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City of Peterborough
Personal Details:
Name:

Melvyn johnson

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
NO! Marholm should remain within the RURAL boundaries. While Marholm (and many of the
other villages) are known to be strong Conservative areas (and Bretton is inclined to lean
toward Labour) our votes DO COUNT in so far that we are represented by a person of our
choice, a person who is sympathetic to and has similar views as the people of the Rural Areas.
A person with only 1200 votes has (or should have) the same say in chambers as a person
with 5000 votes. If we in the rurals are SWALLOWED UP by Bretton OUR VOTES. VOICES.
WANTS AND NEEDS WILL BE SWALLOWED UP AS WELL. A person from Bretton will look after
his/her neighbors interested first, this is only natural, HE / SHE has to live with them 24/7 365!
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City of Peterborough
Personal Details:
Name:

Melvyn johnson

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
once again political interference rears its ugly head. Marholm has been quite content where it is
in relation to Bretton and will be happy to remain status quo. As things are Marholm and the
other villages UNDER THREAT have a voice that thinks of and like them, if we are CHAINED to
Bretton we will have nothing but the BILL to PAY. What we want/need will be ignored for what
is called THE GREATER GOOD which is to say that the denser populated areas have first and
loudest voice. This is highlighted in the use of the equipment of the Bretton Speedwatch Group
that are reluctant to share with the rural's to the extent of not wanting to even come into the
villages. So for ANYBODY to say that all will be equal I say LIVE IN THE REAL WORLD FOR A
CHANGE. As a matter of interest where do the members of the BC live? Not in Marholm /
Bretton / Peterborough at a guess! So what do they know? They will change the boundaries no
matter what the voters want. THEY WILL OBEY THEIR POLITICAL MASTERS! Their jobs depend
on it.
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City of Peterborough
Personal Details:
Name:

Peter Jordan

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Why would you put half of Werrington village like "The Green" and "The Steynings" and
"Storrington Way" out of the village when they are physically part of the village and historically
part of the village. This is local government gone bonkers again! Why change anyway?
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City of Peterborough
Personal Details:
Name:

Mr & Mrs David Iacono

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
We as resident as Ailsworth do oppose to the merge of our Parish Council with Longthorpe and
Bretton. These urban areas do not have the same community issues and land layout as the
Parishes of Castor and Ailsworth. Our parishes needs would be drowned by the majority of
representative from the other wards. Please can we stay as we are or at least merge with
Barnack parish as we are ruaral villages our needs are similar.

Uploaded Documents:
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30th September 2014

To The Review Officer (Peterborough)
Local Government Boundary Commission for England
Layden House
76‐86 Turnbull Street
London
EC1M 5LG
Dear Sir/Madam

Comments on the Boundary Commission’s suggestions for Ward changes.
We are writing to express our strongly held views that the proposed boundary changes will have
will have a seriously adverse impact on and negatively affect the quality of life for our family and
the village community
Key Points
The proposals appear to be based upon a simple numbers exercise. This may appear to be
efficient, but they do not:
A) Represent the impact of true equality of voting.
B) Recognise community identity
C) Provided a system of effective, efficient and convenient local government.
Expanding on the above 3 points:
1. Electoral Equality.
In the proposed Ward for Castor and Ailsworth, the vast majority of residents/voters will live
in urban areas. They will have a dis‐proportional impact on both decision making and
selection of councillors. The rural voice will be lost and its votes of little consequence within
the bigger picture.
Individually, the rural voter will not have the same impact as the urban voter.
This is not equality.
2. Community Identity.
Rural villages have their own individual identities, based upon tightly knit communities,
bonded together by common desires.
Residents have pride in their villages and surrounding areas and fight to maintain local
characteristics.

Castor and Ailsworth have very active and supporting residents, many of whom do a great
deal of social and community work. They enjoy the village atmosphere and the support they
give to both fund raising and purely social events is overwhelming.
This stems from a sense of ‘ownership’ and distance from other areas of population.
Existing local councillors understand their communities and work hard to encourage and
support them. If the same councillors had to also deal with large urban areas, they would not
be in a position to do the same.
Rural areas do not in other ways, enjoy the same level of service as their urban counterparts
and the councillors interest and support does go some way to compensate for what is an
inevitable consequence of living in the countryside.
3. Effective and Convenient Local Government.
People live in rural areas for the easy access to surrounding countryside and for smaller,
more compact communities.
They accept and understand the reasons for reduced public transport and less accessible
facilities enjoyed by their urban counterparts. The ‘Rural’ balance is what they seek and
enjoy.
There are areas of ongoing concern and the proposals would exacerbate these concerns and
reduce the capacity to address them.
1. Policing
Reductions in budgets are stretching police resources to their limit. Crime is an issue in
Castor and Ailsworth, but due to good relationships with the local force and the
continued support of the dedicated councillors, the police are doing their best to tackle
it.
Councillors with large urban areas to look after would have their loyalties compromised
and would not be able to bring the same degree of pressure to bear on behalf of the
villages, as they currently do.
2. Speeding.
This is an ongoing problem and the increased traffic through Castor and Ailsworth is
bringing with it yet again, an increase in speeding.
The solutions to this problem vary from those in urban areas. Certain installations that sit
well in these areas would be unacceptable in these villages. They would clash with the
general built environment and the distances between critical areas would simply mean
frustration for all drivers. The City Council engineers have taken measures in the past
that were appropriate at the time. New measures will soon be needed to defend the
vulnerable areas in due course.
Again, local councillors play a vital part in tackling the issue and the distractions of their
urban work will undoubtedly compromise their efforts.
3. Development
This is probably the largest and currently most important area of concern.
Castor and Ailsworth developed their own Village Design Statement some years ago. The
purpose being to control the design of new development to ensure it is in harmony with

surrounding properties. Specifically excluded are designs that would be perfectly
acceptable in urban areas, but are at variance with existing rural properties.
Whereas this has not always been as successful as it ought to have been, it did have a
significant impact on the development imposed on the village3/4 years ago. The ability of
our local councillors to appreciate the finer points of relevant design was a significant
factor in regarding the layout and style of the new dwellings. Our local services are not
designed tocope with large developments.
Much of the land to the immediate north of the current village is owned by The Homes
and Communities Agency.
This land lends itself to development and is commercially attractive. If development took
place, the villages would lose their rural environment and become another urban area.
Residents successfully fought off proposals by the Development Corporation in 1990,
protecting their way of life.
The A47 by‐pass divides the land and currently, outline proposals to build 3 separate
villages on the north side are in hand. This leaves an area between the south of the by‐
pass and the villages that will be ripe for ‘in‐fill’ development.
Bundling the villages into a primarily urban ward would simply encourage developers and
weaken the defence against unsuitable urban sprawl.
There are other, more suitable areas, including some ‘brown field’ sites that are available
around Peterborough. Without the support of local councillors who can give time and
understanding to the situation, any resistance will be simply overruled.

Yours faithfully

Simon and Sally Leeds
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City of Peterborough
Personal Details:
Name:

Iain Bruce Mackenzie Lowrie

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
It is only the political class who think we need more politicians with their nose deep into the
trough. The simple solution would be to equalise the ward sizes with approx/roughly the same
number of constituents in each ward. Democracy in action.
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So I implore you not to change the boundary to include the South Bretton and Longthorpe Urban Wards and
please, please keep it as it should be, Rural Wards.
Susan and Damien Magill

2
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City of Peterborough
Personal Details:
Name:

Andy Martin

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I have lived with my family in Castor for 20 years which has been a rural village and has a
strong sense of community. This is due to generations going to the same school, supporting the
parish churches and regular local events throughout the year. So a close knit community has
developed which has a very rural identity. Your ward changes completely goes against this rural
identity and means that Castor becomes an urban ward. This will mean the rural voice will be
lost and we have completely different needs to urban issues. I find it hard to understand why
you are proposing that the new West Ward should include Castor when 75% of the electorate
will be urban based so by definition their needs will be put before our rural needs. In my
opinion Peterborough City Council put forward I very good proposal which kept Castor in a rural
ward and I find hypocritical that you have ignored this and put forward this urban proposal.
Surely local authorities know what is best for their communities as over years they have
listened to concerns and supported communities. I hope you will listen to City and Parish
Councils, residents who are very much against your proposals as this is what localism is about
and not someone from afar trying to change centuries of communities being together and
creating a vibrant society. If you do not you are showing that you are not supporting the
democratic process.
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City of Peterborough
Personal Details:
Name:

Allen Martin

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
We note with horror the proposal to include our village of Castor in a predominately Urban new
ward of around 7000 electorate. We also understand that the 5 villages including Castor will
provide only 25% population of this proposed new ward. This is obviously never going to be in
our best interests if we wish to retain our village status. We also note that the current 2
councillors will be lost to our community along with their wealth of experience and knowledge of
rural matters. We do wonder how much research went into this boundary commission proposal
as it seems totally absurd to combine our years of heritage as villages with 2 totally urban
townships. Did infact, any representatives of the boundary commission visit the areas to assess
the impact of their proposal on the lives of the villagers that would be affected?
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Mrs J K Martin
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City of Peterborough
Personal Details:
Name:

Jackie Mercy

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I feel very strongly that Castor should remain part of a 'rural' ward. It is extremently important
that the views of village communicaties should be heard as the issues are very different from
those of a more urban nature. The figures of 75% of the electorate being domiciled within the
Bretton / Longthorpe area doesn't, I feel, give a fair balance of representation to the vilage
communities of Castor, Ailsworth, Sutton, Wansford and Thornhaugh.
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City of Peterborough
Personal Details:
Name:

Nigel Mercy

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I object to the proposed changes for the following reasons; There aee no identified cost savings
over the existing. There have been no identified benefits to the residents of Castor and
Ailsworth as aresult of the proposed changes It would break up the traditional grouping of the
villages of Castor, Ailsworth, Sutton, Stibbington and Water Newton, that along with Marholm
and Upton are grouped together by the church Benefice. Castor is and has been traditionally a
rural village community and is not part of the urban Peterborough connurbation. There is a
clear physical division between the edge of urban Peterborough at Milton Park. Castor and
Ailsworth are to the west of this physical division and should therefore remain in the rural
ward.
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City of Peterborough
Personal Details:
Name:

Ian middleton

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I would like to voice my opinions against the new proposed boundary lines being drawn up by
peterborough council.Firstly i feel we in Castor have got a close rapore with the local councilors
of castor,and dont want to loose that.As they work closely with the village and its day to day
running. we need to stay as a rural boundary or we will loose out on the majority of the
councils new proposals,as we are only a small village (700) people aprox. The village dosnt
have the space or infastructure for exspansion what the peterborough council wants,as it would
damage so much of the surounding green space which is why i moved here from Nottingham
just over a year ago. I hope you take into account the villages thoughts and comments
regarding this issue as it could be a very big and damaging choice by the peterborough council
not only for us but for our children too!. yours, i.t.middleton.
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City of Peterborough
Personal Details:
Name:

Colin Moore

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Werrington Parish is a long established, and clearly defined area. It is separated to the south
and the east by Werrington brook. This is the most natural and obvious boundary and I see no
reason why that cannot be the ward boundary To take Werrington village green,The Steynnings,
Lewis Gardens and Storrington Way out of Werrington and include them in Gunthorpe makes no
sense at all. It would seem that the boundary commission lacks common sense and logical
thinking.
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City of Peterborough
Personal Details:
Name:

John Morris

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I have been a resident of Castor for over 16 years and am writing to raise my objections to the
proposed boundary changes that will impact our ward. Whilst close to the City of Peterborough
Castor and Ailsworth are predominately rural villages, surrounded by countryside and with a
strong heritage in farming. There is a strong sense of community, based around the church, the
small village school and local pubs. Indeed, the Benefice of Castor, covers the neighbouring
parishes of Sutton, Upton, Marholm, Stibbington and Water Newtown and there is a stronger
sense of identity with these adjoining villages than with the west part of Peterborough City.
Many of the issues faced by residents of Castor and Ailsworth are rural in nature; such as
increases in oil thefts, provision of local transport, access to medical and health facilities, village
conservation and most importantly resisting pressure to build new development. To date the
villages have been well represented by the elected councillors, who have been able to adopt a
common approach in supporting the rural villages to the west of Peterborough. The proposed
ward would significantly alter this make-up, with only 25% being rural voters leading to a
dramatic reduction in the representation of rural issues and needs. It would also move the
neighbouring village of Marholm, which is part of our broader community, into a different ward.
I therefore, strongly object to the proposed changes.
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I am writing to express my disappointment at the changes to ward boundaries proposed
by the Boundary Commission. I am particularly concerned about the proposed changes
to the Glinton and Wittering ward of which my village Ailsworth is a part.
The present Glinton and Wittering Ward is wholly rural in which there are many local
communities with strong connections. The villages of Ailsworth, Castor, Sutton, Upton
and Marholm form one church benefice sharing the same priests and many linked local
services.
Electors in South Bretton and Longthorpe would comprise 75% of the total voting
community in the proposed West Ward with only 25% of voters belonging to the
villages. The proposals state that this would be a rural ward but this is clearly not the
case.
Most of the children form the rural villages attend the local school in Castor and then
move onto Arthur Mellows Village College, a school built specifically for those children
in the villages and supporting their shared rural community. If the ward boundaries
change it is worrying that this may affect the catchment areas for the school and bus
fares being provided for travel to a different City school with, potentially, children in the
same families attending different schools.
The villagers in the villages in our current ward have many family connections with each
other and the surrounding area; some going back for a number of generations. Many of
the local clubs and groups have members from across the villages. There is a collective
understanding of our rural needs and a respect for our rural occupations not only by
villagers but also by our two current, very efficient councillors. They spend time
fighting for the retention of our village shop, dentist, doctor, and pharmacy etc. and
really understand what it means for our older residents when the bus services are
cancelled or they can’t walk to the doctors. Key aspects of village life such as housing
needs, public transport, the farming industry and village amenities are different from
those in cities and it is upon these that councillors should be able to focus their efforts.
The built environment and the outstanding cultural heritage of all villages in the current
ward generate issues of a particular type and require specific skills and knowledge.
Councillors who represent rural communities in any way at all should be able to focus
their attention on these without the distraction of urban matters.
I understand that you have tried to simplify the ward system, however, the two‐
councillor ward we have at present works very well because they have an intimate
understanding of their rural communities and represent us with knowledge and
confidence.
It is my view and that of others that I have spoken to in Castor and Ailsworth in
particular that the most efficient proposal is to retain the present Glinton and Wittering
Ward with two councillors. If this is not possible then the ward combining

Northborough with Glinton and Wittering Ward, as proposed by Peterborough City
Council, is a preferred option both of which give a councillor to resident ratio in line
with LGBC criteria. Both options enable residents living in my village to feel confident
that the criteria set by the LGBC i.e. electoral equality; community identity and cohesion;
effectiveness and convenience, have been met.
This is an issue which we have taken to our hearts and it is important that we actually
do achieve equality by being able to professionally represented and by being able to
‘have our say’ without being overcome by urban demands.
I would be grateful if you would consider these points before making any final decisions
Christine Murrell [Mrs]
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City of Peterborough
Personal Details:
Name:

Andrew Nash

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I do not think the current proposals for boundary chnages for the Glinton ward will benefit the
current resiedents of castor and Ailsworth. If we in these two vilages are put into a new larger
WEST ward it is like ly that our voice in these villages will not count for so much. there are far
more people living in south Bretton and longthorpe so it is natural that their concerns will be a
higher priority. however they are primarily urban wards whereas we are primarily rural in
character. Our needs may therefore be different but not receive the attention they deserve.
Also our councillors, whoever they are need to devel;op an understanding of rural issues, such
as poicing demands , which are different in the country than in the town. another example is
the need for new alternativetransport routes such as rural cycle routes. these are less likely to
get consideration in a predominately urban ward It would be better therefore if we wwere to
form part of a larger rural ward (if enlargement is needed)such as linking us with Barnack or
remain as a two member ward.
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City of Peterborough
Personal Details:
Name:

Phil Nash

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I live with my family in Ailsworth, having recently moved out from the city. I strongly disagree
with the communities of Ailsworth and Castor being in the same ward with the same councillor
representation as parts of the city. The villages of Ailsworth and Castor are clearly rural in
nature, with rural needs, and these needs are best met by councillors who are concerned with
meeting those rural needs. My guess is that being linked with Longthorpe and Bretton, the vast
majority of the population of the proposed ward would live in these areas, with predominantly
urban needs and issues. The needs of the villages might therefore be lost and not taken full
account of. Ailsworth and Castor already have strong links with other villages such as Barnack,
Ufford Helpston etc, via secondary school links, and the church, whose parish extends across a
number of villages. I therefore believe we should remain firmly in a rural ward.
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City of Peterborough
Personal Details:
Name:

Olivia Newell

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I'm a resident of Castor, and live there mostly because it is a RURAL location. I feel that
becoming part of Peterborough rather than a rural ward would not be inkeeping with the way I
feel a village should be run. I would have serious concerns that the proposed changes would
divide the population up into mismatched groups with very different needs within the same
group.
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City of Peterborough
Personal Details:
Name:

Philip Nuttall

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
The decision to put a small parish as Marholm with the city suburb of Bretton is illogical. The
needs of Marholm differ from Bretton in many ways :- a rural environment, a conservation
area, no gas or high speed broadband, speeding traffic through the village and No bus service.
Any councillor for Bretton will have far more pressing issues than those of the hundred and fifty
or so residents of Marholm. Marholm's issues are the same as other villages in the area and
having a councillor representing areas with the same problems is more logical and will serve
the electorate better.
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City of Peterborough
Personal Details:
Name:

Susan Nuttall

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Marholm is currently a rural ward and the proposal to swallow Marholm into the urban ward of
Bretton is not logical. One of the purposes of the change is to give everyone's vote equal value.
Can this be the case for the hundred or so voters in rural Marholm when trsnsferred to an
urban ward. Our schools, churches and community life are linked to the villages of Castor and
Ailswoth as well as the current Glinton and Wittering ward. The issues of rural communities are
different from those in an urban community in many ways :- lack of bus services, no mains
gas, poor broadband. Any councillor would find it difficult to serve the small number of voters
in rural Marholm when over 95% of the wards constituents live in the urban Bretton area.
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City of Peterborough
Personal Details:
Name:

Brendan O'Sullivan

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: Resident

Comment text:
Dear Sir or Madam.I believe that Hampton Vale & Hampton Hargate electoral regions (ORH4 &
ORH5) represent the only viable solution as a 3 Councillor Ward. The projected residential
population figures for these two districts at 7000 is within the guidelines for a 3 Councillor
Ward. To augment my support for Hamton Hargate and Hampton Vale remaining as a 3
Councillor Ward are that: 1. Vale & Hargate are colocated within the same geographical area
bounded by the main arteroal road routes North to South & East to West in Peterborough. 2.
The combined total of 3 Primary phase schools within the Hampton township feed into the one
Secondary Phase Hampton Community College. 3. The Hampton Vale & Hargate communities
are equal parts of the Hampton Township. I trust that my views will be counted equally to any
pthers supporting or opposing the planned changes. Many thanms Brendan O'Sullivan
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City of Peterborough
Personal Details:
Name:

Vijay Patel

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I am writing in with reference to your proposed boundary changes that will in effect split the
areas Hampton Hargate and Hampton Vale into separate member wards. The Township of
Hampton Hargate and Hampton Vale were designed 20 years ago with a defined boundary by
the fact that it is enclosed by the A15 to the East, A1139,A1260 to the North and the Nature
Reserve to the West. The township has grown over time to such an extent that it not really
possible to tell where the boundary between both Hampton Hargate and Vale actual lie as both
areas are treated as a single entity by the community. This is clearly indicated by the fact that
there is a single Parish Council that covers both areas and thus represents the views of all its
residents and ensuring regardless of which wards its residents reside in As well as this the fact
that whole area is serviced by a single bus service as well as three primary schools and one
secondary school as well as very well used community centre and other local amenities. The
commission is also looking to provide electoral quality and the proposed electoral figures for
2019 show that the wards of Hampton Hargate and Hampton Vale will have approx. 7000 which
is sufficient to have a three member Ward. In terms of the areas of Hempstead , Hampton
Gardens and Haddon , the projected electoral members will be approx. 7500 for 2019 and as
the fact that the areas are at the early stage for Hempstead and in a design stage for both
Hampton Gardens and Haddon , these areas would thus a more benefit suitable approach would
be to create a new 3 member ward covering these areas as the councillors can get to grips
with issues at an earlier stage. The area covered by Lawnsdowne Walk and Sheswbury Avenue ,
Orton Longueville would better be suited to be covered by the Orton Longueville Ward as it
approximate to the current ward would be a better solution rather to include it within the
current Hampton Hargate Ward. It is my belief that for the reasons stated above that wards of
Hampton Hargate and Hampton Vale have ‘community interests and identities and very good
community links’ and therefore should be considered as a separate ward served by 3 Ward
councillors.
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Vijay Patel

Review Officer (Peterborough)
LGBCE
Layden House
76-86 Turnmill Street
London
EC1M 5LG

6th October 2014

Reference : Local Government Boundary Commission Review for New electoral arrangements for
Peterborough
I am writing in with reference to your proposed boundary changes that will in effect split the areas Hampton Hargate
and Hampton Vale into separate member wards.
The Township of Hampton Hargate and Hampton Vale were designed 20 years ago with a defined boundary by the
fact that it is enclosed by the A15 to the East, A1139,A1260 to the North and the Nature Reserve to the West.
The township has grown over time to such an extent that it not really possible to tell where the boundary between
both Hampton Hargate and Vale actual lie as both areas are treated as a single entity by the community.
This is clearly indicated by the fact that there is a single Parish Council that covers both areas and thus represents
the views of all its residents and ensuring regardless of which wards its residents reside in
As well as this the fact that whole area is serviced by a single bus service as well as three primary schools and one
secondary school as well as very well used community centre and other local amenities.
The commission is also looking to provide electoral quality and the proposed electoral figures for 2019 show that the
wards of Hampton Hargate and Hampton Vale will have approx. 7000 which is sufficient to have a three member
Ward.
In terms of the areas of Hempstead , Hampton Gardens and Haddon , the projected electoral members will be
approx. 7500 for 2019 and as the fact that the areas are at the early stage for Hempstead and in a design stage for
both Hampton Gardens and Haddon , these areas would thus a more benefit suitable approach would be to create a
new 3 member ward covering these areas as the councillors can get to grips with issues at an earlier stage.
The area covered by Lawnsdowne Walk and Sheswbury Avenue , Orton Longueville would better be suited to be
covered by the Orton Longueville Ward as it approximate to the current ward would be a better solution rather to
include it within the current Hampton Hargate Ward.
It is my belief that for the reasons stated above that wards of Hampton Hargate and Hampton Vale have ‘community
interests and identities and very good community links’ and therefore should be considered as a separate ward served by
3 Ward councillors.

Yours Faithful

V. Patel
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Comment text:
As a resident of Ailsworth and having lived here for 6 years plus, I have come to enjoy the
rural life and all its idiosyncrasies despite being so close to Peterborough. I was horrified to
discover that largely due to the criterion of electoral equality, our City Council ward so ably
represented by two councillors in the past achieving approximately the LGBC wish for a ration
of approximately 1:2500 (councillor to resident). I object to being lumped in with a significant
urban slice of Peterborough in Longthorpe and South Bretton. My concern would be that having
established a good understanding of those particularly rural issues. the strongest objection I
would have is community coherence. We, in Ailsworth, have very few if any, community links
with Longthorpe and South Bretton. The children attend different secondary schools, The Arthur
Mellows Village College in Glinton being a continuing survivor from the days of Cambridgeshire
village colleges for the rural community. Our church benefice centred on Castor draws together
villages to the immediate west of Peterborough, including Marholm which it is proposed will be
hived off to North Bretton. Social activities in our village are shared with neighbouring villages
but not with urban west Peterborough. The only link of any significant convenience is the
Number 9 bus route which travels along the A47 corridor from stamford to Peterborough and
although passing through Longthorpe does not go near South Bretton. In short, I propose that
either a) we remain as we are - a 2 councillor ward or b) if 3 councillors are required that we
merge with Northborough, a single councillor ward currently with similat rural needs and trends.
We could also combine with Barnack, another one councillor ward as a third preference. These
proposals would meet the three criteria offered by LGBC i.e. electoral equality, community
coherence and convenience.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/3984
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Claire Pickett
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Postcode:
Organisation Name: Claire Pickett

Comment text:
I am currently a resident in Ailsworth. While I appreciate that the council has to make savings I
do not see what benefit the new area will bring. There is a lot of concern that the new ward
will prioritise urban issues and the rural needs of the villages will not be taken into
consideration. While we have our parish councils within the village they do not hold the same
powers of the city council. People choose to live in rural areas for all that it brings and worry
that the changes will mean that the villages will be expected to take on much more housing.
Already the schools are struggling to meet the intake demand

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/4026
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Elaine Plant

E-mail:
Postcode:
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Comment text:
I do not want Marholm to be part of the Bretton Ward as Marholm is a rural area and as such
should be attached to other villages. If we are part of Bretton then our needs will not be
listened to.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/3914
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Michael Plant

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
As a resident of Marholm I wish to make an objection.Marholm is a small conservation village
an completely rural,situated 2 miles outside any other built up area.I feel that our concerns
would not be properly heard if it was incorporated with the much larger and denser area of
North Bretton.I would request that it be incorporated with one or more of the other outlying
villages that our concerns would be more common to each. Thanks Michael Plant

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/3908
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Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Feature Annotations
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Map Features:
Comment text:
From Antonia and Chris Pounsett of Ailsworth We are responding to the Electoral Review for Peterboeough City Councilby Our concern is what is proposed for the
rural communities of Ailsworth, Castor, Marholm, Sutton and Upton and our links with the other rural communities in the Nene Valley and north of Peterborough
City. We understand that the three criteria used to assess electoral equality equalizing elector numbers, community identity and effective and convenient local
government. We have made our comment under these headings. The context for our comments is important: According to the Centre for Cities report 2014
Peterborough is the fasting growing city in the UK (annual 1.6%), has the second highest private sector employment growth (5.4%) and are in the UK’s top 10
for private sector employment (ratio with public sector), and highest housing stock growth. Peterborough City has the goal of being the UK’s Environment City.
We are proud to live in Peterborough and one of the reasons is the balance that is struck between well planned urban development and the safeguarding and
sensitive development of the rural communities. However, as a “new town” of just 40 years and a fast growing city that has seen significant immigration, the city
does have challenges which need specialist focus and attention (housing, policing, social cohesion, health care issues). We have spoken to a sample of healthcare
professionals, people in the housing business and Ward Councillors and they are unanimous that urban issues and rural issues are different – take different
expertise. We believe that Ward Councillors who have a mixed urban / rural ward will naturally be consumed by the greater urban challenges which on the face
of it could make the rural communities issues seem trivial. Equalising elector numbers The continued population growth including in our villages mean that
equalising numbers is less relevant than community identity and effective local government. We believe that the nature of the activity required of a Ward
Councilor in the rural community is more important than the number of electors per ward councilor. Community identity Our villages have an identity and a way
of behaving which comes from the relationships and ties that have developed between the villages over many years. The effort that Marholm has made to restore
and re-vitalise their community facilities and social networks is recognised and supported by Castor and Ailsworth. Marholm people have retired to Castor where
there are family ties. We are naturally linked by family, the schools and the church. We are weakened by separating us. We see ourselves as part of linked
community of villages – and the A47 road is irrelevant to this. We use our ward councillors to support the challenges we initiate and need help with and they will
be much the same as those in Glinton, Barnack and Wansford. Effective and convenient local government The loss of ward councillors that do not have a rural
focus takes out a layer of understanding and representation. This will make ward councillors less relevant to us and over time we will lose out in the democratic
structure. Peterborough City is dominated by urban councillors and the rural voice will get lost. And yet the villages’ contribution to Peterborough is important,
providing part of what makes Peterborough City a great place to live, run businesses and relax. We have had effective local government with ward councillors
working well with our parish councils. The changes will undermine what is working – because the local communities in Peterborough City and greater
Peterborough have different issues and different ways of working. Our Proposal Our proposal is that the organisation of the boundaries is largely based around
supporting common community identities – which is where the resources for self-help sit and effective local government -where councillors become specialist in
the needs of similar communities. Link the rural communities together but with a higher head of population and we can continue to be strong part of
Peterborough City. Undermine these links and what is robust about these communities today will not withstand this kind of attrition and be as "healthy" and able
to help themselves tomorrow.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/4046
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