maintain the close links that already exist within the parishes.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/9983
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Ashby, Jonathan

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Richard Stephens
04 August 2017 11:09
reviews
Somerton and the Babergh boundary review
Follow up
Flagged

To the Reviews Officer
I am writing as Chairman of the Somerton village meeting to express the feeling at the last village
meeting re boundaries. The attendees felt a closer affinity with Hartest and the other villages in the
Chadacre ward (including Stansted) than they did with Glemsford and would thus prefer the
boundaries to remain as they were prior to the last review so that rural connection with the other
villages remains.
If there is a form that needs to be completed befo
ssed, can you please send a duplicate to
It may be that the original form sent by
in error.
Thanking you in anticipation,
Richard Stephens
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Ashby, Jonathan

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

pc@sproughton.suffolk.gov.uk
08 August 2017 12:15
reviews
Electoral Review of Babergh: Warding Arrangments
Electoral Review of Babergh- Warding Arrangements SPC Submission 08.08.17.doc
Follow up
Flagged

Dear Sirs

Please find our consultation submission attached.
I’ve tried a few times to upload it via your web page but have been unsuccessful.
Kind regards

Sue Frankis (Mrs)
Clerk to the Parish of Sproughton
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operation of local and strategic planning policy and issues, and the necessary infrastructure
of transport, education, skills, power, green infrastructure and flood and coastal defences.
Sproughton has areas of potential significant development; Chantry Vale (for residential,
currently agricultural land) and the Sproughton Sugar Beet factory site (now owned by
Ipswich Borough Council, for business / employment, currently brownfield site).

Traffic has a significant impact on Sproughton and the potential of growth within the IPA is
likely to produce significant challenges and issues for the parish and the other surrounding
communities. The A14 trunk road passes through Sproughton and has interchanges in
Sproughton and Copdock and Washbrook, Pinewood and Wherstead. The A12 trunk road
connects with the A14 adjacent to Pinewood and has 2 interchanges in Copdock and
Washbrook. These interchanges give access to/from the strategic network to support
growth but also deliver significant diverted traffic volumes from them and onto the county
road network through these communities on the occasion of traffic incidents and capacity
problems on the trunk roads. The A1071 Principal County road passes through Sproughton
and provides an east – west transport corridor between the A12/A14/Ipswich area and the
significant growth areas in Hadleigh, Sudbury and Haverhill to the west. Again, this gives
rise to significant impact issues for Sproughton, together with Hintlesham and Burstall.
Sproughton Parish Council’s Proposal for Electoral Ward Boundaries

It is proposed that Sproughton would be within a ‘New’ Electoral Ward made up of the
following parishes:
Sproughton, Pinewood, Burstall, Hintlesham, Chattisham, Copdock and Washbrook,
Belstead and Wherstead (existing Brook ward plus Pinewood parish).
1. Electoral equality for voters-

Currently, Brook Ward is represented by 2 councillors and Pinewood by 2
councillors. It is proposed that the ‘New’ Electoral ward would be
represented by 3 councillors. This would give a ratio in 2022 of 1 councillor
per 2345 electors. This is within 2% of the Babergh target representation for
the whole of the district. 3 Councillors per ward is recognised by the Local
Authority Boundary Commission as workable, and the adjacent Borough of
Ipswich has 16 Wards each with 3 councillors.

2. Community interests and identities

The parishes within the proposed ‘New’ Electoral grouping have obvious
commonalities. Growth and development is common to Sproughton,
Pinewood, Copdock and Washbrook, Belstead and Wherstead, and they are
within the IPA. Roughly 50% of the developed Sproughton area is contiguous
with Ipswich urban area as is Pinewood. All the parishes within the grouping
have existing transport and traffic related issues that are potentially going to
become more problematic with the proposed growth for the local area and
will require associated infrastructure. With the exception of perhaps

Pinewood, all parishes have significant rural identities and look towards the
urban area of Ipswich for certain services and towards the rural hinterland for
others.

3. Convenient and effective local government

The proposed grouping of parishes to form the ‘New’ electoral ward would all
be represented by the same MP (South Suffolk constituency), share a single
County Councillor (Belstead Brook Division) and share 3 District councillors.

Yours sincerely
Mrs S Frankis, Clerk to the Parish of Sproughton

Ipswich Policy Area Board
Revised Terms of Reference, October 2015
To provide a forum in which the five local authorities can work together to develop,
promote and deliver their vision for the Ipswich Policy Area as a major economic growth
area within the Greater Ipswich sub region, County of Suffolk and New Anglia Local
Enterprise Partnership.
To enable them to co-operate as local planning authorities on the preparation and
monitoring of their Local Plans and share relevant evidence and intelligence.
To provide a mechanism to ensure that all partners and stakeholders work together to
deliver the housing and employment growth requirements for the Ipswich Policy Area and
coordinate the delivery of the necessary infrastructure – including transport, education,
skills, power, green infrastructure, flood and coastal defences.
Constitution
The Board will consist of one Councillor and one Officer from the following authorities:
Ipswich Borough Council Suffolk Coastal District Council Mid Suffolk District Council Babergh
District Council Suffolk County Council
Each authority will nominate its representatives to the Board.
Ipswich Borough Council will provide the Secretariat to the Board, including Minutes of all
meetings and processing all Freedom of Information requests.
The Board will be chaired by Suffolk County Council until March 2017.
The Board will meet every two months but additional meetings may be called if required.
Sub-groups may be established by agreement. Other organisations may be coopted onto
sub-groups or invited to attend meetings.

Stanstead Parish Council
Clerk : Mr Roy Weedon

Local Government Boundary Commission for England
14th Floor
Millbank Tower
Millbank
London
SW1P 4QP
14th August 2017
Dear Sirs,
Re. the Proposed New Ward Boundaries.
On behalf of the Stanstead Parish Councillors we have discussed at length both
proposals.
Whereby we would prefer to retain the present arrangement, it works and we are
happy with it, we are realistic and realise there is a need for change under the
country’s present circumstances.
We would therefore like to submit our unanimous vote in adopting Proposal 1 where
Stanstead will retain 2 Members and continue to be part of a larger group of local
villages including our near neighbour Glemsford.
Kindest regards,
Cllr Graham Lee (Vice Chair)
On behalf of :
Cllr Jean Boyes (Chair)
Cllr Neville Theobold
Cllr Diane Wilson
Cllr Claire Johnsen
Cllr Rory Coxhill
Cllr David Finch

Ashby, Jonathan

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Parish Council
14 August 2017 16:40
reviews
Babergh DC Electoral Boundary Review

Dear Laura Taylor,

I write further to your letter to our Parish Council on 13th June with regards to the proposed changes to
the Electoral Boundaries.

All Councillors have now had time to consider the options available and the consensus view is the option
for one Councillor to cover the areas of Stratford St Mary, Higham, Holton St Mary, Shelly, Raydon,
Layham and the Wenhams would be their preference.
I trust that our Parish Councils views will be taken into consideration when decisions are made.
Thank you for your co-operation.

-Jenny O'Hanlon
Parish Clerk
Stratford St Mary Parish Council
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7/21/2017

Local Boundary Commission for England Consultation Portal
Babergh District
Personal Details:
Name:

Jacqueline Howells

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: Sudbury Town Council

Comment text:
Sudbury Town Council recommend that Sudbury is split into four wards (currently three) with one district councillor and four town councillors
representing each ward.

Uploaded Documents:
Download (https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/download document?
file=draft%2F1500564862 Boundary+Commission+response.docx)

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/9979
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Sudbury Town Council
Full Council meeting – 11th July 2017

ELECTORAL REVIEW OF BABERGH: WARDING ARRANGEMENTS
The Local Government Boundary Commission for England has formally commenced an
electoral review of Babergh District Council. The commission is carrying out a review to deliver
electoral equality for voters across Babergh District Council because of a request from the
Council.
The electoral review will recommend new electoral arrangements for Babergh District Council.
It will propose the total number of councillors elected to the council in the future (31 instead
of the current 43); the number of wards; the number of councillors representing each ward;
ward boundaries; names of wards.
RESOLVED
That the Town Council recommend Sudbury is split into 4 wards with one District Councillor
and four Town Councillors representing each ward.

Sudbury Town Council
Full Council meeting – 11th July 2017

ELECTORAL REVIEW OF BABERGH: WARDING ARRANGEMENTS
The Local Government Boundary Commission for England has formally commenced an
electoral review of Babergh District Council. The commission is carrying out a review to deliver
electoral equality for voters across Babergh District Council because of a request from the
Council.
The electoral review will recommend new electoral arrangements for Babergh District Council.
It will propose the total number of councillors elected to the council in the future (31 instead
of the current 43); the number of wards; the number of councillors representing each ward;
ward boundaries; names of wards.
RESOLVED
That the Town Council recommend Sudbury is split into 4 wards with one District Councillor
and four Town Councillors representing each ward.

8/18/2017

Local Boundary Commission for England Consultation Portal
Babergh District
Personal Details:
Name:

Simon Pearce

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

Comment text:
What I have to say, on behalf of Woolverstone Parish Council, concerns the Shotley Peninsula, part of
Babergh District and in respect of consultation regarding ward changes. This is a unique area, both
geographically and historically. The Shotley Peninsula is bounded on both sides by rivers - the Orwell and the
Stour. The entire coastal fringe, apart from a small section at Shotley Gate, is part of the Suffolk Coasts and
Heaths Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty and the interior is part of the AONB project area. Until 1937 most
of the peninsula was in the hands of one family, the Berners family (1773 - 1937), with their seat at
Woolverstone Hall in the village of Woolverstone. Much of the legacy of the estate exists in the architecture,
traditions, farms and families around the villages. We feel that the Shotley Peninsula will be best served by
respecting the geography and history of the area. The Peninsula has traditionally been seen as bounded by
the A137 to the West as far as Brantham. The villages on the Shotley Peninsula are connected by one main
"in and out" road (B1456) and some minor country lanes. Nearly all traffic converges at Freston crossroads.
The villages across the Peninsula share a community of interest. Recent planning developments have meant
that the population of Shotley Gate is expected to increase by over 1000 in the next five years as a
consequence of permissions to build 435 houses and on this basis we think that the parishes of Shotley,
Shotley Gate and Shotley Street should form a single ward.("Shotley" or "Ganges") Approx. population (in
five years) 3100 plus. The remaining villages on the Shotley Peninsula (Wherstead, Freston, Woolverstone,
Chelmondiston, Erwarton, Harkstead, Holbrook and Tattingstone) would be best served as a single ward
("Berners" or "Peninsula") by two councillors. There are two large developments planned for Holbrook at
present which would add a further 350 to the population. This growth is likely to increase further given that
Holbrook has been identified as a core village in the District. There are also development plans for other
Peninsula villages which will take this figure higher. Approx. population in 5 years 5150 plus. This number
gives rough comparability with the proposed Shotley Gate ward. Would we be pleased if you would give
careful consideration to our proposal for ward changes in this part of Babergh District. Simon Pearce.
Chairman. Woolverstone Parish Council

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/10172
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