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1.

In accordance with the responsibilities imposed by Section 48, .

subsection (8) of the Local Government Act 1972, Solihull Metropolitan Borough
Council conducted a parish review and reported to us on 27 August 1980.

The

Borough Council's report, with supporting documents is enclosed.
It recommends four alterations to the boundaries of the eleven
parishes in their area.

;

J.t also recommends the creation if a new parish

from parts of the existing parishes of Castle Bromwich and Kingshurst.
Council were against change to the Chelmsley Wood/Bickenhill;
in-Arden; Hampton-in-Arden/Berkswell;
boundaries.

The

Bickenhill/Hampton-

and Hampton-in-Arden/Meridan parish

The report also recommends against the creation of parishes in the

unparished region of their Borough, For the remainder of the area, the Borough
Council have decided that no changes were necessary.

2.

We considered the Borough Council's report and associated comments in

accordance with the requirements of Section 48(9) Pf the Act, together with the
enclosed representations which were received direct, and which are listed in the
attached Schedule A. We are satisfied that" the review was carried out "in accordance
with -the requirements of Section 60 of the Act.

3.

As a result of our initial consideration we were disposed, tearing in nfind

the guidelines contained in Department of the Environment Circular 121/77 and our
own Report No. 286, to adopt the proposals recommended by the Borough Council insofar
as they related to the parished part of the borough, subject to one draft
modification affecting the boundaries of Hampton-in-Arden, Meriden and Berkswell;
however, we had reservations about the Borough Council's decision not to recommend •
the constitution of new parishes in the unparished area of the borough.

A survey

conducted by the Council had shown that a significant number of. the area's
residents favoured the formation of parish councils j we had receired
representations suggesting that insufficient account had been taken by the Borough
Council of the views of people in the unparished area and that the Council's own
working group had recommended the establishment of parishes in some unparished
areas.

We decided, therefore, that we should exercise the powers conferred on us

by Section 48; subsection (9) of the 1972 Act and review the whole of the
unparished area for the purpose of considering whether or not it would be desirable,
in the interests of effective and convenient local government, for us to make
proposals for parishes in all or any part thereof.

4.

We further decided to arrange for a public meeting to be held by an

Assistant Commissioner at which local opinion could be fully tested. In accordance
with Section 65(2) of the 1972 Act, and at our request, Mr G R Lang MBE was appointed
an Assistant Commissioner to hold a local meeting for this purpose and also to hear
representations on the suggestion by Hampton-in-Arden Parish Council (which was not
supported by the Borough Council) that that parish should be enlarged to take in
the electors in Marsh Lane, Bradnock's "Lane and Kenilworth Road, presently in the
parishes of Berkswell and Meriden. The meeting took place on 19 January 1982 at
the Civic Hall Lounge, Solihull.

A copy of Mr Lang's report is attached at

Schedule D to this report together with his summary of the representations received
in response to our letter.

5.

In the light of the discussion at the meeting and his inspection of the ~rea

the Assistant Commissioner recommended that.parishes be constituted in the following
areas:(i)

from the unparished area of Packwood district ward - to be called

Dorridge and Bentley Heath;
(ii)

from the unparished area of Knov/le district ward; and

(iii) from the unparished area of Olton district ward.

The Assistant Commissioner also concluded that no change - beyond a realignment of
the boundary to follow the present course of the River Blythe - was warranted
in the case of Hampton-in-Arden parish.

6.

We considered the Assistant Commissioner's recommendations and

we decided to formulate the following draft proposals;(a) Porridge and Bentley Heath
(i)

to create a new parish from the unparished part of Packwood ward;

(ii)

not to include the eastern side of Knowle Wood Road and the
Knowle side of V/idney Road in that parish;

(iii)

to include polling districts EF and EG in Hockley Heath parish;

(iv)

to realign Hockley Heath's eastern boundary along the
Stratford Road;

(v)

to suggest in accordance with the National Association of Local
Councils' guidelines, 12 councillors for the new parish and
to draw attention to the need for warding.

(b) Knowle
(i)

to create a new parish from the existing Knowle ward;

(ii)

to suggest, in accordance with the National Association of Local

Councils' guidelines, 15 councillors for the new parish and
that it should be warded.
(c) 01ton
(i)

to create a new parish based on the present Olton ward-

(ii)

to include within the new parish a new parish ward to be called
Park ward, which incorporated polling districts CJ and CK of
Lyndon district ward;

(iii)

to suggest, in accordance with the National Association of
Local Councils' guidelines, 18 councillors for the new parish
and that it should be warded, with four wards served by four
councillors each and one ward by two councillors.

(d)

Hampton in Arden

(I)

to propose the realignment of the boundary to follow the new
course of the Hiver Blythe;

(ii)

to propose the transfer to Hampton in Arden of the area of land
west of the A. 452 at present in Meriden parish.

7.

A letter was addressed to Solihull Metropolitan Borough Council on 8 April

publishing these draft proposals;

copies were sent to '.Vest Midlands County Council;

all parishes within the area, the Members of Parliament for the constituencies
concerned, the headquarters of the main political parties, the Warwickshire and ''.'est
Midlands Metropolitan County Association of Parish Councils, local newspapers
circulating in the area, local radio and TV stations and the local government press.
Notices in the local press announced our draft proposals and invited views from
members of the public and interested bodies.

8.

V/e received comments in response to our draft proposals from the West Midlands

County Council, Solihull Metropolitan Borough Council, two town councils, one parish
council, one local Member of Parliament, nine district councillors, four political
organisations, three residents associations, one firm of solicitors, the Warwickshire
and West Midlands Metropolitan County Association of Parish and Town Councils, and
two private individuals.

A list of those who wrote to us is given at Schedule c

to this report,

9.

The draft proposals for the constitution of new parishes met with some strong

opposition, mainly centred on the un-desirability of establishing parishes for those
areas. However', we considered that touch of this opposition did not reflect local
opinion generally.

10.

The opposition to the draft proposals canbe summarised as follows.

The

Metropolitan Borough Council of Solihull objected to the proposals to establish
three new parishes in the unparished areas of the Borough primarily on the grounds
of the additional cost which they claimed would
benefit and the lack of local support.

be involved without corresponding

In this view they were supported by seven

district councillors and one local Member of Parliament. Similar views were
expressed by the Solihull Ratepayers1 Association, both direct and through their
solicitors, Messrs Richard Morpuss & Co., the Solihull Conservative Association and its
01ton 'Branch and one, private individual. The West Midlands County Council decided
not to submit any comments on behalf of the County Council- but simply to pass on the
views expressed by one individual county councillor who alleged that there
was insufficient local,, support for a parish council in 01 ton.

11. Support for the draft proposals came from the 01 ton Residents' Association, whose
only reservation was to suggest that the proposed Hoiden parish ward of Olton should be
called "Kineton", which was the recognised name for the locality, and from the Dorridge
and District Residents' Association who, together with one private individual, suggested an alternative boundary between the proposed Knowle and .Dorridge and Bentley
Heath parishes to avoid cutting integral communities in two. Support also came
from the Solihull Liberal Association, although their Knowle Branch had some
reservations about the proposal to allocate an equal number of councillors to the
three wards constituting the proposed parish of Knowle when they were very different
in size of electorate. One district councillor supported the proposals to create a
new parish of Dorridge and Bentley Heath and suggested that nine councillors
would be adequate for the parish council. He also suggested an alternative
division of the parish along a railway line in accordance with the current polling
arrangements. Hampton-in-Arden Parish Council urged us to incorporate the area of
Bradnock's Marsh into their parish but nevertheless agreed to the proposals put
forward for

alterations to the eastern boundary of the.

parish, but very much as a

"second best1* solution. General support in principal for the draft proposals came from
Ghelmsley Wood Town Council, Fordbridge Town Council and the Warwickshire and West
Midlands Metropolitan County Association of Parish and Town Councils.

12.

When we came to reassess our draft proposals we took account of all the comments

we had received on them and came to the following conclusions:(i)

Knowle;

w« should accept the suggestion of the Knowle Branch of the

Solihull Liberal Association and to re-allocate the number of councillors
within the proposed Knowle parish so that Copt Heath ward would return
three councillors, St. Annes ward would return seven councillors and Arden
ward would return five councillors;
(ii)

Porridge and Bentley Heath/Knowle; we should accept the suggestion'of
Dorridge and District Residents' Association and alter the boundaries of
the proposed parishes of Dorridge and Bentley Heath to include in the
former properties in Widney Road and Knowle Wood Road which had previously
been placed within the proposed Knowle parish;

(iii) Dorridge and Bentley Heath: we should divide the parish of Dorridge
and Bentley Heath into two wards along the railway line in accordance
with current polling districts as suggested by one district
councillor;

these to be named Dorridge and Packwood and to have eight

and four councillors respectively;
(iv)

01ton: we should accept the suggestion of 01 ton Resident's Association
that the name of the proposed Holden parish ward of Olton should be
changed to "Kineton";

(v)

Hampton-in-Arden; we were not persuaded by the evidence before us that on
balance it would be in the interests of effective and convenient local
\
government to include the area of Bradnocks Marsh within the parish of
Harapton-in-Arden and accordingly -should confirm bur draft proposals in
respect of this area as our final proposals.

13.

We accordingly make to you the proposals recommended by Solihull Metropolitan

Borough Council for changes in the parished area of the borough, subject to one
modification affecting the boundaries of 'the parishes of Hamptoh-ia-Arden, MeriJden
and Berkswell, together with"our own final proposals for. the creation of three new
parishes of Knowle, Dorridge and Bentley Heath, and Olton, including the amended
warding arrangements and revised boundaries described in paragraph 12 above.

Full

6
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details of our proppsals are set out in Schedule D to this report and are illustrated
on a large'scale map which is being sent separately to your Department.

PUBLICATION

14'. A letter is being sent with copies of this report (excluding enclosures) to
Solihull Metropolitan Borougfr Council, asking them in accordance with section
60(5)(b) of the Local Government Act 1972, to place the copies on deposit at their
main offices and to put notices to this effect on public notice boards and in the
local press.

The text of the notices will refer to your power to make an order

implementing the proposals, if you think fit, after the expiry of six weeks from
the date they are submitted to you; it will suggest that any comments on the
Commission's report and proposals should be addressed to you, in writing, preferably
within six weeks of the

date of the letter.

Copies of this report which includes

a small scale sketch plan are also being seat to those" who received the consultation
letter and to those who made comments.

L.S.
Signed:

G J ELLERTON

(Chairman)

JOAN ACKftER

TYRRELL BROCKBANK

G E CHERRY

D P HARRISON

L B GRIMSHAY;
Secretary
26 July

1984

SCHEDULE A.

*

The following bodies/individuals wrote to the Commission following submission of the
parish review report by Solihull Metropolitan Borough Councils-

1. Hampton-in-Arden Parish Council
2. West Midlands Association of Neighbourhood Councils
3. Warwickshire and West Midlands County Association of Parish and Town Councils

SCHEDULE B

LOCAL QDVKRNMEKT BOUNDARY COMMISSION FOB EK CLAMS
PAHESH REVIEW*

HETHDK3LITAN BOROUGH OF SOLIHULL

RETORT OF ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER

1.

in accordance with the Commission'a instructions» I held as Assistant
Commissioner a local meeting at the Civic Hall Lounge, Solihull on
19 January 1982 to hear views on whether or not it would be desirable
to constitute new parishes in all or any part of the unparished area
of the Metropolitan Borough of Solihull and on the suggestion made by
Hampton-in-Arden J&rish Council that the pcresent boundaries between
the parishes of Hampton-in-Arden, Berkswell and Meriden should be
altered to bring electors in Marsh Lane, Bradnocks Lane and Kenilworth
Road into the parish of Hampton-in-Arden.

2.

ATTENDANCES

I attach as Appendix 'A' a list of the persons attending the meeting
and, where appropriate* the bodies they represented.
3-

PREVIOUS GOH3IDERATIQH BY COMMISSION
On 4 November 1981, the Commission notified Solihull Metropolitan
Borough Council that they had given preliminary consideration to the
parish review report submitted by the Council, together with
representations which had been made to them about it; that the report
contained no recommendations for the constitution of new parishes in
the unparished area of the Boroughf that a survey conducted by the
Council had however shown that a significant number of the area's
residents favoured the formation of parish councilsp and that the
Commission had received representations suggesting that insufficient
account had been taken by the Council of the views of the people in
the unparished area and that the Council's own working group had
recommended establishment of parishes in some unparished areas; that
the Commission were not satisfied that the decision of the Council was
in the interests of effective and convenient local government and they
had accordingly decided that they should themselves review the whole of
the unparished area for the purpose of considering whether or not it
would be desirable, in the interests of effective and convenient local
government, for them to make proposals for parishes in all or any part
thereof.

*f.

REPRESENTATIONS RECEIVED BEPOBE THE MEKCENG
Prom Chelmaley Wood Town Council, supporting the creation of
new parish councils in the unparished areas of Solihull.
From the Lighthall Area Youth and Community Association,
presenting a detailed case for a new parish based upon the
Shirley area of the Boxougi.
From the Knowle Branch of Solihull Liberal Association,
supporting the case for a parish Council in Knowle, as a
separate and complete community with a strong sense of
local identity.

- 1-

- 2Prom the solihull Ratepayers' Association, opposing an
additional tier of local government in the shape of parish
councils in the unparished areas of Solihull on various
grounds, including that it would prove costly and ineffectual,
would duplicate the powers of district councils, would have
an adverse effect on local employment and result in job losses
and would be peculiarly inappropriate at this time when it is
Government policy to curb excessive local authority expenditure.
From the Solihull Residents* Association, opposing parish
councils for the central areas of Solihull.
From the Dorridge and District Residents' Association, regretting
that the results of the "opinion poll" conducted by Solihull
Council were apparently not published in a way which would
indicate the strength of support for parish Councils in specific
areas such as Dorridge and District.
From Mr. R. J. Herd, urging that there is insufficient support
for parish councils in the pcresent unparished areas, that the
unparished area of solihull is heavily built up except for the
southern wards and that, with other groups already active,
there is little a parish council could do.
From Olton Residents' Association, strongly supporting the
creation of a parish Council in Olton and expressing the view
that even a strong Residents' Association cannot entirely
replaceTParish Council with its statutory standing and powers.
From Solihull Liberals, supporting the idea of urban parish
councils and expressing the view that within the Metropolitan
Borough of solihull there are a number of clearly identified and
identifiable communities, including Olton, Knowle, Shirley,
which should be represented by parish councils.
From Mr. and Mrs.D-Harborow, supporting a parish council for
Dorridge and Knowle.
From the Hampton-in-Arden parish Council, submitting views on
the inclusion of parts of adjoining parishes in the parish
and supporting the creation of parish Councils in non-parished
areas of the Borough.
From the Fordbridge Town Council, supporting the establishment
of parish councils throughout the borough as a useful asset for
dealing with local needs and problems.
From Mr. M. S. Hodgkinson, Managing Director, Land Rover Ltd.,
on behalf of himself and a number of other Solihull industrialists,
voicing concern at the suggestion that the creation of additional
pirish Councils could result in additional rates being levied
and representing that these extra costs could severely damage
their businesses.
From Mr. P. J. Langnead, stating that the Solihull Area SDP Birty
Executive are in favour of parish councils.
From Mr. W. H. W. Sutton, opposing a parish council for Knowle
which possesses a strong, active, hardworking community
association which would lead to a frustrating dualism if a
parish Council were established.

- 3Prom Mr. J. F. Knibb, maintaining that the present voluntary
bodies are adequate to the needs of Kfcowle and Dorridge.
From Mrs. E. S« Warner, opposing the formation of a parish
Council in Khowle on the grounds that Kftowle is well served by
its many voluntary organisations and that a Parish Council is
unnecessary and undesirable.
3UBH3SIOMS MADE AT LOCAL MEETING
(A) IMTBDDUGTIOK
5-

In my introductory remarks I referred to the purpose of the meeting
as indicated above and said that I hopedto keep the proceedings as
informal as possible so as to encourage a full exchange of views
whilst at the same time giving all those who wished to speak a fair hearing.
I informed the meeting of the representations already received
(see paragraph 4 above).

6.

I reminded the meeting that the Commission must be satisfied that any
changes they may wish to make are desirable In the interests of effective
and convenient local government. I drew attention to the background
provided by the Local Government Act 1972 and Department of the
Environment Circular 121/77. In referring to a number of the provisions of
Circular 121/77* I mentioned particularly paragraph 7 with its concept
of a parish in relation to "a small, distinctive and recognisable
community with ita own sense of identity" and its regard for local
community feeling. As regards any proposals for the creation of
parishes in the unparished area of the Borough, I noted that the
possible options are not limited to either no parishes at all or the
complete parishing of the whole unparished area and that it would be
possible to have one or more parishes but only covering between them
part of the unparished area. On boundaries, I explained the considerations which apply to utilising district ward or other boundaries
to define a new parish.
(B) THE UNPAHISHED AREA OF THE BOfiOUCT
Mr. D, P. McEvoy of Counsel, representing Solihull Metropolitan Borough
Council at my suggestion spoke first. He contended that the Borough
Council in the course of discharging their duty to keep under review the
pattern of parishes in their area did everything which could reasonably
be expected of them on the evidence before them. On 31 January, 1978
the Policy Committee set up a Working Party on parish Councils and
asked the Working party to consider the arrangements for conducting the
review. The working Party reported on 11 July 1978 and recommended
that the review should be conducted in a way which would ensure that
"the Council were aware of the strength of local feeling on the subject
of parishes. The Working Jfexty recommended that parish councils should
be consulted in writing and that the Council should also ensure that the
occupants of every household In the Borough were aware of the review and
that all electors were given the opportunity to express an opinion on
the desirability of parishes in their particular area. He thought that
this was the first time in the United Kingdom that a public consultation
had taken place on these lines.

8.

The Council accepted the recommendation and decided that a letter
should be delivered to each household within the Borough and a
questionnaire included for completion for each elector within the
household. The questionnaire posed one of two questions. In
parished areas the question was "Are you in favour of a parish/Town
Council being retained in your area?1* In non-parished areas the
question was "Are you in favour of a parish/Town Council being
formed in your area?" A letter was sent to each parish council
on 25 August 1978 enclosing a copy of the documents which were
being sent to each household. The letter and explanatory leaflet,
together with questionnaires for each elector, were personally
delivered by the canvassers who were assisting in the preparation
of the Register of Electors. The questionnaires were delivered and
returned by 31 October 1978. In the parished areas, 8996 of those who
voted were in favour of the retention of the parish/Town Council and
6$ were not in favour. In the non-parished areas, 57# of those who
voted were in favour of the formation of a Pariah/Town Council and
l\Q% were not in favour. The 57% in the unparished areas who voted in
favour of the formation of new Councils represented 18# of the
electorate of those areas. In other words 82. in every 100 electors
either voted against the establishment of new Councils or could not
be bothered or were totally indifferent.

9.

On 6 February 1979 the Working party presented to the Committee for
consideration that if there was to be any parishing in the unparished
areas they had certain proposals. The Committee did not approve that
this should be considered and instead the Policy Committee and the full
Council approved that the unparished areas should remain unparished.
There was no question of the Borough Council not approving of Parish
or Town Councils; there were parish and Town Councils in the Borough
and the Borough Council accepted and approved their existence. Their
decision was on the material before them and they had to determine
what was in the interests of effective and convenient local government.

10.

Mr. McEvoy explained why the Borough Council took the view they did.
Looking at the Borough, it could be broadly divided into two parts,

an urban area and a rural area, parishes had been set up in the rural
area before it became part of Solihull, the urban area was part of the
old County Borough of Solihull. The rural area had traditions of
parish Councils, the urban area had not. Broadly speaking the County
Borough had a.series of Residents1 Associations, the rural area had
parish Councils which in effect were in the same position as
Residents' Associations in the urban area. The Borough Council
considered the services which they provided and the services which a
newly created Parish Council might provide. The serviceswhich a
parish Council can provide are substantially concurrent with the
Borough Council's services. One of the factors in the mind of the
Borough Council was the extra cost which Parish Councils would entail)
in the first place to set up (on elections, a clerk and administration)
and then to run.
11.

The considerations in the mind of the Borough Council could be
divided into three. The unparished areas of the Borough were part
of the old County Borough of Solihull where there was no tradition of
parish Councils. Geographically, the urban area can be distinguished
from the rural area because it relates to Solihull town centre and is
an entity in itself. Thirdly the services which a Parish Council can
provide are substantially concurrent with those of the Borou^i Council.
The Borough Council concluded that the creation of parishes in the
unparished areas of the Borough would not lead to effective and

.< .

convenient local government and therefore should not be supported.
There had been a misunderstanding about the public consultation
which had been described as a referendum. It was in no sense a
referendum. It was just one of the ways in which the Borough Council
gauged public feeling. 82 out of 100 electors either did not want a
parish Council or were so indifferent they could not bother to vote.
In retaining unparished areas, Solihull would be in line with the
present position in some other districts, e.g. Walsall and
Birmingham. It should be said that the Borough Council's decision
had been taken on the position three years ago. If the exercise
were presented now, the pressure would be even greater on the
Borough Council to give the same advice to the Commission. With the
present climate of not spending money and so on, the pressures have
increased.
12.

Mr. Mcfivoy said that decisions of the democratically elected Council
of the area should not be overturned without considerable research
and thought and should not be overturned indeed unless they were
wrong or perverse. Councillors were in a far better position to gauge
the views of all the people on the matter and if there was a conflict
between the Borough Council and the people who wanted parishes, the
views of the Borough Council should prevail. One of the reasons the
Borough Council did not recommend further parishes was that they were
not prepared to operate on the basis of change for the sake of change,
Tftey considered all the guidelines and came to their conclusion.

13-

I referred Mr. McEvoy to the table of figures described as the
results of the public consultation questionnaire which accompanied
the letter of 13 October 1980 from the Warwickshire and West Midlands
Metropolitan County Association of parish and Town Councils to the
Commission giving the comments of the Association following the submission of the parish Review Report to the Commission. Mr. McEvoy
confirmed that the figures in the table are correct and indeed they
are the Borough Council's own figures. I set out the table below
for ease of reference.

- 6METROPOLITAN BOBOUOt OP SOLIHULL
PARISH REVIEW
RESULTS OF PUBLIC CONSULTATION QUESTIONNAIRE
(NON-PARISHED AREAS)

WARD

Elmdon
Knowle
Lyndon
Olton
Ifeckwood
St. Alphege

Shirley East
Shirley south
Shirley West

Silhill
Bickenhill

NO. OF
REHJES

PERCENTAGE
RETUHN

2780

30*

2594

33*

2411

29*

2760

29*

8259
9787
10065

1813
3315
2963
2464
2794
3858

190

32

37*
37*
31*
29*
28*
38*
1656

85.564

27,784

(32*)

ESO. ELECTORATE

9042
77^
8245
9236

4861
8809
9424

"YES"

"NO"

1499
1589
1386

1156
942
920

1460
1094
1504

1224

1683
1586
1714
2226

11

679

1714
1179
790
968
1477
18

15,752 11,067

(PARISHEP AREAS)

PARISH
Balsall
Barston
Berkswell
Bickenhill
Castle Bromwich
Chelmsley Wood
Fordbridge
Hampton in Arden
Hockley Heath
Kingshurst
Meriden

ESTD. ELECTORATE

NO. OF
REPLIES

PERCENTAGE
RETUBN

"YES"

3471

1464

42*

1374

393
2125
4516
11698

104
1491
1718

26*

100

1412 .

10957
7689

2741

70*
38*
32*
25*

' 2146

27*.

56*

11653
1897

688
1952
3101
875

59,586

20,118

1211

3976

3838

1578

3424
23^6
1868

"NO"

65
1
45
85
258
209
120

<49*

664
1737

2696

2695

46*

778

245
68

(33*)

17.976

1,264

16
152

- 71^.

I invited Mr. McEvoy to comment on certain aspects of the figures
quoted in the table. The first was that whereas the parish Review
Report had quoted an overall figure of 18.*4# of the total
electorate in the non-parished areas as having voted in favour
of the creation of parishes, in some wards the percentage vote in
favour calculated from the figures was higher. Thus in Knowle
it was 20.5, in packwood 22-5, in Shirley South 19-2, and in
Silhill 22.1. *ttie second point was that it appeared that,these
percentages were not very different from the percentages which
could be calculated from the table as having been recorded in
favour of retaining some existing parishes. Tfcus in the case of
Ghelmeley Wood, Kingshurst, Fordbridge and Barston, the percentage
in favour of retention varies from 21.k to 25A. Mr. McEvoy said
that the Borough Council had only looked at the overall picture and
did not get to the stage of considering whether there should be
parishes in any particular parts of the unparished areas. He
thought that the Borough Council had considered whether there were
any areas which had a distinct local identity but if they did so
they did not isolate this from the rest of the matter. The Borough
Council had concluded that with the other considerations which they
had taken into account, the percentage of 18.**- in favour of further
parishee was too low. The Borough Council had not given any
attention to the comparison between the percentages in favour of
retention of certain parishes and the percentages in favour of the
creation of new parishes in some areas.

15.

I asked Mr. McEvoy whether the Working Party had put forward any
specific proposals for new parishes in the unparished area. Mr.
McEvoy said that the working Party had suggested that the following
areas might be considered as a basis for further discussion as
possible new parishestOlton and Lyndon
Elmdon and part of Bickenhill
St. Alphege and Silhill
Shirley East and Shirley West
part of Shirley South
Knowle and Dorridge
These suggestions covered the whole of the unparished area of the
Borough.

16.

I asked whether information was available on the present rate
precepts in the pound of the existing parishes in the Borough. After
consultation between Mr. McEvoy and Mr. Griffiths (representing the
Solihull Ratepayers' Association and others) I was informed that in
198! the rate precept for the existing parishes varies between 0-7p
and ^. Op. During this discussion I referred to the power of parish
and other councils under Section 137 of the Local Government Act
1972 to incur expenditure up to a 2p rate in any year, amongst other
things on anything which in their opinion is in the interests of their
area or any part of it or of all or some of the inhabitants. I also
asked whether there was any information available as to the extent to
which existing parishes in the Borough exercisedthis power. There was
no response to this at the time but later in the meeting a representative of the Hampton-in-Arden Jtaish Council stated that in the three

- 8financial years 1979/80 onwards, out of a total precept income of
some £7»500 the parish council had used the 2p provision on three
occasions. On two of these occasions it was to have legal representation at planning inquiries (£?05) and on the third occasion it was
to entertain the visiting mayor of a Breton village (£62).
17.

Mr- J. Wrake the Secretary of the Warwickshire and West Midlands
Metropolitan County Association of parish and Town Councils
congratulated the Borough Council on the canvass carried out Uit said
that his congratulations did not extend to the Borough Council's
interpretation of the results of the canvass. There was evidence
that the distribution of the forms had been carried out in a somewhat
haphazard way with some being distributed on the basis of one per
householder and others on the basis of one per elector. Tlie result
was that the 1836 vote reported by/fibrough Council in favour of the
creation of parishes in the unparished areas was a minimum and not
accurate. People in the unparished areas started with no information
about parish councils and the short time allowed for the canvass had
given them no opportunity to obtain infounation. With regard to the
reference which had been made to the position in Birmingham, there were
at present no parishes there though there were pressures to establish
parishes. In the case too of the town of Leamington which had only
been given Charter Trustees in 197^» there was now pressure for
parish status.

18.

Mr. Wrake referred to the letter of 13 October 1980 which his
Association had sent to the Commission, stating that the Metropolitan
Area Committee of the Association representing the parishes in the
Borough of Solihull, and the County Committee, were firmly of the
opinion that insufficient account had been taken of the views expressed
by the voters in the unparished areas who replied to the referendum
and that fresh consideration should be given to the establishment of
new parishes in some of those areas. He said that it appeared that
the canvass had taken place on the basis of all or nothing and that
he found it strange that the Borough Council should take the view
that a democratically elected local authority should not be overturned when the siaeof the poll for the local authority elections was
not materially different from that in the canvass.

19.

He thought there were four basic and simple arguments in favour of
parishess(i) Representation - There will be many more Parish Councillors
than Borough Councillors.
(ii) Expense - The parish rate precept at the moment in Solihull
varies from 0.7p to *f.0p. The precept can vary considerably
according to what a Kirish Council do. Ifre functions
carried out are carried out by local people to fill a local
demand.
(iii) Responsibility for local issues - Borough and County
Councillors are elected to govern the Borough and the County
and their decisions are rightly taken on what is good for
the Borough or the County. A Parish Council decides on
what is good for their own community and they are not
concerned with the needs of other communities. It has been
said that jwbllc participation can be provided by Ratepayers'
or Residents' Associations. Tliere is a sharp difference
between them and Parish Councils. The other organisations
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(iv)

do not always debate their discussions publicly whereas
the meetings of parish Councils and their committees
are almost invariably open to the public.
Accountability - Residents' Associations are accountable
to their subscribers, Parish Councils to the electorate.

20.

Mr. J. R. Williams, Chairman of the Porridge and District Residents'
Association said that porridge had been served by the Association
for many years and since the ward boundary changes brought Bentley
Heath into the Ifcckwood Ward the Association also covered Bentley
Heath. It had been the opinion of successive committees that the
community should have the facilities of a Parish Council since the
Borough Council was far too remote to understand the needs of the
local community. One of the important factors was that by the use of
grass roots representation a Parish Council could weld a community
together because parishioners understood that the parish Council
would have a direct control of local expenditure and there would
therefore be a more effective service and in addition there would be
the opportunity for local individual participation on a much larger
scale than could be envisaged at Borough Council level.

21.

Mr. Williams said that before finally deciding to recommend a Parish
Council the Association considered the following mattersi(i) The Association held a public meeting in 1978 at which,
despite deep snow at the time, some 5&-6Q people were
present and voted in favour of a parish Council.
(ii) The Borough Council referendum in the packwood Ward had
shown a vote in the area without a Parish Council of
109^- for and 679 against and in the area with a Ifcxish
Council of 1737 for and 152 against.
(iii) The residents and the Association accepted that it would
be necessary to have a local rate but also that this
would be controlled locally and there would be direct
accountability to the electorate. With effective management, it was thought that savings could be made on certain
facilities currently provided by the Borou^i Council
(Mr. Williams suggested that park maintenance might be
one example) but before taking over any responsibilities
or raising a precept it would be necessary to discuss
requirements with the Borough Council and the local
community.
(iv) A statutory requirement for the notification of planning
applications would be a direct advantage to the community.
(v) ifae views of existing Parish Councils were sought and a
meeting was held with the Secretary of the County Association
of Parish and Town Councils.
(vi) "ttie existing ward boundaries in Dorridge and Bentley Heath
were considered appropriate for new parish boundaries but
the exclusion of the far side of Knowle Wood Road was
regretted. Mr. Williams said that packwood Ward was made
up of the Iferish of Hockley Heath and an unparished part
consisting of Dorridge ancLBentley Heath, ftie unparished
part which it was suggestecyoecome a new Parish had an
electorate of ^825. jn regard to Knowle Wood Road, Mr.
Williams said that the present District Ward boundary ran
along the road leaving the eastern side outside packwood
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Ward. The eastern side of the road had previously been
in packwood Ward "but had "been transferred to Knowle on
the review of ward boundaries in order to make up numbers.
It was thought that it should be reunited with Dorridge.
22.

Mr. Williams said that twenty years ago Dorridge had had a very
strong community feeling which over the years had gone down somewhat.
There was a natural centre where the shops were. The local shopping
provision was very good and on a scale appropriate to a small town
centre. Hie shopping centre at Dorridge was in danger of slowly
becoming a ghost town but by the Parish Council and the community
getting together this could be avoided. There was a natural boundary
line, which happened to be the ward boundary line, at the crossroads
on travelling from Dorridge to Kftowle. There were green fields between
Hockley Heath and Dorridge.

23.

Dorridge had a village hall and its facilities, bridge clubs, tennis
clubs, two local cricket clubs and also an annual fete, Dorridge Day,
for all the local people, There were local churches for Church of
England, Methodists and Catholics and they all had their own organisations
in terms of..youth clubs, womerfe groups and so on. There was an infant
and junior school in Dorridge after which the children went either to
Knowle or Solihull. Dorridge had a clinic, doctor's surgery,
chiropodist, and dental surgery. There was not much local employment,
however, and little or no industry. Mr. Williams produced thirteen
letters in support of a parish Council for Dorridge and Bentley Heath.
He acknowledged that most of those letters came from members of his
Association's Committee who had been asked to write and pledge their
support for a Baxish Council.

24.

Mr. F.H.Tozert, the local County Councillor for the area including
Knowle, stated that he moved into Knowle from the south of England in
1966, and decided to stay there after his retirement in 1972 because
Knowle was a very pleasant and interesting village and had a first
class community life. The village was very compact and was special
with its own identity despite a growing population. It was a very
good local community which had had a 73# growth in ten years to a
present population of 10,000. The centre was being enlarged for this
increased population. Knowle was extremely well served by its numerous
village organisations f 35-^*0) and had one of the strongest Conservation
Societies (850 members) in the country. Its cricket club was in its
centenary year. There were three District Councillors in Knowle who
were in touch with many of the local organisations. Local people had
rallied together to protect the community and to provide organisations
and social and historical activities without expense to the ratepayer
but with great success.

25.

The Local History Subcommittee by putting on exhibitions at regular
intervals in the lOiowle Kiblic Library create the atmosphere for
people to take an interest in their village. This provided feedback
to the planning Subcommittee. Both these subcommittees were paramount
to maintaining the protection of the environment. One of their recent
successes was obtaining a rejection of parking charges within Knowle.
In this connection the Knowle Society had called a public meeting at
which the hall had been packed to overflowing. This had resulted in
the organisation of a comprehensive day-long survey involving 25-30
people. Knowle was well provided with shops and three halls were available
for local activities. He did not consider the ability of a parish
Council to spend a 2p rate would be a benefit in Knowle because there
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extremely good relationship with the District Council.
26.

Mr. Tozer submitted a directory of Knowle village organisations
in the Parish magazine which had a monthly circulation of 1**50>
and also copies of recent minutes of both the Hockley Heath
Parish Council and the Kfcowle Society which would provide a basis
for comparison of their respective activities. The detailed minutes
of the committee meeting of the Kftowle Society which were submitted
included sections on planning applications and matters, on a range of
associated bodies (the Local History Subcommittee, the Social
Subcommittee, the Nature Conservation Subcommittee and the Ranbling
Subcommittee) and on the attitude of the society to a parish Council
in Khowle. On this the minutes stated that it was felt generally
that parish Councils were probably a great asset in rural areas but
would not be a good thing for Knowle. It was agreed that the Society
could take no other action in the matter other than have representatives
at-the local meeting to be held by the Boundary Commission on 19
January 1982. Mr. Toner stated that as a County Councillor he attended
moat of the Hockley Heath parish Council's meetings and thought that in
rural areas there could be a need for parish Councils. In his opinion
a f&rish Council for Knowle would be an unnecessary and expensive
duplication of effort without any apparent benefit. Knowle had many
of the features of a separate township but there was no need for a
Parish Council because there were other agencies for doing the work.

2?.

Mr. T. A* H. Morrison, one of the District Councillors for Knowle,
spoke on behalf of himself and Mr. G- Wright,one of the other District
Councillors for Knowle who was unable to be present. He had arrived
in Knowle 2? years ago and had been involved with many local groups
and had been very active as president of the Village, Hall. His main
point was to object to a Parish Council in Khowle. He was lukewarm
on parish Councils generally. As Acting Chairman of Solihull Housing
Committee he had attended three or four meetings of parish Councils
in the Solihull area. It had seemed to him that the agenda was very
thin and that the attention given to planning applications in no
way equalled what was done by the Khowle Society.

28.

Tliere was a significant vote in favour of a Parish Council in Knowle
which he connected with a good deal of publicity at the time. The
editor of the church magazine,which had a wide circulation, felt
strongly that there should be a parish Council and had pressed the
matter hard. The publicity at the time had given the public the
impression that more people were concerned than was the case. The
Committee of the Kftowle Society had met recently and had decided
that there was no case for a Barish Council in Knowle "but being
scrupulously fair had also decided not to make a case at this local
meeting but to leave it to individuals to make their own case.

29.

Mr. Morrison said that the Knowle Society had a paid up membership
of nearly 900. In the nearly 20 years of its existence it had gone
from strength to strength. Ihe hall had been full at the Annual
General Meeting with an attendance of approaching 200. Hie Society
had a good spread of people and interest. In Knowle in recent years
the pressures had been not to damage education and, from the shopkeepers, to keep the rates down and he had been asked by the shopkeepers to express opposition to a parish Council at thia local meeting.
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Committee was doing. The Society held social functions which were
well supported and its activities included lectures, coffee occasions,
talks, rambles and theatre trips.
30.

Mr. R. J. Herd expressed his views as a Borough Councillor who had
voted not to have Parish Councils in the present unparished areas.
He had been elected to keep down rates but whereas in 1979 there had
been a move for greater participation the results could now be seen
in heavier and heavier rates. People did not want to pay extra rates
when there were other bodies, e.g. Residents' Associations, who could .
do the .work. Local Action Groups could sometimes be more effective.
For example one such group had persuaded the Borough Council that a
local spine road outside the Civic Hall at Solihull would not be right.
A major change should only take place with the full-hearted demand of
the people and he instanced the 40# vote required in the Scottish
Devolution Referendum and the two-thirds majority required by the
General Synod of the Church of England. The Solihull survey had not
measured up to either of these tests. Only J2.% voted and only 18# voted
for parish Councils. Some areas might be right for parishes but there
were certainly others where parishes ought not to be created.

31.

Mr. S- Johnson, representing the Knowle and Packwood Labour party said
that he was the prospective Labour candidate for Knowle and had lived
in Knowle most of his life. He was in favour of a parish Council for
Knowle and a parish Council for the Dorridge area. He did not believe
the survey figure to be correct because quite a number of people had
said there had been one form for each elector in the household while
others had only received one for the household. The numbers covered
were really bigger and were bigger than7?urnout in relation to the
election of members of the Borough Council. There was a substantial
majority of people in favour of a Parish Council. Mr. Herd's points
about the vote required for constitutional change were not valid
because the establishment of parish Councils was not a constitutional
change. There had been a vast growth in housing at Knowle since he had
been there. The growth had been too fast to absorb people into the
community and to get them involved and the establishment of parish
Councils in Knowle and Dorridge would bring together each community.

32.

The Knowle society did a lot of good for the community both in
relation to planning and in relation to social activities. It was
however undemocratic as regards the population in general. The Knowle
Society only covered 10$ of the voting population of 7,000/8,000. The
Society's Committee who made planning decisions was a Committee of only
20 or 30 elected at the Annual Meeting where those who wanted to carry
on did so and only vacancies were filled. It had been proved in some
areas that a combined rate for District and Parish Council activities
was no more than a single District rate where there was no parish
because a service could be transferred.

33-

With regard to the suggestion that a County Councillor and three
District Councillors were sufficient, his experience of knocking on
doors was that people frequently did not know who their local
councillor was. A Parish Councillor could be more attuned to the
feelings of the area he represented. Mr. Johnson quoted the case
where some 300 people had attended a meeting to support the setting up
of an Arts Centre in the old School and one of the District Councillors
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Arts Centre and in the result the premises were taken for something
else. Parish Councillors would live in the area more than other
Councillors sometimes do.
34.

Mr. T. S* Bryson stated that he had lived in Knowle for 30 years
and had been Editor of the Knowle I&rish Magazine for some 10 to
15 years. The Knowle Parish Church was very much part of the
village. The Magazine had a circulation of 1500 and was equally
concerned with the church and the village. The Knowle Society did
a good job but it had not got statutory powers. A Parish Council
would bring more intimate control over some of the smaller matters.
The Iferish Councils' Association for Mid Warwickshire had suggested it
would be a good idea to have a meeting and he had therefore held a
meeting IE. the village the previous week. The meeting had had to rely
on the press for its notice and had been held in deplorable weather
but there had nevertheless been about 30 present who were about
equally divided for and against a parish Council. The survey which
had been carried out t»y the Borough Council did not correctly reflect
the position in that some forms had been distributed on the basis of
one per elector and some one per household. He was a former member of
the Khowle Society and had just rejoined but was not an active member.

35.

Mr. Mcfivoy stated that the letter which had been circulated with the
questionnaire at the time of the survey had made it clear that voting
was on the basis of one per elector. In reply, Mr. Bryson said that
only one questionnaire had come for his household and that there had
been a general murmur at the time that this was the basis of distribution which had been adopted. Mrs. M. Dingley, the president of
the Warwickshire and West Midlands Metropolitan County Association
of parish and Town Councils and a Solihull District Councillor and a
Hampton-in-Arden parish Councillor stated that there had been disquiet
in Hampton-in-Arden at the time over the disparity in distribution
between one per elector and one per household.

36.

Mr. A. Gautrey stated that he was a retired local government officer
and was Clerk of the Fordbridge Town Council in a particularly
intensely developed urban area. Before his retirement he had been
responsible to the Town Clerk of Solihull for the canvass of local
opinion and had been Clerk of the Working party. With regard to the
point which quite a few people had raised about the distribution of
forms for the canvass, the number required on the basis of one per
elector had been prepared and except for one canvasser had been used.
The exception was in KXiowle and there the canvasser had been sent back
to distribute again. He had previously been employed by Meriden
which was entirely parished and had come to Solihull with a preference
for parishes. Since he had been at Fordbridge however he definitely
thougvt that there was a place for parishes in the urban areas. He
could not understand why the Borough Council had turned down the
recommendation of the working Paxty which had proposed as a basis for
discussion that parishes should be set up in the unparished area.
There was a case for a parish in Shirley which had a good shopping
centre but needed a community centre which it would have had if there
had been a parish Council. Mr. McEvoy had indicated that finance was
one of the reasons for the Borougi Council deciding against the result
of the questionnaire. It was very easy to criticise on grounds of
finance ^ut a Iferish Council could cost whatever people wanted it to cost
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Mr. B. Chappie. Chairman of the Olton Residents' Association said
that the Association had a membership of almost 700 households in a
ward of approximately ^500 households. The Association was formed
in 1973 from the amalgamation of two smaller associations.
The
new Association had revitalised the organisation, had extended its
activities to cover the whole of Olton Ward and had gone from
strength to strength. Active participation by ordinary members was
relatively small but a regular newsletter was issued to maintain
contact and Committee members saw the individual members when they
collected subscriptions. Members pdd a 50p annual subscription per
household and seemed satisfied. Ihe Association did not run its own
direct social activities but there was an inter-linking membership
with other bodies and the Association also gave encouragement to other
bodies.

38.

In a very real sense they carried out many of the duties of a parish
Council. Ttieir activities included scrutiny of all planning
applications (where they had gained effective recognition for the
balanced views they submitted to Solihull Borough Council), presentation
of residents' views at planning appeals, contacts with the police,
especially with the beat constables, negotiations with the P.T.Eover bus services, representations to the Health Authority, British
Waterways and the Severn-Trent Water Authority, pressing,with some
degree of success, for minor road works and Improved traffic control,
and campaigns for the provision of a new branch library, open spaces,
toilets and other facilities lacking in the area. They, acted as constructively as possible in the name.of a substantial proportion of the
residents.

39-

Whilst it might be expected that they would be implacably opposed to
being usurped by a Parish Council, Mr. Chappie said that their
Committee was almost unanimous in supporting the creation of a parish
Council in Olton and at the time of the survey by the Borough Council
their A.G.M. attended by about 50 members,having heard speakers for
both viewpoints, voted 5 to 1 in favour of a parish Council. It was
their considered view that even a strong Residents' Association could
not entirely replace a parish Council, for a number of reasonsi(i) Residents1 Associations tend to be ephemeral, avoirs was
flourishing but inevitably relied on a few key Committee
members who devoted much time and effort to serving the
community. The loss of any one of the key members would
be a serious blow and the loss of two would be a disaster.
No Residents1 Association could guarantee it would be in
existence in a few years' time. He was aware of another
strong Association which had ceased to exist altogether
because two key people had moved out of the area.
(ii)

(iii)

A high proportion of their limited time had to be devoted
to administration. Nearly all the households in the ward
would be prepared to pay their modest subscription but they
did not have the resources to mount the campaign necessary
to achieve this.
Whilst they usually gained considerable recognition from
many of the statutory bodies with whom they need to
communicate, those bodies were in no way bound to inform
or consult them and might not always appreciate the solid
base from which they made suggestions.

- 15 (iv) In practice, as at one recent planning appeal, they could
be held to represent only their members and not the Ward
as a whole and could be dismissed as just another protest
group. Indeed despite their spread of membership throughout
the Ward it might be that they were not in contact with
significant grouping including some who might be among the
weakest in the community and therefore most in need of their
help and support.
(v) Ihey could not carry out functions relating to local
facilities such as a community hall or open spaces nor
could t'-xey remedy any deficiencies in these areas, yet
these were functions a parish Council could perform and in a
more relevant, caring and cost-effective manner than a large
District Council.
It was their view that a parish Council would find the same people who
had devoted so much time to the work of their association prepared to
serve. A parish Council in 01 ton though would enable them to speak with
a stronger voice and with a right to be heard and the voice would be
able to represent the hopes, aspirations and anxieties of all in Olton.
i

tO.

His Association considered that a response of one-third to the Borough
Council's postal ballot had been a very high proportion indeed. On
finance, Mr. Chappie said that a Parish Council could be virtually
without expense save for a part-time clerk and the hire of a hall.
If the Parish Council took on other duties in place of another Council,
without overheads the Parish Council could be more efficient.
Communities were now attempting to survive in a large conurbation and
a parish Council would lend a focus to many organisations which were
endeavouring to survive.

*fl.

Mr. Chappie considered that the boundaries of the present Olton District
Ward would basically be identifiable and convenient boundaries for an
Olton rarish. There was continuous urban development beyond Olton on all
sides. Ihe present Ward boundaries did not give rise to any difficulties
so far as he was aware and although they were used only for electoral
purposes they conformed very closely to the ecclesiastical parish.
Olton District Ward was changed in 1977 and two polling districts which
were until then part of Olton Ward and which still considered themselves part of Olton and in which a considerable number of the members
of the Association lived, now found themselves in Lyndon Ward. If I
should recommend that
Olton should have a parish Council but that
Lyndon Ward should not, Mr. Chappie urged that these two Polling
Districts,Districts CJ and GK of Lyndon Ward, should be considered for
inclusion in the parish of Olton. His proposed Olton parish included
the whole of the Conservation Area. Mr. McEvoy on behalf of the Borough .
Council suggested that if alterations were made in parish electoral areas
only it would be likely to conruse the electorate. He was not in a
position to make any observations on the suggestions put forward by
Mr. Chappie for a new parish of Olton.

^2.

Mr. Chappie suggested that the electoral arrangements for a new parish
of Olton might be as follows*-
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Name of parish Ward

Number of Voters

DA

833

DB

866

DC

733

ED

1385

DE

1521

DF

1059

DG

1102

DH

963

DJ

10^9

2^32

North Olton or
Olton Hollow

2906

Central Olton or
Holden

2161

South Olton or
Monastery

2012

East Olton or
Ulverley

9511
Kach parish Ward would return 3 councillors giving a parish Council
of 12. In the event of the inclusion of polling Districts GJ and GK
formerly in Olton and now transferred to Lyndon Ward, they could form
a fifth Ward.
Mr. Chappie said that much of the local community feeling stemmed from
the United Refbnned Church, the Church of England and the Catholic Church.
Most of thie activities in Olton were related to the United Reformed
Church and the Church of En&Land, both of whose Church Halls were fully
and actively used for the elderly, mother and baby, playgroups and
societies of various kinds. The most effective new development was the
opening of the only purpose-built comprehensive school in Solihull,
which served the Olton area. The two heads of the school wanted to
develop it as a community school, There were a few shops at the
natural focus of Olton near the church and three other small neighbourhood shopping centres but there was a deficiency of any shopping
provision on a very large scale in Olton. Tftere were various sporting
activities in Olton, some of which (the Cricket Club and the Golf Club)
were located in Olton but drew their membership from a wider area.
There was a small branch library and after a longstanding fight to get
improvements, a new and enlarged library was planned. There was a
clinic, a doctor's surgery and a dental surgery. A local cultural
group had led to the Conservation Area. There was little employment
in Olton and the majority worted first in Birmingham or secondly in
Solihull.
Mr. I. Gillett on behalf of the Knowle Branch of Solihull Liberal
Association said that they supported the creation of new parish Councils
to improve the efficiency and effectiveness of local government. They

were democratic and better able than voluntary organisations to
represent all views within a community. They could stimulate, aid
and co-ordinate self help. With voluntary help and a minimum of
bureaucracy they were cost effective and they could help to direct
the resources of higher tiers of government to the areas of greatest
need. They help to develop a stronger sense of community.
The arguments in favour of Parish Councils applied particularly to
Knowle. It was a large village on the outskirts of Solihull,
separated from the main conurbation by the M^2 and a narrow rural
zone. It was a separate community with fields on three sides and
was mainly residential with a broad mix of housing, much of which
had been built in the last ten years during which the population had
increased rapidly to its present figure of about 12000. Except for
neighbouring Dorridge it was however still separated from other
built up areas and Knowle still retained a strong sense of community
and identity. There was a wide range of village activity and
numerous voluntary organisations and societies. Knowle was selfcontained in nearly all respects except for employment. It had its
own churches, shops (probably about *40)• doctors and dentists. The
two major events in recent years which have brought the community
together have been the Knowle Festival and the Knowle Pageant, both
of which have had a wide appeal and have been widely supported.
This was the type of society where a I&rish Council was most likely
to be successful. With the growth in the village and the high rate
of changing ownership, the old established lines of communication
have been breaking down and there has been an increasing need in the
last few years for a Tfcrish Council in Knowle.
Mr. Qillett maintained that the arguments against !fc.rish Councils
did not stand closer examination. The survey result of 15^9 votes in
favour and 9^2 against showed that the people wanted a lUrish Council.
The turnout was virtually identical with that in the last Solihull District
Council Election for the Kftowle Ward, to which must be added that in
the survey many houses only received one ballot paper and not one per
elector. Tfre cost of a Parish Council had been exaggerated. A
typical rate for existing Barish Councils in the area was lp to 2p
in the pound from which the Councils provided services to meet local
needs and wishes. Because they were efficient and effective they gave
service at lower cost than would be possible for the District or County
Council. They agreed with the argument against a third tier of local
government but regarded this as an argument not against a cost
effective Barish Council but against an inefficient and out of touch
West Midlands County Council. It had been said that the Knowle
Society Could do the job. It had a large membership and they supported
wholeheartedly its activities but they did not believe that any
voluntary organisation, however good, could be as effective as a
statutory Parish Council. Voluntary groups represented their members,
not the whole community, and they were heavily dependent upon the
goodwill of the District Council. Their continued operation was much
less certain given their dependence upon voluntary officers but they
sincerely hoped that if there were a Knowle Iferish Council it would
work in close harmony with the Knowle Society. The attitude of the
latter was one of neutrality, neither for nor against a Jfcrish Council,
They proposed that there should be a multi-ward I&rish Council based
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not to need the help of the political party organisations in
campaigning. They proposed four wards based on the District
Council polling districts and using the current Electoral Register,
as followsjCopt Heath Ward, Balling District BA, electorate 15?6» two
parish councillors.
Arden ward, filing Districts BE and BD( electorate 1950.
three parish councillors.
Wootton Ward, rolling Districts BP and BC, electorate 2261,
three parish councillors.
St. Annes Ward, Billing Districts BB and BG( electorate 2028,
four parish councillors, the additional councillor being in
view of the expected increase in the electorate of this Ward
by 600-700 in the next two to three years.
This would give a J^rish Council of 12 which they believed would make
local government more effective and more in touch with the people of
Knowle. On parish boundary details Mr. Gillett suggested that loiowle
Wood Road should be given special consideration and he thought its
affinities might indicate that it should be associated with a
Dprridge I&rish.
48.

Mr. G. F. Talliss, Honorary Secretary of the Lighthall Area Youth &
Community Association stated that his Executive Committee supported
the formation of a Parish Council for the area. It had not been
possible to consult their members but no member had expressed
opposition to the proposal. The Association's membership included
every resident in the area of Shirley bounded by Bills Lane,
Shakespeare Drive and Tanworth Lane, which amounted to about 1000 houses
and an electorate of about 2500. The Association was a registered
charity and they carried out on behalf of their members within their
area almost all of the functions carried out by the average I&rish
Council.

49.

People had told the Ratepayers' Association that they did not want a
massive rate increase but the same people said they wanted a community
centre and had not realised that the typical cost of a I^rish Council
was only 2p in the pound. They felt strongly that discretionary
expenditure by the Borough Council in the Shirley area had been
•minimal and what could be spent on discretionary items by the local
authority had nearly all been spent in other parts of the Borough.
The result was the proposed Shirley Civic Sub-Centre was still on
the drawing board after more than 20 years, Shirley Community Centre
still awaited new buildings, the Senior Citizen Bungalows lacked
communal facilities and there were no adequate play facilities for
babies, children and young people, parish Councils could take over
responsibility for some discretionary payments from the Borough Council
and would spend the money in the Parish area wharaas in the caaa of the
Borough Council most of the key Councillors were from areas other than
Shirley. He did not expect a Parish rate in excess of 5p in the pound.
Many of them already paid considerably more than this to his
Association for the facilities needed in their area and very few of
them would object to a figure of tfiat order.
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Mr. Tallies referred to the low overheads of a Jfcxish Council which
only employed a Clerk and paid fees for meeting rooms and claimed
that with their exemption from VAT on their expenditure it could be
argued that they were far more efficient spenders than even
voluntary bodies and certainly more so than the Borough Council with
its very high overheads. In providing a facility which the Borough
would otherwise have provided under its discretionary powers, a
Parish Council would do so more cheaply. Only where an extra
facility was provided by the parish would the overall rate bill be
increased. It is wrong to aay that parish Councils are not answerable
for their expenditure. They are answerable through the ballot box and
in other ways just as any other local authority, provision by a I&ris
Council helped to see that all those who benefited contributed towards
the cost. This was an unfortunate time to consider any possible
increase in rates but a decision on a parish Council would apply for
many years into the future and immediate , short-term financial
considerations should not determine the matter. Tfrey had been very
impressed with the much more democratic method of operation of a
Council.

51-

Mr. Tallis said that his Association did not accept the view which they
understood had been expressed by the Borough Council that there was
insufficient support for the idea of I&rish Councils in the areas
concerned. They had carried out a comparison for the Shirley area of
the figures resulting from the Borough Council's survey on the parish
issue with the voting figures for the Borough Council Elections in
1980. In each of the three Shirley Wards (South, West and East) the
number of votes cast for each of the successful Borough Council
Election candidates was less than the number of votes cast in favour
of parish Councils in the same Ward, the majority gained by each
candidate was less than the majority gained in favour of Earish councils
in the Ward andthenumber of votes cast against each of the elected
Councillors was higher than the number of votes cast against parish
Councils in the Ward. He also did not accept that those who abstained
in the survey could be regarded in the same light as those who voted
against larish Councils.

52.

The Association therefore requested that Birish Councils should be
introduced in Shirley and having consulted local Councillors in each
of the three Shirley Wards on what parts of the Ward would not consider
themselves part of Shirley and what parts ought to be considered in
relation to another area, the result was as follows s(i) Shirley West - The Solihull Lodge area would regard itself
as a separate and independent entity. Many residents
shopped at the Maypole or Kings Heath rather than Shirley.
The electorate of the area would be about ^500. They
.had a separate Community Association, Residents' Association,
Youth Centre, Community Centre, parks (although the main one
was actually in Birmingham) and a small community shopping
centre with an odd further shop elsewhere. There was a
partially deaf clinic at the local school, the community
centre was purpose-built and there was a doctors' surgery
and a dental surgery. Ttiere was no specific church. They
felt that Solihull Lodge could form a perfectly adequate
ftirish in their own right.
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(ii) Shirley South - It was thought that the part of the Ward
to the south of Marshall Lake Road regarded itself as a
separate entity. As the area included most of that
scheduladfor development as the "Cranmore/Widney Development" in the next few years, it would eventually be
sufficiently developed to form quite a large sized parish
and the creation of a Barish Council now would mean that
the developnent could be more closely watched and influenced
by its neighbours. A Barish Council would have a valuable
part to play in absorbing the new residents into their new
environment. The existing Cranmore Estate and the new
developnent at Hay Lane would form the basis of the Parish
when it was first formed. Ihe Structure plan embracing the
new development was now before the Secretary of State for
the Environment.
(iii) Shirley East - It was considered that the roughly 1000
electors in the area bound by Blossomfield Road, Danford
Lane, Yoxall Road and Longmore Road would see themselves
as part of a St. Alphege or Solihull J&rish.
53.

They had accepted the advice of the local Councillors as to the
exclusion of the areas mentioned above from their proposed Shirley
J£rish and that would leave for the new J&rish an electorate of
18,458 and a population of approximately 25,000. Tftey estimate that
this area would have a rateable value of approximately £2,400,000
and a penny rate would therefore raise approximately £24,000. The
maximum rate they thought would be acceptable to the electorate
would raise £120,000 and a possible typical Parish rate would allow
a Council just under £50,000 per year to spend on improving facilities
in Shirley. The people included in the new parish would be those who
regarded themselves as belonging to Shirley rather than Solihull.
Over the yeaxs both Solihull and Shirley had grown and had come
together and in the process Solihull had absorbed Shirley without
providing facilities. The focal point for Shirley was the strip
shopping centre down Stratford Road with the I&rish Church, the
Shirley Institute (with its three halls used by various local
organisations), the Iferish Hall, a specialised clinic, the lost
Office, the lolice Station and various other premises. Shirley had
two secondary schools (the Lighthall School and Sharman's Cross),
and a number of Junior and Infant schools. tfie local organisations
included Silver and Brass Bands, two tfomens" Institutes, four or five
Scout Groups, the Residents' Association, the what was claimed to be the
best Chamber of Trade in the West Midlands, Lions, Rotary and a
Townswomen's Guild.

54.

Mr. Tallis recognised that a population of about 25,000 was
appreciably above the normal maximum which might be considered but
the Association considered that as the only significant focal point
for the whole area was along the Stratford Road it would be wrong to
think in terms of sub-dividing the proposed Shirley Parish, it would
be possible to divide the area into a number of smaller parishes
for separate communities (including one for the area covered by the
Association) but that would still leave all the facilities of the
area focussed at the one point.
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Mr. J. Goodwin, a former Secretary of the Solihull Residents'
Association said that he had visited a Birish where there was a
precept of lp and people had been unable to tell him what they got
for it. He considered Silhill and St. Alphege to be unsuitable for
Rirish Councils. A meeting of Shirley Residents' Association
attended by some 50 people had been against parish Councils.
District Councillors and I&rish Councillors were the same people
(this was disputed by a number of those present at the local
meeting). Had people been told at the time of the canvass that a
I&rish Council would inevitably increase the rate, the result would
have been very different,

56.

Mr. P. J. Langnead on behalf of Solihull Area SDP said that at a
meeting of the Social Democratic party in Solihull some 50-60 had
been in favour of parish Councils where a majority of electors
voting in the Jferish indicated approval, and only 3 against. They
were therefore in favour of Parish Councils throughout the Borough
of Solihull apart from St. Alphege Ward. They did not want more
tiers but would rather see the West Midlands County Council
disappear. They questioned the decision of the Borough Council to
disregard the substantial majority vote in several areas for the
setting up of parish Councils on the grounds that insufficient voters
had taken part* because the percentage voting at least matched the
normal turn-out for local elections to the Borough Council. If a
one-third vote were rejected in Council Elections, Council Chambers
would be rather empty. In assessing results non-voters should be
treated as neutral, not as against. Information received from
Fordbridge suggested that Town and f&rish Councillors were valuable
to prod District Councillors into action. They recognised the
excellent work done over the years by the Knowle Society in acting
as watchdog for the village and hoped its work would continue but
they nevertheless believed that a I&rish Council would carry more
weight in dealing with planning applications and that it would be
more representative of the whole community.

57.

Mr. A- Hill on behalf of Chelmsley Wood Town Council said that he was
a Town Councillor and a Solihull District Councillor. The Town Council
supported the creation of new J&rish Councils in the unparished areas
of Solihull. The result of the Borough Council's consultation had
enabled Chelasley Wood to remain in being but the literature at the
time of the consultation had not been adequate. Nobody had gone
round in the unparished areas telling people of the advantages of
Parish Councils although Rate .payers' Associations were canvassing
against support for pariah councils. In his house only one ballot
paper had been supplied. Tfre decision by the Borough Council was
very contentious and he felt that the wrong decision had been made.
It rested on those with experience of Parish Councils being in
favour of new Parish Councils and those with no such experience
being frightened and voting against. On the financial argument,
the cost in an average household of a precept of 0.7p would be 3P
per week and a precept of *fp would be 20p per week. Local people
had to depend on Jfexish Councils and not on the Borough Council.

•

58.

Mr. B. A. Griffiths, Solicitor of Messrs. Richard Morpuss & Co..
Solicitors of Birmingham, represented the Solihull Ratepayers'
Association, the Solihull Residents' Association and I.A.C.
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Qammunications Ltd., Toon & Heath Ltd., Armitage, Shanks Ltd.,
Foster Bros. Ltd., Titanium International Ltd., and Bryant &
IVicker Ltd., six companies in the Borough of Solihull who
between them employed 737 people. Hr. Griffiths said that he was
also a resident and ratepayer of Solihull. The opposition of the
Ratepayers' Association to the establishment of parish Councils was
based on ,(i) Demand and (ii) Expense.
59-

On demand, his submission was that there was adequate coverage
already. He agreed with the Liberals and SDP that they did not
want any more tiers of local government. The structure of other
authorities was there however and would stay for a long time. In
addition to statutory bodies too, there were bodies such as Ratepayers* and Residents' Associations. There were also three newspapers circulating in the area, namely the Birmingham Evening Mail
with a Solihull edition, the Solihull News and the new Solihull
Times, all of which
allocated a lot of space to Solihull affairs and
so let councillors know what was happening. People could take their
complaints to Ratepayers' and Residents' Associations.

60.

Mr. Griffiths maintained that it would be a different kettle of
fish if the 1978 survey had to be related to the circumstances of
1982 when there had been an astronomical increase in rates. He
referred to the rate precepts for the existing parishes in the
Borougi, which for 1981 range(yuv^p in the pound to *f.0p in the
pound, and drew particular attention to the case of Meriden where
there had been an increase of 220^ from the precept of 0-9p for
1980 to 2.9p for 1981. With regard to the six companies he
represented, Mr. Griffiths referred to the problems with which they
were faced at the present time, their need to avoid extra costs and
the effect which extra cost might have on the employment they provided.
He suggested that extra parish rates would be the last straw. Foster
Bros., one of his clients, were working very hard to overcome their
financial difficulties. He said that a current precept of lp in
the rural area of Solihull would produce 4270,000. If parishes were
set up in the unparished area, it would be more expensive in the
first place to set them up and then more expensive to run them. A
figure of more than £2?0,000 per Ip precept would result and there
must be a levy of at least Ip or 2p in every pound over what there
now was.

61.

There was no need to create further Btrish Councils and it would be
doing the community a disservice to do so. He was not asking that
existing parishes should be scrapped but that no more parishes should
be recommended. The Borridge and District Residents' Association
wanted a Kurish Council and accepted that it would be necessary to
levy a rate. There had been no reference in the 1978 survey and the
letter accompanying it to additional cost and he queried whether
there would have been a different result if there had been. He
also referred to the remarks of Mr. Gautrey (paragraph 36 above)
about the way the survey had been carried out and urged that the
result should be accepted.

62.

On behalf of the Solihull Residents' Association,Mr. Griffiths said
that they were against the introduction of Ifcrish Councils for the
central area of Solihull on the grounds that they would serve little
or no useful purpose and would only increase the rates and add another
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purpose as the Silhill and St. Alphege Wards and said that this was
the area with which the Association were primarily concerned and
they should not be taken as expressing any opinion about any other
area of the Borough.
63.

Mr. Griffiths submitted for what it was worth the results of a sample
postal poll of people in the unparished areas of the Borough which
had just been taken by the Ratepayers' Association. This had
involved taking from the current Birmingham Telephone Directory the
first householder on every twentieth page with an address in one of
the unpariahed areas of the Borough. Fifty-nine people had been
issued with a copy of an explanatory statement with a stamped
addressed envelope for reply and a good geographical spread had been
achieved. There had been one reply (2#) in favour of introducing
new Kirish Councils, eighteen replies (3^?0 against introducing new
parish Councils, in three cases (5#) there was no decision or the
householder had moved or died and in thirty-seven cases (63$) no
replies had been received. It was suggested that the survey
indicated that public opinion had changed since 19?8, possibly as a
result of financial implications and unpopularity of rates, although
there was still a significant abstention rate indicating lack of
public interest which tended to confirm the absence of demand from
ordinary members of the public for the introduction of additional
parish Councils within the unparished areas of Solihull. (At the
local meeting, the survey carried out by the Ratepayers' Association
was criticised by other speakers on the grounds of an unsatisfactory
sampling technique and of the terms in which the matter had been
presented to recipients of the survey in the explanatory statement,
including particularly the reference to likely additional rate charges)

6*K

Mr. P. G. Turner, Honorary Regional Secretary of the West Midlands
"Regional Council of the Association for Neighbourhood Councils stated
that the Association were taking an active general interest in and.
were monitoring the progress of the parish reviews, particularly in
the unparished areas of the Metropolitan Districts of the County of
West Midlands which included Solihull. They regarded the decision
of the Borou^i Council to hold a referendum of every household in the
district from September 197& to November 19?8 during the canvass for
the new Electoral Register as a very sensible and cost-saving idea,
which would give the total electorate a personal chanca to express
their opinion on the issue without outside interference from
pressure groups and which would maximise the response by 'Tree" postage
for replies.

65.

The Regional Council felt that the return of 33j^ of "the voting slips
was very much in line with the average national turn-out at local
government elections and the most which could be expected bearing in
mind the general disinterest in local government. It could be
compared with a referendum through polling stations in nearby Coventry
in 198! on the emotive issue of rates which only attracted ?k.5% of
the electorate. On the Solihull survey there was a clear YES in
favour of parishes by 70# of those who voted and a clear NO from 2$%
who voted. In all the parished areas there was a clear vote to retain
their parishes and in most unparished areas a substantial number voted
in favour of creating parishes, "flie Working Party which had been set
up by the Borough Council recommended to the Council that the present
parishes be retained with only minor modifications and that six new
parishes be created subject to detailed boundaries being drawn up
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and approved by the Local Government Boundary Commission. The
recommendation for new parishes was not however approved by the
Policy Committee or the full Council. The Regional Council understood from 'reliable sources present at the meetings that no
detailed reasons had been put forward for rejecting the recommendation apart from an expression of view that the response of the electors
had been too low. The Regional Council believed that the Borough
Council did not consider what would be an acceptable turnout figure
or set any other target before proceeding with the referendum.
66.

'ftiey had asked the Borough Council to reconsider their draft
proposals, believing that the referendum carried out by the Borough
Council was the most comprehensive way of finding out the views of
the electorate. The same method of consultation was to be used in
the autumn of 1982 by Birmingham City Council in connection with
their parish Review. The alternative of holding public meetings all
over the district would, in the experience of the Regional Council,
only draw, a small number of activists for or against Parishes and
would not in any way enhance a conclusion. In their opinion, the
Borough Council did not give reasonable consideration to the evidence
from the referendum results that the public wish to see new parishes
created in some unparished areas of Solihull. Constitutional issues
were at stake in relation to majority decision making and the
Regional Council were very concerned with the general question of
the Borough Council's handling of the referendum result. The conclusions of the Solihull parish Review were being regarded as a test
case by the six other Metropolitan District Councils in the West
Midlands county. The Regional Council urged that there was a strong
case for creating some new parishes in the unparished areas of
Solihull which were separate communities and would be in line with
effective and convenient local government. For example, Knowle,
Dorridge and Shirley all had separate identities and had had for
many years.

67.

Mr. D. van Rest stated that he was the only Independent District
Councillor for the Jackwood Ward, had lived in Dorridge since 1970
and had been an active member of Dorridge and District Residents1
Association since 1972. The Association provided an excellent "grass
roots* voice of local opinion and had had in his time canvassed local
opinion on a number of issues, and held public meetings including -one
on Barish Councils. The elected committee of the Association had
discussed the idea of a I&rish Council on a number of occasions and
each time had endorsed the idea, concluding that the official status
of a Parish council would give added authority to local representations
and would also provide a useful additional focus and channel for local
voluntary efforts. Tfce District Council had not taken note of press
reports on local items and had belittled the efforts of the Association.
He considered that the rate precept which might be in mind for a
Dorridge Parish Council would be of the order of Ij-p to 2p in the
pound.

68.

Tfte District Council's survey in 1978 had shown the evident satisfaction of their neighbours in Hockley Heath with their parish
Council which represented approximately half the electorate of the
Jackwood Ward. A Parish council for the remainder of the Ward would
therefore represent approximately the same number of people and the
District Council's survey had shown a clear majority vote (109^ for,
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Council. The majority was particularly significant because the
Ward at that time included part of Granmore which had little
community accord with Dorridge and had been traditionally an area
of low voter interest with polls lower than the rest of the Ward.
The change in the boundary in 1979 exchanged this part of
Cranmore for most of Bentley Heath^ providing a more homogeneous
grouping. Dorridge and Bentley Heath had strong geographical,
social and transport links and both areas fed secondary school
children to Arden school. Dorridge/Bentley Heath provided a
suitable community focus for a E&rish Council for the currently
unparished part of the Ward. The current Ward boundaries were
appropriate and he supported a positive- recommendation for a
Kirish Council for that area. He hoped however that the door
could be left open for a further review of the detailed boundary.
He had a minor doubt in respect of the small numbers of dwellings
around the Plough Inn and the Crown Hotel at Monkspath on the
Stratford Road in Billing Districts EP (3^ voters) and EG (7
voters) of the 1980 list and he suggested that the desirability
of a boundary move for these polling districts should be examined.
69.

Mr. van Rest sutmitted a letter from Mr. and Mrs. Peek supporting a
Ife.rish Council for Dorridge and stating that local democracy had
become less effective with the significant enlargement of the
Borough into a Metropolitan District in 197^ and with the prime
responsibility of Borough Councillors being for the needs of the
Borough rather than the Ward or a more local community. He also
submitted a statement from Mr. Peek seeking to Illustrate by reference
to a recent planning matter the value to local residents of having a
local Council with statutory rights of representation rather than
having to rely on less satisfactory non-statutory, procedures.

70.

Mr. T. P. Nelson stated that Dorridge rather than Knowle was the
centre for Bentley Heath where he resided. He agreed with the
comments of Mr. Chappie of the Olton Residents' Association on the
problems of a non-statutory body. There was a slight problem in
Bentley Heath because the Ward boundary ran up the centre of Widney
Road and a number of houses on the Knowle side of that boundary
considered themselves as part of Bentley Heath.

71*

Mrs. M. Htrsons said that she had been a resident of Knowle for the
whole of her life, had always had a great interest in local government and because of her commitment to the Knowle Society had for the
past twelve years attended as a member of the public the committee
meetings and monthly Council meetings of the Borough Council when
matters concerning Knowle were under discussion. She strongly
opposed the setting up of a T&rish Council in Knowle on the grounds
that Knowle was an urban area only three miles from the local
government offices, that they had three willing and accessible
elected representatives at Borough Council level, that the additional
expense could not be justified to provide another tier of local
government without any more service, that the very poor response
to the referendum showed that the electorate were not interested,
that the demand seemed to be coming from the representatives of
those political parties who were anxious to obtain a platform
through the medium of Ktrish Councils and that the value to the
community of some 40 voluntary organisations serving Knowle far
exceeded anything that a Iferish Council could provide.
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72.

Mr. G. R. Goodall, Chairman of the Hampton-in-Artien parish Council
gave particulars of the uae by his Council In the last few years
of the power to incur expenditure up to a 2p rate under Section
137 of the Local Government Act 1972 (the particulars given are
quoted in paragraph 16 above). He also referred to the power
of two or more authorities under Section 136 of the Act to
make arrangements for defraying any expenditure incurred by one
of them in exercising concurrent functions and said that since
the existing Parish Councils in the Borough had asked the
Council on a number of occasions to implement this
provision but the Borough Council had decided not to do so. The
substantial increase which had taken place between 1980 and 198!
in the Parish rate precept for the Irishes of Meriden and Bickenhill
was in each case to provide recreational facilities which Solihull could not
or woiiM not prort.de and as a result jobs had been created to provide
and to operate these facilities. Mr. Qoodall also drew attention
to Section 13*f of the 1972 Act which allowed a Parish Council to
use for its meetings free of charge a suitable room in a school
maintained by the Local Education Authority. Wiere were a number of
schools available in the unparished areas of the Borough where
J&rish meetings could take place.

73.

Mr. McEvoy replied on behalf of the Ibrough Council. Mr.wrake the parttime. Secretary of the Association of'Rirish and Tawn Councils had a
vested interest in the promotion of parish Councils. M^-Wrake
had said that inadequate tijne had been allowed at the time of the
1978 canvass but it was five/six weeks. Mr. Wrake had compared the
percentage vote in the canvass with the voting figures in the Local
Authority Elections. This was wrong because in the Local Authority
Elections the leading candidate will get in even if the margin is
only 1%. The canvass however was an attempt to gauge the feelings
of the community and it was rig^it to consider those who were for,
those who were against and those who did not vote. The truest and
most accurate way to view the non-vote was to treat it as a measure
of indifference. With regard to voting figures in Borough Council
Elections, Mr. MclSvoy noted that the voting in Parish Council Elections
was very low and he quoted two recent Birish Council Elections where
the turn-out had been 10$ or less.

7^-

With regard to the degree of local representation, Mr. McEvoy said
that three District Councillors for a population of 9,000 to 10,000
amounted to one member per 3,000 people. Mr. Williams had a vested
interest in porridge. When he had suggested that savings might be
made by a parish Council over the maintenance of parks and mowing of
grass, it was an argument over trifles. In the case of Mr. "Johnson
it was rather odd after three and a half years that it was being
said for the first time that the questionnaires for the canvass
were wrongly distributed (other speakers at the local meeting
disagreed that this comment was being made for the first time).
Mr. McEvoy maintained that the public consultation in 1978 had in
the circumstances been as good as it could be. He produced a copy
of the covering letter, accompanying information and questionnaire
which had been used for the canvass. (The covering letter stated
that a simple questionnaire was enclosed for each elector in the
household and requested that the completed questionnaire should be
returned in the envelope provided so as to arrive not later than
31st October, 1978. Tfce information given about Parish Councils
included the statement that they provided local services within
their areas (parishes) and obtained their finance through additional
local rates levied at the request of the Parish/Town Councils and
collected on their behalf by the District Council).

- 2? The voting figures in the canvass were different from those quoted
for the Annual General Meeting of the Olton Residents' Association.
75.

In the course of the meeting I also received written representations
from the followingiFrom Mr. D. L. Arsons, opposing the formation of a
Parish Council for Knowle and referring to the admirable
work of the Knowle Society and the many voluntary
organisations in Knowle.
Prom the Rev. J. V. F. Rusher, supporting the introduction
of a pariah Council in Knowle.
Prom Mrs. S. Jarman, subnitting that a Jfcrish Council
would be an unnecessary extra expense to the Knowle
ratepayer and that the Knowle Society performed more
than adequately and at no cost to the ratepayer most of
the functions likely to be taken on by a parish Council.
(C)

THE PARISH OF HAMPTON-IN-AHDaT

76.

The meeting then proceeded to consider the suggestion of the
Hampton-in-Arden Parish Council that the present boundaries between
the Irishes of Hampton-in-Arden, Berkswell and Meriden should be
altered to bring electors in Marsh Lane, Bradnocks Lane and
Kenilworth Road into the parish of Hampton-in-Arden.

77.

Mr. McEvoy said that the suggestion of the Hampton-in-Arden Parish
Council was not supported by the District Council who did not think
there would be any advantage in it. T^ie boundary in this area had
been the River Blythe and the Parish Council were saying that it
should now be the A^52 road. It was argued that the link between
the area suggested and Hampton-in-Arden was in relation to education
and postal address (the consensus of those present at the meeting
was that postal address was of no significance). Neither Meriden
nor Berkswell parish Councils were represented at the meeting tut
it looked as though Meriden did not greatly mind that part of the
proposed transfer affecting Meriden but that Berkswell did not
agree with that part of the proposed transfer affecting Berkswell.
The effect of the Hampton-in-Arden suggestion would be as follows*Berkswell J&rish - 77 electors, rateable value £1^,560.
Meriden Parish - 7 electors, rateable value £c03The District Council thought that the suggestion should be accepted
all or nothing but that the changes were not necessary, might
create the need for further change and that the present District
Ward area would require consequential amendment.

78.

Mr. G. R. Qoodall, Chairman of the Hampton-in-Arden Parish Council
said that the Parish Council had looked at their boundaries and in
the east of the I&rish, where anomalies had arisen as a result of
the carrying out of works to the River Blythe which formed the
present boundary, the Council had decided to suggest the A^52 road
as the future boundary. The major change arising from this would
be in relation to the people who resided in the Bradnocks Marsh
area on either side of Bradnocks Lane. Tfcere had been no systematic
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attempt made to test local feeling since the people concerned
were outside their parishjand nobody had made known their views
in writing. They had however talked informally to a number of
the residents in the affected area and this had revealed that they
did send their children to the primary school in Hampton-in-Arden
village. This was really the basis of the parish Council's
proposals. So far as secondary education was concerned, by and
large all children in Hampton-in-Arden, Meriden and Berkswell
attended school at Balsall Common. The occupier of a large garden
centre on the A^52 south-east of the area proposed for transfer'had
approached Hampton-in-Arden on details of planning matters instead
of going to his own parish Council or to the District Council.
79.

Mr. Goodall said that the Hampton-in-Arden parish Council had not
previously known the views of the Borough Council but the need for
consequential alteration to the District Ward boundary was not an
argument to reject the proposal. If it were decided to transfer to
Hampton-in-Arden . the area at present in the parish of Meriden but
not the Bradnocks Lane area, a possible boundary for the purpose
might be in the vicinity of Marsh Lane on the approximate line of
the property, shown as "The Nook." From the enquiries which he had
made the A^52 in this area was not likely to undergo alteration at
least until' the end of the century. He did not know when the works
had been carried out to the River Blythe in this area but it was
before he came in 1969. He had no knowledge of any further proposals
of the Water Authority for works to this section of the river. The
past works had resulted in points where the old river bank no longer
existed and it was not possible to see the official boundary on the
ground. No practical problems had however arisen from the alterations
which had taken place in the river course. Mr. Goodall agreed that
there was no vehicular access from the land to the east of the river
to the village of Hampton-in-Arden without either going up the A^52 and
then via the'B^102 or going through the Birish of Barston. In relation
to the people to the east of the river, whose children attended the
Hampton-in-Arden Primary School, a difficulty had arisen at the time
of the Hampton-in-Arden celebrations of the Queen's jubilee that they
were outside of the Parish but this had been resolved by the Ifcrish
accepting them. I drew attention to the fact that if it were decided
to proceed with an alteration of the Parish boundary in this area,
the line would be examined by Ordnance Survey who mi$vt wish to suggest
modifications in order to secure a better .technical alignment.

80.

I closed the meeting at 7,30 p.m. Before the meeting I had made
preliminary visits to a number of areas of the Borough which had
been referred to in the representations which had been received.
Subsequently to the meeting I have visited all areas of the Borough to
which a visit seemed desirable in the light of the views expressed at
the meeting and in the preparation of this report I have taken into
account what I saw on my visits.

- 29 OP ARGJHHSIT3
(A) THE UHFAHI3HEP AREA OF THE BOBDUCT

81.

It was obviously necessary that the meeting should give very serious
consideration to the conclusions which had been reached by the
Borough Council as the local authority responsible for the parish
review report, and to the reasons which had prompted those conclusions. Bit very briefly f the essential elements of the case
presented on behalf of the Borough Council at the meeting were that
the Council » having conducted a survey in every household, had found
that In the unparished areas of the Borough only 18$ of the electorate
had voted in favour of the foraatibn of new parish Councils or in
other words 82 ia every 100 electors had voted against or were
indifferent. The Council saw the Borough as consisting of two parts,
a rural area, which had a tradition of Barish Councils before
reorganisation, and an urban area, part of the old County Borough of
Solihnllp uhich had no such tradition, was an entity In Itself,
related to Sollhull town centre and in which there was a series of
Residents' Associations comparable with the Jbrish Councils of the
rural area. A Parish Council could provide services which were
substantially concurrent with those of the Borough Council and would
cost more money. Taking these other considerations into account, the
Borough Council decided that the percentage in favour of further
parishes was too low and that It would not be in the interests of
effective and convenient local government to create parishes in the
unpariehed areas. In examining the Borough Council's case, it will
be helpful to consider several topics which were extensively canvassed
during the meeting, namely the Borough Council's survey, the additional
cost, particularly in present circumstances, of Jarish Councils and the
advantages or disadvantages of a Parish Council rather than the Borough
Council on the one hand and rather than a Residents' or other local
Association on the other.

82.

There was praise at the meeting for the Borough Council's initiative
in conducting a survey of public opinion but this was coupled with
criticism of some aspects of the way the survey was done and particularly
of the interpretation placed by the Council on the results. The
criticism of the mechanics of the survey was largely that the total
response had been reduced by cases where questionnaires had been distributed on the basis of one per household rather than one per elector
as had been Intended. There was evidence that enough questionnaires
had been prepared for one per elector but fron the frequency of this
particular criticism I think it must be accepted that there was some
element of distribution of questionnaires on the basis of only one per
household, although it Is impossible to say to what extent this
happened. It was also said that people in the unparished areas lacked
inforoation about parish Councils and that too little time had been
allowed for them to get proper Information (a short note about Iferlsh
Councils in fact accompanied the survey questionnaire).

83.

the main criticism was however directed to the Borough Council's
interpretation of the results of the survey and here it was argued that
the total vote in the survey of the unparished area had been of the
same order as had been experienced or could be expected in Borough
Council Elections, that It should therefore have been regarded as
adequate on a simple majority basis and indeed that the one-third total
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the Council were wrong to compare the 18# who voted for parishes
in the unparished area with a figure of 82# representing not only
those who voted against but also those who did not vote at all
because the latter should have been disregarded completely.
The Borough Council's representative argued that the survey was
just one of the ways the Borough Council gauged public feeling and
in no sense a referendum binding on the Council and that the Council
were right to consider those who did not vote as well as those who
voted for or against. Some speakers at the meeting maintained that
the result of the survey migjit have been different if the survey
papers had referred to additional cost (in fact the survey documents
did mention that parish Councils obtained their finance through
additional local rates). The representatives of both the Borough
Council and of the Solihull Ratepayers0 Association made the point
that the financial and economic climate of 1982 was much less
favourable to the creation of further parishes. The Solihull Ratepayers' Association also submitted the result of a recent sample
postal poll on the subject of further parishes in the unparished
area but the method of conducting this poll was such that I do not
regard the result as having any real significance .
85-

The figure of 18# for the vote in favour of new BLrishes in the
unparished area was of course an average for the whole of the
unparished area. It will be noted too from paragraph 14- above that
the Borough Council had only looked at the overall position and had
not had regard to the higher percentages in favour of the creation
of new parishes which had been recorded in some areas or to
comparisons with percentages recorded in some cases for the retention
of existing Irishes. I return later to questions affecting individual
areas as compared with the unparished area as a whole. In the meantime however, it seems to me that, allowing for normal levels of
public interest in local government, any realistic assessment of the
outcome of the survey must recognise that a large proportion
of the public would be likely to abstain. Examining all .the argument and counter-argument submitted about the Borough Council's
survey, and taking the overall result actually recorded by the
Borough Council, I consider therefore that a majority vote in favour
of parishes in the unparished area out of a total vote of the order
likely to be achieved in Borough Council Elections is sufficient to
warrant an examination of the remainder of the case for or against
new parishes and including of course the other matters which the
Borough Council took into consideration in reaching their conclusion.

86.

One of the principal arguments used by objectors to further
was the additional cost which would be involved without corresponding
benefit. It will be apparent that the basis of their argument was that
at a time when considerable rate increases had already taken place
and when it was government policy to restrain public expenditure , it
would be wrong to incur additional expenditure to create new J&rish
Councils to do what was already being done or could be done by the
Borough Council and by voluntary bodies. Local industrialists were
particularly concerned at the harm which in the present difficult
economic circumstances further costs could do to their businesses
and to their efforts to provide employment for their work forces.
The current level of Parish precepts in the Borough of Solihull was
given as ranging from O.?p to *KOp in the pound.
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Points made by supporters of further Parishes in answer to the cost
argument wore that there was scops for BOQO saving by the transfer of
aoiae local services to a Parish Council, that the expdrience in some
other places had indicated that there need ba no overall additional
cost, that the minlaun expenditure of a Parish Council is very low
.indeed (little more than the cost of a part-time clerk and somewhere
to meet and even aeetlng accommodation night be available free of
charge) and beyond that it was up to the parish Council what it wished
to epand bit what it did spend was under its own control and for the
direct boneflt of its own local area. It was also said that although
thie was an unfortunate tine to consider rate increases the immediate
financial position should not be allowed to prejudice the right longtom decision.

88.

Sba avoidance of unnecessary public expenditure at the present time
is clearly a natter of considerable importance. I think however that
it is reasonable to have regard to the question of degree. I would
expect that the creation of further parish Councils would usually
result in sone overall additional public expenditure, the current
average precept for the existing parishes in the Borough of Solihull
seems to be of the order of about 2p in the pound. There is no firm
evidence of what overall additional expenditure would be involved or
what precepts new parish Councils in tha Borough of Solihull would be
likely to levy. Even if future levels of Ibrish expenditure in the
Borough were rather more than the present level, X would expect the
expenditure involved still to be very modest compared to that of
other levels of local government. I see no reason to believe therefore
that additional expenditure resulting from new parish Councils in the
Borough would be of such a level that this should be regarded in itself
as sufficient reason for not forming parish Councils which vould other*
wise be considered to be in the interests of effective and convenient
local government.

89*

The response of those who support parishes to those who say that the
Borough Council has the same functions and a parish Council would
merely be a duplication is that the Borough Council is more ronote ,
is a less effective means of local democracy, is concerned with overall
Borough needs and priorities rather than the needs of a local community,
and provides much less elected representation than a parish Council and
much leas scope for individual participation. It is also claimed that
a Parish Council is better able to exercise its powers and apply its
resources for the direct benefit of the local community, that because
of its low overheads it can supply the services it gives more
efficiently than the Borough Council and that it is in a better
position to weld abcal community together.

90.

There is no doubt that whether or not there is a jaxiah Council the
community will benefit from a wide range of voluntary bodies operating
in many different fields, One of the claims of opponents of new
I&rish Councils is however that the existence of some kinds of active
voluntary body operating at no expanse to the public makes the establishment of Tarish Councils unnecessary and undesirable. The reply
to this from supporters of J&rish councils is that they are more
democratic, directly accountable to the electorate, and better able
than voluntary bodies to represent all views within a community and
to speak for the cooaunity aa a whole* It is claimed that they help
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the other hand are said to represent their members and not the
community at large and to be apt on occasion to be treated as a mere
sectional interest or protest group. 1Jie statutory basis of parish
Councils is claimed to be of value (e.g. in giving them a position of
right in relation to planning applications and in conferring on them
the right to exercise statutory functions and to employ the resources
available to them as statutory bodies). Finally Btrish Councils
are claimed to have greater potential stability and permanence than
voluntary bodies who nay last only as long as a few key members
remain.
91.

As was to be expected* it was clear at the meeting that there is
room for more than one point of view on the merits and demerits of
parish Councils as compared with both the Borough Council and voluntary
bodies. I do not think there would be any object at this stage in
further comment on individual arguments for or against Bsurish Councils
but looking at the totality of the arguments presented I an in no doubt
that there could well be circumstances In which the establishment of
further B&rish Councils would be desirable. In my view it is therefore
necessary to examine the matter in greater detail in relation to the
unparished area of the Borough of Solihull as a whole and/or in
relation to some part or parts thereof.
(i) The unparished area of the Borough as a whole

92.

The unparished area of the Borough has a total population in the region
of 120,000. The Borough Council looked only at the overall picture in
the unparished area of the Borough as a whole and did not get to the
stage of considering whether there should be parishes in any particular
part or parts of the unparished area. The Council's Working Party had
suggested as a basis for discussion that consideration might be given
to the division of the whole of the unparished area into six new
parishes (details of which are set out in paragraph 15 above). The
Balicy Committee however decided not to consider proposals for parishes
and the Committee and the Council concluded that the unparished area
should remain so. I have already referred to the distinction which the
Borough Council drew between the rural area with its tradition of
parishes and the urban area, formerly part of the old County Borough,
as an entity in itself, related to the town centre, with no parish
tradition but instead having a series of Residents* Associations.

93*

There were others at the meeting, including the Solihull Ratepayers"
Association, who were against the constitution of any parishes in the
unparished area of the Borough, There were also those who supported
the formation of parishes in the unparished area. The Solihull
Residents' Association specifically opposed the introduction of Ibrish
Councils in the central area of Solihull (the Silhill and St. Alphege
Wards) with which they were primarily concerned. Both those who were
against and those who were for parishes in the whole unparished area were
however much more concerned with general considerations than with the
detailed circumstances of the area or parts of it.

9*K

There was no real attempt at the meeting to argue that the unparished
area as a whole had, or could be divided into a number of parts each
of which had, an identity of its own as a separate community with its
own community feeling. The Silhill and St. Alphege Wards forming the
central area of Solihull, where the Solihull Residents' Association
oppose parishes, in particular
seemed to me to have much more the
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characteristics as a separate community In its own right. I note too
that both the Association of parish and Tbwn Councils and the
Association for Neighbourhood councils made representations concerning
the creation of Ifcrish councils in soiae, rather than all, of the
unparished areas of the Borough.
95.

I do not consider therefore that there is a case for the general
formation of parishes in the unparished area of the Borough or indeed
for the establishment of Parishes in a number of the individual wards
in the unparished area. I exaaina below however the submissions made
at the meeting concerning the establishment of Parishes in the Knowle,
Porridge, Olton and Shirley areas. It should ba mentioned at this
point that because the Borough Council had effectively limited their
consideration to the overall position in the unparished area, their
representatives at the meeting were not in a position to attribute
particular views to the Borough Council in relation to individual
parts of the unparished area.
(ii) gnowle

96.

Knowle and porridge adjoin each other in the south of the Borough but
they are physically separated from the main urban area of Solihull by
the motorway M**2 and a narrow belt of open land which lie between
Knowle and the main urban area* Knowle has a long history as a
separate community which during the last ten years has seen a considerable amount of further development and a population increase of
some 7336 to a present population variously put at between 10,000 and
12,000.

97.

There was general agreement at the meeting that Knowle is a pleasant
large village with a strong sense of community and identity, which is
well supplied with community facilities and services (e.g. churches,
halls, schools, shops and professional services),is largely selfcontained except for employment, has a very good community life and
is well served by a wide range of village activities and many
voluntary organisations and societies, including in particular in the
context of parish review a Conservation Society known as the Knowle
Society. The Knowle Society is a very active and hard working Society
with an increasing membership now about 900 and it is generally agreed
that in the near 20 years of its life it has done and is doing
excellent work in protecting the environment of Knowle. It has a range
of associated bodies engaged in such fields as local history, social
activities, nature conservation and rambling, publishes a newsletter
and enjoys a wide measure of support for its various activities.

98.

In the Borough Council's survey the voting in favour of a parish
Council for Knowle was 1589 with 9^2 against. I have no doubt that in
its physical setting and in its sense of community and identity Knowle
possesses in all respects what one would look for in a prospective new
Jfaxish. Ihe real issue in my view arises from the substantial divergence
of opinion which has manifested itself over whether the existence of the
Knowle Society (which by general agreenent has over the years done and
is doing so much to establish and aaintain coonunity interest and
activity) makes it unnecessary and undesirable to constitute a Jfarish
and parish Council for Knowle. The Knowle Society itself has taken
no official position in relation to the creation of a Rirish Council
but in their individual capacities a number of members of the Society
are among those who maintain that the excellent work done by the Society
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elected representatives on the Borough and County Councils, nakes it
unnecessary and undesirable to set up a Barleh Council. There is also
apprehension that the existence of a .feriah Council would change to
some degree the present role of the Society and night also import an
element of party politics into local affairs*
99.

Those who take a contrary view acknowledge the valuable work of the
Knowle Society but say they do not believe that any voluntary organisation, however good, can be as effective as a parish Council with
its statutory standing in relation to matters such as planning
applications and with its access to the statutory powers and the
resources available to parish Councils. It is also said that voluntary
groups represent their meabers and not the whole community and that a
Pariah council would be nore representative and more democratic. In
the long term the continued operation of a voluntary group was claimed to
be much less certain because of their dependonce upon voluntary officers.
Finally, there were several references to the very substantial growth
which Khowle had undergone in the last 10 years and it was suggested
that the new population had not been fully absorbed and that a Parish
Council could fulfil a valuable role in this direction.

100.

I have reviewed all the arguments on both sides and am convinced that
the balance of advantage 10 lit the constitution of a new parish and Baxish
Council for Kfcowle at the present time. I believe that this would be in
the long term interests of the community and, whilst I can understand the
doubts which have been expressed particularly by members of the Knowle
Society^ I think that the establishment of a J&rish now would find the
Society and its members in a position of strength to influence a parish
Council and to harness its efforts and its statutory powers for the &>od
of the community and in furtherance of the alma for which the Society
have already done so much. I would hope and expect that a new parish
Council and the Society would work closely together to the substantial
advantage of the community and I am sure that a very large part of the
activities of the Society and associated bodies would be completely
unaffected by the existence of a Ifarish Council.

101.

It has been suggested that the eastern side of Knowle Wood Road now in
the Khowle District Ward should be reunited with Dorridge and that
certain houses on the Knowle side of the Packwood District Ward boundary
at widney Road should be grouped with Bentley Heath. I consider that
these suggestions should be examined in detail in settling the boundary
between Knowle and Dorridge/Bentley Heath (see also paragraph 105 below).
(iii) Dorridge

102.

It has already been noted that Knowle and Dorridge are physically
separated from the main urban area of Soli hull but are grouped together.
There was however no suggestion at the meeting that they should be
regarded as one unit nor do I think that they should. "Hie Packwood
Ward is made.up of the parish of Hockley Heath and an unparlshed part
consisting of Dorridge and Bentley Heath. The unparlshed part has an
electorate of 4,825 and a population therefore probably of the order of
about 6,500 to 7*000. Bentley Heath has only been associated with
Dorridge for District Ward purposes since the boundary changes in 1979
but the two are said to have strong geographical, social and transport
links, both areas feed secondary schoolchildren to Arden School and
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at together.
103.

Dorridge is an established community which has had its own separate
identity and community feeling for many years. There is a natural
centre where the shops are and there ia a good local shopping
provision and local medical and associated facilities. Dorridge has
local churches of various denominations and a village hall and there
is a range of local organisations and activities, including sports
clubs and church-based organisations of various kinds.

104.

In the Borough Council survey there was a vote in favour of a parish
Council in the unparished part of packwood Ward (i.e. Dorridge and
Bentley Heath) of 1094 with 679 against. The main case for Dorridge
and Bentley Heath to become a Iferleh was presented by the Dorridge and
District Residents' Association which has existed in Dorridge for many
years and has covered Bentley Heath since 1979- Successive committees
of the Association have favoured a parish Council on the grounds that
the Borough Council is too remote to understand the needs of the local
community, that a parish Council could weld the community together with
direct control of local expenditure and there would be the opportunity
for local individual participation on a much larger scale than at
Borough Council level. Both the residents and the Association are said
to accept the necessity for a local rate but with local control and
direct accountability and with the hope of making savings on some
facilities. The Association regard the statutory requirement for the
notification of planning applications as a direct advantage of a parish
Council, It is also suggested that a fttrish Council would give added
authority and would provide a useful additional focus and channel for
local voluntary efforts. I have of course referred earlier to more
general opposition to further parishes in the unparished area but at the
meeting there was no opposition specifically directed to a Iferish in the
Dorridge area.

105.

I consider that the circumstances merit the constitution of a parish
for Dorridge and Bentley Heath and In the course of settling the detailed
boundaries of the parish the following suggestions which were made at
the meeting should be examined j(a) That the eastern side of Ktaowle Wood Road which had
previously been in Packwood Ward but had been transferred
to Knowle Ward on the review of ward boundaries in order
to make up numbers should be reunited with Dorridge.
(b) That certain houses on the Kftowle side of the fackwood
Ward boundary on Vldney Road should be* grouped with
Bentley Heath.
(c) That the desirability of a boundary adjustment In respect
of the small numbers of dwellings around the Plough Inn and
the Crown Hotel at Honkspath on the Stratford Road in
polling districtsffip(3^ voters) and EG (7 voters) of the
1930 Register of Electors be examined.
(Iv) Qlton

106.

olton has an electorate of some 9*5^0 and a population therefore of the
order of rougfrly 13,000. It is a largely residential area offering little
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natural focus of Olton is near the Anglican Church and there is a
shopping centre there with three other small neighbourhood shopping
centres in other parts of Olton. The number of shops is reasonable
but there is little in the way of large shops. Much of the local
community feeling stems from the three churches and most of the
community activities of Olton are said to relate to the united
Reformed Church and the Church of England, both of whose church
halls are fully and actively used for groups and societies of
various kinds. The only purpose-built comprehensive school in
Solihull serves the Olton area and this is said to be the most
effective new development with the two heads of the school wishing to
develop as a community school. There are local medical and associated
services and various sporting activities are based in Olton.
10?.

In the Borough Council's survey the voting in favour of a Birish
Council for Olton was 1,460 with 1,224 against. There is a strong
Residents' Association at Olton with a membership of almost 700
households in a ward of approximately 4,500 households and the
Association is very much in favour of a Parish Council. Since it
was organised in its present form in 1973 the Association is a
flourishing body covering the whole of Olton Hard and has gone from
strength to strength. Contact with ordinary members is maintained
by a regular newsletter and by visits from Committee members when
they collect subscriptions. The Association leaves it to other
bodies to promote social activities but there is an inter-linking
membership. The Association says however that in a very real sense
it carries out many of the duties of a Parish Council and as well as
scrutiny of all planning applications and appearances at planning
appeals, it gives a lengthy list of public services and bodies with
which it has contact and/or negotiation concerning their local,
services. It also conducts campaigns for new or improved facilities
in the area.

108.

Tfte basis of the Association's support for a Parish Council is that
even a strong and flourishing Residents' Association like their own
cannot entirely replace a Rirish Council for a number of reasons.
It tends to rely on a few key committee members who devote much time
and effort to serving the community but the loss of a small number
of those key members can deal a fatal blow to an Association. Much
of their time has to be devoted to administration. They usually
get consultation and information from statutory bodies but are not
entitled to it as a right and can be held to represent only their
members and not the ward as a whole and indeed can be dismissed as
just another protest group. Finally they have not the powers or
resources of a ferish Council to provide local facilities. The
Association thinks that a Parish Council in Olton would find the
same people who have given so much time to the work of the Association
prepared to serve and a Barish Council would be able to speak with a
stronger voice and with the right to be heard and to speak for all.
It would lend a focus to many organisations which are endeavouring to
survive in a large conurbation. "Hie Association regaids the boundaries
of the present Olton District Ward as identifiable and convenient for
ah olton Jfarish but made a plea that Railing Districts CJ and CK of Lyndon
Ward, which were part of Olton until the District Wards were changed
In 1977. which are said still to consider themselves part of Olton
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live* should be considered for inclusion in any 01 ton parish.
109.

Apart from the general opposition noted earlier to further Parishes
in the unparished area, there was no opposition at the local meeting
to the creation of a Pariah of Olton, but the Borough Council's
representative, Mr. McEvoy, did specifically say that he was not in
a position to make any observations on the suggestions of the
Association for including part of Lyndon Ward, about which he had no
instructions from the Borough Council. In my view Olton has a sense
of community and its own Identity and the Residents' Association made
out a good case for a Jferlah Council to represent the community.
I think Olton would benefit both from the additional standing of
a Parish council and from the statutory powers and the resources
which would be available to a Parish Council. I also think that the
support of the Association and the likelihood that some of those who
have devoted so much time to the work of the Association would be
prepared to serve on a Parish Council would augur well for a new f&rieh
Council* Whether the two Polling Districts froa Lyndon Ward should
be included In an Olton Barleh I regard as a matter on which the
Borough Council should be given a further opportunity to comment
before a final decision is made.
(v) Shirley

110.

Shirley has a total electorate of about 28,000 and the total
population is therefore likely to be between 35,OCDand 40,000 which
Is a substantial part of the Borough population of about 200,000.
Shirley is divided into three wards of roughly equal electorates.
In the Borough Council survey the voting In favour of the formation
of a Ifcrlsh wastShlrley Bast Ward
1683 for, 1179 against
Shirley South ward 1586 for, 790 against
Shirley West Ward
171^ for, 968 against
The picture presented was that from their original separate state
both Solihull and Shirley had grown over the years and had come
together and in the process Solihull had absorbed Shirley without
providing Shirley with facilities. Shirley has a single focal area
consisting of the substantial shopping centre spreading along a considerable length of Stratford Road and a variety of places of public
resort concentrated in the same area.

111.

Ttie detailed case in favour of f&rish status for Shirley was put
forward by Mr. Talliss, the Honorary Secretary of the Lighthall Area
Youth and Community Association, who had gone to a considerable amount
of trouble to ptrepare a very comprehensive case which looked at the
whole Shirley area. There was some support from two or three other
sources for Shirley to be parished, though the other sources were not
themselves Shirley based nor did their submissions go Into any great
detail. On the other side It was said that a meeting of the Shirley
Residents • Association had been against Fariah Councils but the
. Shirley Residents' Association made no written sutmlsslon nor did
they ixit forward any case at the local meeting. The Lighthall Area
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Youth and Connunity Association itself however IB directly concerned
with only a very snail area on the southern edge of Shirley and with
an electorate of about 2,500 i.e. rather leas than 10£ of the
electorate for the complete Shirley area. The Association claimed
to carry out within their area almost all of the functions carried out by
the average fhriah Counoil.lteycomplained that of the expenditure over
which th» Borough Council tad a discretion the part tpant in the Shirley
area had been minimal and it had nearly all been spent in other parts
of the Borough and they instanced the proposed Shirley Civic SubCentre which after more than 20 years was still on the drawing board,
the Shirley Community Centra etill awaiting new buildings and so on.
112.

On possible Pariah Council boundaries, the Association asked local
District Councillors, whether or not the latter were In favour of a
fturish Council, in affect what areas would consider themselves part
of Shirley and what would want to be in another Pariah. They took
the advice given and as a result proposed that three areaa of the
present Shirley Wards should be excluded from a Shirley Parish. The
first was the Sollhull Lodge area of Shirley Vest Ward containing an
electorate of about 4-,500. It was suggested that the SoHhill Lodge
area with its local associations and facilities and its tendency to
shop at Maypole or Kings Heath rather than in Shirley would regard
itself as a separate and Independent entity and could form a perfectly
adequate Parish In its own right. The second area for exclusionwas
an area of Shirley South Ward with a fairly limited present population
based on the existing Cranmore Estate and the new development at Hay
Lane but including the area scheduled for development, subject to the
Secretary of State approving the Structure, plan, as the "Cranmore/Wldney
Developnenfin the next few years. It was argued that this area
regarded itself as a separate entity and the creation of a, Rirish
Council now would enable it to play a role as the further developnent
took place. Hie third area was one including roughly 1,000 electors
of Shirley East Ward who It was thought would see themselves as part
of a St. Alphege or Sollhull parish. The exclusion of these three
areas would mean that all the remainder would be those who regarded
themselves as belonging to Shirley and this would leave for the parish
of Shirley an electorate of 18,458 and a population of approximately
25,000.

113-

It seems to me that the proposals put forward by the Association
import a number of major problems, the total population of Shirley,
the nature of Shirley and particularly the concentration of the shops
and a wide variety of other places of public resort Into a single
and virtually indivisible focal area, the nature of the areas which It
is suggested should be severed from Shirley and the degree of support
for the Association's proposals. Its overall population of 35,000 to
40,000 means that Shirley is far above the normal upper population
limit of paragraph 15 of Circular 121/77 and even at 25,000 population
Shirley would be significantly above that linit. In putting forward
their proposals for areas to be separated from Shirley, the Association
were making recommendations for areas with which after the separation
they and their members would be very little concerned. In putting
forward their proposals for a Shirley parish, they were speaking for
an area whose population Is only a small part of that of the proposed
Parish. Whilst noting the result of the Borough Council's survey, I
think it right to look for evidence of support for these various
proposals from other groups who would be directly concerned with the
proposed parishes and whose activities could be used as a test of the

- 39 strength of sense of community and identity in these areas. No such
other groups however either made written representations or came
along to make their comments at the local meeting. In the
circumstances it seems to me that the absence of further support of
this kind is a significant matter and must be taken to denote a
lack of interest by those most affected. I have examined the three
areas proposed to be excluded. I am not satisfied that Solihull
Lodge has a sufficient sense of community or identity or a sufficient
degree of community life for Birish status and as suggested above I
think it is significant that no section of the population of Solihull
Lodge have made any direct representations in favour of a parish
Council for Solihull Lodge. The lack of local interest also seems
to me to apply to the Cranmore Estate/Hay Lane/Widney area and here
I could find little evidence of a sense of community and certainly no
case for establishing a separate Ibrish, nor do I regard the proposed
developoent area as a factor Justifying a different decision. The
third area* a snail part of Shirley East Ward, was not looked at in
any detail but is not large enough to have any significant effect on
the position.
The consequence is that I think it is necessary to discount the
proposals of the Association for severing parts of the present Shirley
Wards from the main Shirley area and to look at Shirley as a whole with
its considerable population of 35*000 to ^0,000. I regard it as of
particular significance in an area of this magnitude that apart from
the Association none of those who would be directly effected by the
formation of a I&rish have felt impelled to follow up the voting in
the Borough Council's survey by making their support known at this
stage in the context of the further opportunity presented by the
holding of the local meeting. I think too that a population of the
order of that of Shirley would be altogether too big to be capable
of being a Parish community in any normal sense of the term and I can
find no reason for treating Shirley as an exception to the normal
limits contemplated by Circular 121/77. Tfce Association suggested
as an alternative to a single Shirley Jarish that it would be possible
to divide the area into a number of smaller Hirishes for separate
communities, including one for the area covered by the Association,
but itself made the point that this would still leave all the
facilities of Shirley focusaadin the one area along Stratford Road.
This point is I think extremely valid but is not the only reason why
I am bound to say that I have been unable to find in Shirley areas
of the type suggested by the Association which would be suitable in
terms of community feeling, sense of identity, facilities and other
respects to be made separate smaller J&rishes.
(B) THB PARISH OF HJMPTOK-IM-AHDEM

115.

The Hampton-in-Arden Parish Council decided on the parish review to
adopt as the criterion for certain of its boundaries, including part
of the eastern boundary at present fixed by reference to the River
Blythetthat the boundary should be fixed by reference to highways
rather than streams, ttie proposal under consideration therefore sought
to substitute for the River Blythe a boundary related to the A**52 road
and which would have the effect of transferring to the Jfexish of
Hampton-in-Arden a email population and rateable value from the
J&rish of Meriden and a more significant population of some 77 electors
and a rateable value of£1^,560 from the Fariah of Berkswell. Neither

of these two Pariah Councils made direct representations or appeared
at the local meeting but apparently Merlden Pariah Council does not
mind that part of the proposed transfer affecting Its ftirlsh but
Berkswell J&rish Council disagrees with the part affecting Berkswell.
Ttie Borough Council does not support the Hampton-ln-Arden suggestion,
does not see any advantage in It but feels that if it Is to be accepted
at all it should be on an all or nothing basis. There are two main
points In the case presented on behalf of the Hampton-in-Arden fttrish
Council. Ihe first is that at some time the course of this section of
the River Blythe has been straightened by river works so that In places
the present river course does not indicate the official boundary. The
second point is that the area which will be transferred to Hampton-inArden has a link with It in that the children who live there attend the
primary school in Hanpton-in-Arden. No systematic effort had been nade
to test the wishes of the inhabitants who would be transferred nor
had they made any direct representations on their own account. It was
not known when the alteration of the course of the River Blythe took
place but it was before the present Chairman of the Hampton-in-Arden
Tarish Council cane in 1969 and the alteration has not given rise to
any practical difficulty. I do not regard the location of the primary
school as a sufficient reason for a boundary change and I agree with
the Borough Council In looking at the proposed alterations on an all
or nothing basis. It aeeae to me that the scale of the proposed change
is out of proportion with any consideration arising from the alteration
in the river course which despite its long standing is acknowledged to
have presented no practical difficulty. I would therefore seek the
advice of the Ordnance Survey on whether there would be any advantage
in relating the ftirish boundary in this section to the present course
of the River Blythe but do not consider that any more substantial
alteration in this part of the Parish boundary is justified.
RBGOMMEHDATION3
116.

I make the following recommendations in the interests of effective
and convenient local gpvernments-

(1)

(11)
-,^
'•

(ill)

That the unparished area of the Borough of Solihull as
a whole be not constituted a Parish or divided into a
number of areas for the constitution of parishes.
That, subject to any necessary further consideration
of detailed boundaries (including the matters referred to in
paragraph 101 above), the area at present forming the
Knowle District Ward of the Borough of Solihull be
constituted a parish.
That, subject to any necessary further consideration of

detailed boundaries (Including the matters referred to in
paragraph 105 above), the area consisting of Dorridge and
Bentley Heath which at present forms the unparished part
of the Packwood District Ward of the Borough of Solihull
be constituted a Jferish.
(iv) That, subject to any necessary further consideration of
detailed boundaries (including the question of whether the
areas covered by ft>lling Districts CJ and CK in Lyndon
District Ward (as to which see paragraphs 108 and 109 above)
should form part of the new IferlBh), the area at present
forming the Olton District Ward of the Borough of Solihull
be constituted a ftirleh.

(v)

(vi)
(vii)

lfcat no Iferish or parishes be constituted for the area at
present forming the Shirley East* ShirleySouth and Shirley
West District Wards of the Borough of Solihull.
TJiat no jarish or Irishes be constituted for any other
part of the unparished area of the Borough of Solihull.
That Ordnance Survey be asked to consider whether there
would be any advantage in the alteration of the boundary
consisting of the River Blythe between the Parishes of
Hajnpton-in-Arden and the Btrishes of Me rid en and Berk swell
to relate the boundary to the present course of the river
but that no other alteration be made to the boundary between
these parishes.

February, 1982.

<G- R'

LANG

>

Assistant Commissioner.

SCHEDULE C

The following bodies/individuals wrote to the Commission following publication
of our draft proposals;
West Midlands County Council
Metropolitan Borough of Solihull
Chelmsley Wood Town Council
Fordbridge Town Council
Hampton in Arden Parish Council
Mr J Taylor MP
Solihull Conservative Association
Solihull Conservative Association - 01 ton Branch

Solihull Liberals
Knowle Liberals
01ton Residents' Association
Dorridge and District Residents' Association
Solihull Ratepayers' Association
Councillor P T Buddy
Councillor B E Hyde
Councillor F Toye

Councillor G' Wright
Councillor R J Herd
Councillor S J A Eyre
Councillor R Scammell
Councillor A Morrison
Councillor D J van Rest
Two private individuals
Warwickshire and V/est Midlands Metropolitan County
Association of Parish and Town Councils

LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOUNDARY COMMISSION FOR ENGLAND
BOROUGH OF SOLIHULL - CIVIL PARISH REVIEW
NOTE:

Where a boundaryis described as following a road, railway, river,
canal or similar feature, it shall be deemed to follow the centre
line of the feature, unless otherwise stated.

Schedule 1
Proposal 1
1.

That a new parish of Olton shall be created and will comprise:

the Olton Ward of the Borough of Solihull
and that part of the Lyndon Ward of the Borough of Solihull bounded by a
line commencing on the western boundary of Lyndon Ward at Chapel Fields
Road, thence eastwards along said road to Lyndon Road, thence northeastwards along said road to Ulleries Road, thence eastwards along said road
to Moordown Road, thence southwards along said road to the centre of the
roundabout junction with Castle Lane, being on the southern boundary of
Lyndon Ward, thence southwestwards and northwestwards along said Ward
boundary and northeastwards along the western boundary of said Ward to
the point of commencement.

Proposal 2
2a. That the boundary between Hampton in Arden CP and Berkswell CP shall
be realigned as described' below:
commencing on the existing boundary in the River Blythe at the southwestern corner of Parcel No 5573, as shown on OS 1:2500 Microfilm (B1)
SP 2180, date of publication June 1977* thence northwards along the
River Blythe to the unnamed stream flowing westwards along the northern
boundary of Parcel No 5573i thence eastwards along said stream to its
culvert on the western side of the former A^52 road, thence eastwards
in a straight line across said road to the culvert of the unnamed stream,
being on the existing boundary between Meriden CP and Berkswell CP,
thence northeastwards along said CP boundary to a point due west of National
Grid Ref: 2202580920, as shown on OS 1:2500 Microfilm (Bl) SP 2280, date

of publication Dec 1981, thence due east to said National Grid Ref, being

a point in Kenilworth Road (A^52), thence northeastwards along said road
to rejoin the existing boundary between Meriden

CP and Berkswell CP at

National Grid Ref: 2211881142, as shown on OS 1:2500 Microfilm

(B1)

SP 2281, date of publication Feb 1979-

? This proposal transfers an area of Hampton in Arden CP to Berkswell CP;
transfers two areas of Meriden CP to Berkswell CP and transfers two areas
of Berkswell CP to Hampton in Arden CP.

2b. That the boundary between Hampton in Arden CP and Meriden CP shall be
realigned as described below:
. commencing at the point where the proposed boundary, described in Proposal
2a, meets the existing boundary between Meriden CP and Berkswell CP at
National Grid Ref: 2211881142, as shown on OS 1:2^00 Microfilm

(B1)

SP 2281, date of publication Feb 1979, at Kenilworth Road (A^52), thence
northwards along said road, crossing the roundabout junction with Hampton
Lane in a straight line, and continuing northwestwards along Kenilworth
Road (A^52) to rejoin the existing boundary between Hampton in Arden CP
and Meriden CP in the River Blythe at Molands Bridge.'

This proposal transfers an area of Meriden CP to Hampton in Arden CP.

Propesal 3
3-

A new parish of Knowle shall be created and will comprise:

' That part .of the Knowle Ward of the Borough of Solihull bounded by a line
commencing at the point'where the eastern boundary of Knowle Borough Ward
meets the southern boundary of. the Borough of Solihull, thence generally
westwards along said Borough 'boundary to the southwestern boundary of
Parcel No 3082, as shown on OS 1:2500 Microfilm (A) SP1874, date of
publication 1962, thence northwestwards along said parcel boundary to the

southwestern boundary of Parcel No 1990, thence northwestwards along said
southwestern boundary and northeastwards and northwestwards along the western
boundary of said parcel to Norton Green Lane, thence northeastwards and
northwards along said lane to Grove Road, thence westwards along said road
to the western boundary of Parcel No 0035, as shown on OS 1:2500 Microfilm
(Al) SP 1775, date of publication Mar 1978, thence northwards along said
parcel boundary and eastwards along the northern boundary of said parcel to
the western boundary of Parcel No 0048, thence northwards along said western
boundary to the southwestern boundary of Parcel No 8554, thence generally
northwestwards along said southwestern boundary and northeastwards along the
northwestern boundary of said parcel to the western boundary of Parcel No 9066,
thence northwestwards along said western boundary and the southwestern
boundaries of Parcels No's 8171 and 7683 to the southeastern boundary of
Parcel No 6579, thence southwestwards along said southeastern boundary to the
northern boundary of Middlefield Hospital, thence northwestwards along said
northern boundary and southwestwards along the northwestern boundary of said
Hospital to NG Ref: 1752175751, thence southwestwards in a straight line
to the eastern corner of No 7 Grove Road, thence northwestwards along the rear
curtilages of No's 7 and 5 Grove Road to the northwestern curtilage of the
last mentioned property, thence southwestwards along said northwestern
curtilage to the southwestern boundary of the Knowle Borough Ward, thence northwestwards along said Ward boundary to the southeastern curtilage of No 2
Widney Road, thence northeastwards along said southeastern curtilage to the
rear curtilage of said property, thence northwestwards along said rear
curtilage and the rear curtilages of No's 4 and 6 Widney Road to the Southeastern curtilage of No 24 Widney Road, thence northeastwards along said
southeastern curtilage and northwestwards along the rear curtilage of said
property and the rear curtilages of No's 26, 30, 32, 36 and 38 Widney Road
to the northwestern curtilage of No's 36 and 38 Widney Road, thence southwestwards along said northwestern curtilage to the rear curtilage of No 42
Widney Road, thence northwestwards along said rear curtilage to the northwestern

curtilage of said property, thence southwestwards along said northwestern
curtilage to the rear curtilage of No *t4 Widney Road, thence northwestwards
along said rear curtilage to the northwestern curtilage of said property,
thence southwestwards along said northwestern curtilage to the rear curtilage
of No 46 Widney Road, thence northwestwards along said rear curtilage and the
rear curtilages of No's 46-50 Widney Road to the southeastern curtilage of No
11 Gilberry Close, thence southwestwards along said southeastern curtilage
and northwestwards, southwestwards and northwestwards along the rear curtilages
of No's 11 and 15-23 Gilberry Close to the southeastern curtilage of No 25
Gilberry Close, thence southwestwards along said southeastern curtilage and
northwards along the rear curtilages of No's 25-29 Gilberry Close and the
eastern boundary of the area of land at the rear of No 29 Gilberry Close to the
northern boundary of said area of land, thence southwestwards, southeastwards
and southwestwards along said northern boundary and continuing southwestwards
along the southern curtilage of No 22? Tilehouse Green Lane to the southern
corner of said property, thence westwards in a straight line from said corner
to the centre of the junction between Widney Road and Tilehouse Green Lane,
being a point on the southwestern boundary of Knowle Borough Ward, thence northwards along said lane to the rear curtilage of No 62 Widney Road, thence
northwestwards along said rear curtilage and northwestwards, northwards and
westwards along the rear curtilages of No's 64 and 66 Widney Road to the rear
curtilage of No 196 Tilehouse Green Lane, thence northwards along said rear
curtilage and the rear curtilages of No's 194 - 180 Tilehouse Green Lane to
the southern curtilage of No 178 Tilehouse Green Lane thence westwards along
said southern curtilage and the southern boundary of Parcel No 8328, as shown
on OS 1:2500 Microfilm (A1) SP 16?6, date of publication June 1983, to the
western boundary of said parcel, thence northwards along said western boundary
to the southern boundary of Parcel No 7741, thence westwards along the said
southern boundary to the eastern curtilage of Bentley Heath School (Controlled),
thence northwards along said eastern curtilage and westwards along the northern

curtilage of said school and the rear curtilage of No 16 Moorfield Avenue to
the rear curtilage of No 11 Rickard Close, thence southwestwards along said
rear curtilage and the rear curtilage of No 10 Rickard

Close to the rear

curtilage of No 9 Rickard Close, thence northwestwards along said rear
curtilage and northwestwards and northwards along the rear curtilages of
No's 8-4 Rickard Close to the rear curtilage of No 6 Moorfield Avenue,
thence westwards along said rear curtilage, the rear curtilages of No's
4 and 2 Moorfield Avenue and the southern curtilage of No 34 Browns Lane
to Browns Lane, thence southwestwards along said lane to the southwestern
boundary of Knowle Borough Ward, thence northwestwards along said ward
boundary to the northwestern boundary of said ward, thence generally
northeastwards along said northwestern boundary and generally southwards
along the eastern boundary of said ward to the point of commencement,

and that part of the parish of Barston proposed to be transferred to the
existing non-parished area by Solihull Borough 'Council in their Final Reccommendations to the Local Government Boundary Commission for England.

Proposal 4
k. A new parish of Dorridge and Bentley Heath shall be created and will
comprise:
that part of the Packwood Ward of the Borough of Solihull bounded by a
line commencing at the point where the northeastern boundary of said ward
meets the southern boundary of the Borough, thence southwestwards, generally
northwestwards and southwestwards along said Borough boundary to the eastern
boundary of Hockley Heath CP, thence westwards along said CP boundary to
Stratford Road (A3^), thence northwards along said road to the northern
boundary of Packwood Ward at the roundabout junction between Stratford
Road and the M^2 Motorway, thence northeastwards along said ward boundary
and southeastwards along the northeastern boundary of said Ward to the
point of commencement.

and those parts of the Knowle Ward of the Borough of Solihull not included
in the proposed Knowle CP, as described in proposal 3.

Proposal 5

5. The existing parish of Hockley Heath shall be extended by the addition
of:
that part of the non-parished area proposed to be transferred from the
non-parished area to the existing Hockley Heath CP by Solihull Borough
Council in their Final Recommendations to the Local Government Boundary
Commission for England
and that part of the non-parished area bounded by a line commencing at
the point where the existing eastern boundary of Hockley Heath CP crosses
Stratford Road, thence northwards along said existing CP boundary to the
southeastern boundary of the area proposed to be added to Hockley Heath CP
by Solihull Borough Council, thence northeastwards along said southeastern
boundary to the western boundary of the proposed Dorridge and Bentley
Heath CP as described in Proposal 4, thence southwards along said proposed ,
CP boundary to the point of commencement.

Schedule 2
New CP Wards
Proposal 1 - The proposed Olton CP, as described in Proposal 1 in
Schedule 1, shall be divided into Wards as described "below:

PARK WARD
That part of the Lyndon Ward of the Borough of Solihull which is included
within the proposed Olton CP.

This Ward shall return 2 councillors to the Parish Council.

ULVERLEY WARD
Commencing at the point where the southwestern boundary of Park Ward meets
the eastern boundary of the proposed Olton CP, thence southeastwards,
southwestwards and southwards along said proposed CP boundary to Grange
Road, thence southwestwards along said road to the Warwick - Birmingham New
Street railway, thence northwestwards along said railway to Richmond Road,
thence northeastwards along said road and southeastwards along the southwestern
boundary of Park Ward to the point of commencement.
This ward shall return A- councillors to the Parish Council.
MONASTERY WARD
Commencing at the point where the southern boundary of Ulverley Ward meets
the eastern boundary of the proposed Olton CP, thence southwards along said
proposed CP boundary and generally westwards along the southern boundary of
said proposed CP to the western boundary of said proposed CP, being the
western boundary of the Borough, thence northeastwards along said Borough
boundary to Ashorne Close, thence southeastwards along said close to the
northwestern boundary of Robin Hood Golf Course, thence

northeastwards,

southeastwards, northeastwards and southeastwards along said northwestern
boundary to the unnamed stream flowing northeastwards, to the southeast of the
Sports and Social Club, thence northeastwards along said stream and northwestwards along the field boundary leading to the rear curtilage of No k2
Langley Hall Road, to said rear curtilage, thence.northeastwards along said
rear curtilage and the rear curtilages of Nos 4*t-136 Langley Hall Road to

the rear curtilage of No 4 Swanswell Road, thence southeastwards along said
rear curtilage and the rear curtilages of Nos 6-3^ Swanswell Road to the
rear curtilage of No 36 Swanswell Road, thence northeastwards along said
rear curtilage, the rear curtilages of Nos 36-52 Swanswell Road and the
southern curtilages of No 5*f Swanswell Road and No 17**- Kineton Green Road

to the rear curtilage of No 176 Kineton Green Road, thence southeastwards
along said rear curtilage and the rear curtilages of Nos 178-200 Kineton
Green Road to the southernmost corner of the last-mentioned property,
thence southeastwards in a straight line to and continuing southeastwards
along the rear curtilages of Nos 206-228 Kineton Green Road to the rear
curtilage of No 115 St Bernard's Road, thence southwards along said rear
curtilage and the rear curtilage of No 117 St Bernard's Road to the
northern curtilage of No 119 St Bernard's Road, thence eastwards along said
northern curtilage to St Bernard's Road, thence northwards along said road
to Grange Road, thence eastwards along said road and the southern boundary
of Ulverley Ward to the point of commencement.
This Ward shall return 4 councillors to the Parish Council.

KINETON WARD
Commencing at the point where the western boundary of Ulverley Ward meets •
the northern boundary of Monastery Ward, thence generally westwards along
said northern boundary to the western boundary of the proposed Olton CP,
being the western boundary of the Borough, thence northeastwards along said
Borough boundary to a point opposite the westernmost corner of No 6*f
Brookvale Road, thence southeastwards to said corner and southeastwards
along the rear curtilages of said property, Nos 66-7^ and 84-126 Brookvale
Road and the southern boundary of the Church Hall and Olton Congregational
Church to Kineton Green Road, thence northeastwards along said road to Old
Warwick Road, thence eastwards along said road and Ulverley Green Road to the
western boundary of Ulverley Ward, thence southeastwards along said Ward
boundary to the point of commencement.
This Ward shall return 4 councillors to the Parish Council.

HOLLOW WARD

Commencing at the point where the western boundary of Ulverley Ward meets
the northern boundary of Kirieten Ward, thence generally westwards along
said northern boundary to the western boundary of the proposed Olton CP,
being the western boundary of the Borough, thence generally northeastwards
along said Borough boundary to the northern boundary of the proposed Olton CP,

thence southeastwards and southwestwards along said proposed CP boundary
to the western boundary of Park Ward, thence southwestwards along said
Ward boundary and the northwestern boundary of Ulverley Ward to the western
boundary of said Ward, thence southeastwards along said western boundary
to the point of commencement.
This Ward shall return k councillors',.to the Parish Council.
Proposal 2 - The proposed Knowle CP, as described in Proposal 3 in Schedule 1,
shall be divided into Wards as described below.

ARDEN WARD

Commencing at the point where the southern boundary of the Borough meets
tjje southwestern boundary of the proposed-Knowle CP, thence generally northwards
and generally westwards along said proposed CP boundary to Station Road, thence
northeastwards along said road and northwards along Lodge Road to Longdon
Road, thence westwards along said road to a point opposite the eastern
curtilage of No 62 Longdon Road, thence northwards to and along said eastern
curtilage to the rear curtilage of said property, thence westwards along said
rear curtilage to Purnell's Brook, thence generally northwards-along said
brook to its culvert on the western side of Warwick Road, thence northeastwards in a straight line from said culvert to the southern corner of
No *f Wychwood Avenue, thence northeastwards along the rear curtilage of said
property.and the rear curtilages of Nos 6-46 and 50-52 Wychwood Avenue to
the northeastern curtilage of No 53 Alveston Grove, thence southeastwards
along said northeastern curtilage to Purnell's Brook, thence generally
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northeastwards along said brook to its culvert on the southern side of
the Grand Union Canal, thence due northeast from said culvert to the eastern
boundary of the proposed Knowle CP, thence southeastwards, eastwards
and generally southwards along said proposed CP boundary to the southern
boundary of the Borough, thence generally westwards and southwards along
said Borough boundary to the point of commencement.

ST ANNES WARD
Commencing at the point where the western boundary of Arden Ward meets

the

southwestern boundary of the proposed Knowle CP, .thence generally northwestwards
along said proposed CP boundary to the M42 Motorway, thence northeastwards
along said motorway to the centre of the roundabout junction with Warwick
Road (A4l), thence southeastwards in a straight line to and southeastwards
along said road to the western boundary of Arden Ward, thence generally
southwards along said Ward boundary to the point of commencement.

COPT HEATH WARD
Commencing

at the point where the northwestern boundary of St Annes Ward

meets the southwestern boundary of the proposed Knowle CP, thence northwestwards along said proposed CP boundary to the northwestern boundary of said
proposed CP, thence generally northeastwards, along said proposed CP boundary,
generally eastwards along the northern boundary of said proposed CP and
southwards and southeastwards along the northeastern boundary of said proposed
CP to the northwestern boundary of Arden Ward, thence southwestwards along
said Ward boundary to the northeastern boundary of St Annes Ward, thence
northwestwards along said northeastern boundary and southwestwards along the
northwestern boundary of said Ward to the point of commencement.
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Proposal 3 - The proposed Dorridge and Bentley Heath CP, as described in
Proposal 4 in Schedule 1, shall be divided into Wards as described below.

DORRIDGE WARD

Commencing at the point where the eastern boundary of the proposed Dorridge
and Bentley Heath CP meets the southern boundary of the Borough, thence
southwards along said Borough boundary to the Warwick - Birmingham New Street
railway, thence northwestwards along said railway to the northwestern boundary
of the proposed Dorridge and Bentley Heath CP, thence northeastwards along
said CP boundary to the northeastern boundary of the proposed CP, thence
generally southeastwards along said proposed CP boundary to the point of
commencement.

PACKWOOD WARD

Commencing at the point where the southwestern boundary of Dorridge Ward meets
the southern boundary of the Borough, thence southwestwards and generally
northwestwards along said Borough boundary to the western boundary of the
proposed Dorridge and Bentley Heath CP, thence northwards along said CP
boundary and northeastwards along the northwestern boundary of said CP to
the southwestern boundary of Dorridge Ward, thence southeastwards along said
Ward boundary to the point of commencement.

Schedule 3

Revised District electoral arrangements, consequent upon the proposals
described in Schedule 1.

It is proposed that the Borough Wards, as defined in the Borough of Solihull
(Electoral Arrangements) Order 1978, shall be altered as described below:
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Proposal 1
That the area of Hampton in Arden CP referred to in Proposal 2a in
Schedule 1 shall be transferred from the Bickenhill Ward to the Meriden Ward;
that the two areas of Berkswell CP referred to in Proposal 2a in Schedule
1 shall be transferred from the Meriden Ward to the Bickenhill Ward and
that :the area of Meriden CP referred to in Proposal 2b in Schedule 1
shall be transferred from the Meriden Ward to the Bickenhill Ward.

Proposal 2
That those parts of the Knowle Ward which are within the proposed Dorridge
and Bentley Heath CP shall be transferred from the Knowle Ward to the Packwood
Ward.

Note.

There are no consequential effects upon the Electoral Divisions of
West Midlands County.

APPENDIX 'A

LOCAL COVRPHJCniT BOUNDARY COMMISSION
PARISH BOUNDARY RKVIRW; METROPOLITAN BOROUGH OP SQLIHPLL

Parsons attending Public Meeting held on 19 January 1982 at the Civic Hall
Lounge, flollhull
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