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Lincolnshire County
Personal Details:
Name:

Sue Ransome

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Why have you re-named BOSTON SOUTH as Wyberton & the Marshes, no-one lives on the
Marshes? I think you should keep the division name as it has been for years. IF IT AIN'T
BROKE DON'T FIX IT. Sue Ransome

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6998

28/01/2016

Mayers, Mishka
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

ROS REALL
04 February 2016 14:56
reviews
Electoral Boundary Changes

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Follow up
Completed

Good Afternoon
I refer to the recent proposed boundary changes for the village of Welton in the district of West Lindsey.
I think what you are proposing is absolutely and totally ridiculous how can you propose to split in half the
village which is the second biggest conurbation in West Lindsey - there is no rhyme or reason for doing it.
The village should remain Welton Rural and not be integrated with the new proposed divisions of
Nettleham and Ancholme Cliff neither of which bear any relation to the village of Welton.
Please take on board and leave the village as it is at present.
E.M. Reall (Mr)
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Lincolnshire County
Personal Details:
Name:

Heather Riddell

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
It has come to my attention that new boundaries are being proposed for Cranwell Village and
RAF Cranwell. I object to the division of the sites, both village and camp have always had very
close relations, most recently the coming together to fight (and win) an objection to build new
housing on Sycamore Drive. Living at the western end of Cranwell, it has always been a
comforting thought that we are part of Cranwell Village life, not only in name but in all the
local events that are held throughout the year. It has always been like this since RAF Cranwell
was built, and residents are disappointed to learn of the proposed changes that remove the link
to our village namesake and partners in village life.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/7697
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Lincolnshire County
Personal Details:
Name:

Mike Roberts

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I support the changes. I would cut councillors further. Create even wider boundaries and cut
councillors by another 15% on top.

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

PHILIP RODGERS

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I refer to the December 2015 recommendations on new electoral arrangements for Lincolnshire
County Council. I understand and accept that the Commission seeks to equalise the number of
electors that each councillor represents; but I do not understand why the Commission seeks to
the destroy the geopolitical integrity of my village in the process. Five years ago, the village of
Welton had a unified Parish Council, it was part of the District Council's Welton Ward, and it
was part of the County Council's Welton Rural Division. In 2012 the Commission carried out an
electoral review of West Lindsey, and the village became part of a new Dunholme and Welton
Ward. Now, the Commission seeks to create a Parish Council which is divided between Welton
and Ryland; and it then seeks to split the Parish in two, by offering half of the electorate to an
extended Ancolme Cliff Division, and the other half to a newly-formed Nettleham Division. So at
all three levels of local government, the village and its electorate is to be divided, shared, and
divided again. Surely this is a mistake, and there are mistakes in the Commission's analysis.
Starting with the map. The proposed electoral division runs west to east from Welton Cliff
(please note the name) down Heath Lane, through the centre of the Village, and then turns
north along Hackthorn Road. This is undeniably forms a north-west quadrant; but (in the
context of an extended Ancolme Cliff Division) the narrative wrongly describes it as being the
north-east part of Welton Parish. Given that the quadrant is undeniably in the north-west, it
follows that the remainder of the parish is to the south and east; and yet (in the context of the
proposed Nettleham Division) narrative wrongly refers to it as the south-west. It seems that the
Commission received a single division pattern proposal and one further submission which
indicated that Nettleham and Saxilby do not share common ties; and it proposes that Nettleham
and Saxilby should be identified in separate divisions, at the expense of Welton Rural Division.
If the Commission accepts that Nettleham and Saxilby do not have common ties, it must surely
accept that one half of Welton has common ties with the other. Or is it suggesting that the
north-west of Welton Parish has stronger ties with the 27 minor settlements that make up
Ancholme Cliff Division; and the south and east of Welton Parish has stronger ties with the
smaller villages of Dunholme, Scothern, Sudbrooke, and Nettleham? The effect of the
Commission's recommendations is that Welton's Health Centre, its Library, its Church of England
junior school, its Village Hall, and the Parish properties at Manor Park should be part of
Ancholme Cliff Division; whilst the Parish Office, the Village Green, the Parish Church, the
Church of England secondary school and the Sports and Social Club should be part of Nettleham
Division. Why? Turning now to the Commission's proposals for the Parish Council: in West
Lindsey, Welton is the largest settlement outside Gainsborough, and it has thirteen Parish
Councillors. The Commission's report claims that there are only nine Parish Councillors and that
the village of Welton should have five representatives, whilst the integrated hamlet of Ryland
should have four. It is difficult to know what purpose this would serve, because (in practical
terms) Ryland only exists as an historic name on maps and street signs, and its boundaries are
undefined. As I see it, there is far more to democracy than an elegant balance of numbers. It
is more to do with collective representation, and a sense of identity. Why should Welton
surrender its identity in the County Hall because someone in Saxilby has pointed out that it has
little in common with Nettleham? When the village of Welton is to share its Parish Councillors
with the hamlet of Ryland; when the village of Welton is to share it Ward Councillors with the
village of Dunholme; and when half of the village is destined for the Ancholme Cliff Division,
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and the other half is destined for the Nettleham Division; how does that add up to effective and
convenient local government? That said, it seems that there is a solution to hand. As a major
settlement (for which another 450 houses has already been approved), Welton deserves to be a
single electoral entity, with a clear identity. It is to be noted that the 2021 variance for the
proposed Nettleham Division is forecast as plus 7% (one of the four highest in the District) and
the extended Ancholme Cliff Division is by far the lowest in the District with minus 4%. This
could surely be corrected if the entire parish of Welton moved into Ancholme Cliff, and it would
be entirely appropriate if the Division was to be re-named as Welton Cliff. Yours Sincerely Phil
Rodgers Group Captain P J Rodgers MBE RAF (Retd)

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

Jason Roffey

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Feature Annotations

Contains Ordnance Survey data © Crown copyright and database rights 2013.

Map Features:
Comment text:
I am a civilian home owner in Cranwell near Royal Air Force Cranwell, I am surprised at the proposed changes split the Cranwell community in two, the housing
estate next to the camp is comprised of a mixture private housing and housing association properties contracted to the MOD. The new lines also remove the
name of Cranwell from the divisions. More clarifications on how this would effect schooling priorities, public transport, council tax, bin collections etc. The reason
for the changes are not apparent How can it make sense that in such a small community that each end of the village would end up with different councillors?
Normally only larger, densely populated urban areas are split up in this fashion - not small villages of only 450+ homes with a single school.

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

Lesley Rose

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I am appalled that there is a proposal to reduce the number of County Councillors within the
City of Lincoln as our population continues to grow. Figures to calculate the required number of
councillors should be based on population, not the number of people registered to vote.
Councillors are tasked to represent and work for EVERYONE in Lincoln, not just those registered
to vote. This proposal will significantly increas a workload which is already not truly reflective of
the amount of people being represented. It is anti-democratic. There are currently concerns that
the change in the way people register to vote will result in a smaller number being
registered.This will worsen the situation. It would be quite simple to find the total population of
Lincoln entitled, rather than registered to vote, and use those figures to create the boundaries.

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

Stephen Rouse

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
As a resident of Market Deeping it appears ludicrous that there is not a 'Deepings' ward
covering oath Market Deeping and Deeping St James. My interests would, I believe, be best
served by a council or representing 'The Deepings' rather than one representing Baston and
Barholm as indicated on the map above. The dividing line between these two wards seems to
have been decided purely by population rather than in the interests of the residents of the
Deepings community.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6324
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Mayers, Mishka
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

07 February 2016 13:41
reviews
LGBC draft recommendations
Misc for e mail.docx

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Follow up
Completed

7th February 2016
Attn of The Review Officer (Lincolnshire)
Please receive my response attached to this e mail.
Yours truly
Rob Sargent

1

Mayers, Mishka
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

valerie sargent
05 February 2016 14:02
reviews
Division of Heighington in Lincolnshire

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Follow up
Completed

Hello
I would like to register a No to the proposed dividing of Heighington to 2 separate wards.
Valerie S. Sargent
Heighington.
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Mayers, Mishka
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

ROBIN SILVESTER
08 February 2016 14:53
reviews
Recomendations for Lincolnshire County Council Boundarry changes. Cranwell,
Brauncewell & Byards Leap.

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Follow up
Completed

The boundary proposals for the above will divide the Parish in half. Cranwell Village & RAF Cranwell are one
complete area.
RAF College Cranwell has a high percentage of houses that are owned and rented by a large civilian
population.
Both Byards Leap and Brauncwell are small hamlets one located at the opposite side of the A17 and the other
off the A15 both have been a part of Cranwell for many years, moving boundaries will totally isolate the people
of these areas.
We have a Village Hall, The Social Club, The four Churches, Primary School, Pre School-Romper Room, The
Kids Zone
Nursery and after School Clubs, Scouts, Brownies, Cubs, Beavers, and Rainbows, all Community Clubs, Post
Offices
and 3 general stores. Proposed changes will split Churches, Primary School, Pre Schools, Romper Room and
Clubs
into different Parishes. We feel it is totally wrong to disrupt the boundaries of a Community for electoral
purposes.
People within our community want to deal with the same County Councillor as this will provide liaison to all and
the same information will be passed on within the whole Parish.
All parish organisations have worked tirelessly to keep the community together.
Please consider our comments as these proposed changes will separate a whole village.
I am a member of St Andrews Parochial Church Council
(Mrs) Pauline Silvester
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Lincolnshire County
Personal Details:
Name:

Lucy Smith

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
PROPOSAL: MOVE WESTERN BOUNDARY OF WARD 55 TO INCLUDE A15 BY PASS ROAD. I have
had a close look at the proposed boundaries in the south of Lincs as I live in Market Deeping. I
would like to see Market Deeping in the same ward as Deeping St James and not in the ward
Baston and Barholm for the following reasons: Market Deeping (MD) and Deeping St James
(DSJ) share a common identity in that we have one town centre (shops, restaurants, pubs,
Christmas Tree, wednesday market) and all busses pass through this centre. There is also one
health centre serving both MD and DSJ. Within our community there is no emotional division
between MD and DSJ. MD has very little in common with the villages within the ward of
Barholm and Baston. I propose that the western boundary of the ward should therefore include
MD up to the A15/Deeping by pass to encompass this one identifiable community.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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Mayers, Mishka
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

29 January 2016 17:55
reviews
Boundary Changes for Heighington

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Follow up
Completed

Dear Sir
I would like my objection noted to the proposed Boundary change for Heighington To split a Village , with a distinct
charter in half just to equalise a few votes is not acceptable In fact I feel it goes against 2 of the Statutory criteria set
for the Commission
1 ‐ Reflecting community interests and identities
2 ‐ Providing for convenient and effective local government
I have no objections to Heighington being attached to another location or the reduction in Councillors just the
splitting in two
Garry WR Snelson MCMI
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Mayers, Mishka
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Julia Snusher
25 January 2016 10:24
reviews
boundaries -

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Follow up
Flagged

Hello I am writing to express my concern at the proposal to change the boundaries for my village Bracebridge
Heath. Currently we are joined with Waddington which works very well as we often share facilities and local
events. I know people who use the Bracebridge allotments from Waddington for example. I have very little to do
with Canwick, Washingborough etc and believe pairing my village with these villages can provide little benefit and
would be detrimental. I hope you will consider this in your planning. Yours sincerely.
Julia Snusher
Bracebridge Heath resident.

This email is from the David Ross Education Trust including its subsidiaries and affiliates ("the Company").
This e-mail and any files transmitted with it contain confidential information for the exclusive use of the
intended recipient (s). If you are not the intended recipient (s) please note that any disclosure, distribution,
copying or use of its contents is strictly prohibited and may be illegal. Registered in England and Wales
with Company Number 06182612, Registered Address: 2 Hill Court, Turnpike Close, Swingbridge Road,
Grantham NG31 7XY
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Lincolnshire County
Personal Details:
Name:

Annette Southcott

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: none

Comment text:
About time that local government structures were examined instead of cutting services that
affect many vulnerable people. The amount on money spent on the staffing, servicing and
infrastructure of 8 local government organisations (not counting Parish Councils) for a county
this size could be better spent. It seems excessive that Lincolnshire with a population of
731,500 has 367 elected members, again not counting PCs (77 at County level, plus 290
District Councillors) which is more than the parliament of Australia (pop. 23.1 million). There is
already a problem attracting a sufficient breadth of representative residents to stand for LG
elections so, apart from the duplication of effort, this number is unsustainable in the long term.
The County Council should be abolished and the money redistributed to far fewer District
Councils. Four, (or even two) would be sufficient plus two Town Councils, one each for Lincoln
City and Boston. Where the boundary lines are drawn is largely irrelevant as people will adapt
to new divisions as they have done in the past. If you are really serious about making savings,
then start here.

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

Peter Southgate

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
The parish Benniworth of has been placed in the Woodhall Spa and Wragby division. This is
wrong there is no connection between this part of the Lincolnshire Wolds and the low lands/fens
of Wragby and Woodhall Spa. This is the Lincolnshire Wolds and should be part of the Louth
Wolds area. It's this type of decision which shows the civil servants have no understanding of
local geography or social/economic conditions.

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

Colin Vertigan

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: Public

Comment text:
Absolutely ludicrous to hook up Crowland with part of Spalding. If a candidate is,awarded the
role from Spalding there will be absolutely no care for our great little town. Who ever came up
with this proposal has absolutely no care for the community.

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

Emma Wells

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I think it will be a good idea, it is about saving money and ensuring value for money. The
boundaries are not too large that councillors will be overwhelmed.

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

Robert Wheeler

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
The current proposals pay inadequate attention to the criterion that natural communities should
not be split. The Cliff Villages from Harmston to Wellingore form one such natural community,
being a single ecclesiastical parish ('Graffoe'), linked by a good bus service, and sharing a
common GP practice. It is bad enough that the existing districts hive off Wellingore. Your new
proposal sunders the northern part (Harmston & Coleby) from the remainder, linking them with
places with which they have poor transport links and no other associations. You would do far
better to leave the existing pattern unchanged.

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

Vincent Wilkinson

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
The subdivision of North Hykeham / South Hykeham in the proposed way is highly illogical as
far as residents of these communities are concerned. These two areas make up a single unit as
far as all services, schools, health facilities and transport (both public and private) are
concerned to mention just a few. Linking the east part of North Hykeham ignores geography
and transport links that separate these communities even though they appear physically close.
The separation of the north west side of North Hykeham similarly includes it with a very
different rural area with each having different concerns in their representation. Population will
dictate that North/South Hykeham will require two divisions but I believe these could be made
up from the area bounded by the Lincoln City Boundary, the railway line, the A46 bypass, a
line from the A46 roundabout to South Hykeham church and the river Witham.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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Mayers, Mishka
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Anita Yorke
05 February 2016 15:33
reviews
Proposed boundary changes

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Follow up
Completed

Sent from Mail for Windows 10
While I can understand the need to change the existing boundaries, I find it ludicrous to split a village in half.
Heighington and under the new scheme this village would be split between two areas. If this were a town with a
large population, it might be feasible, but this is a small village and to place half of the people under one district and
the rest under another is utterly stupid.
I don’t accept that by splitting the village it would equal out the numbers in each area. If those being elected cannot
cope with an odd number of people, then perhaps they should not be doing the job. We are talking about a small
number of extra people, not hundreds of thousands.
Whoever thought up this idea, please use your brain cell and stop being so ridiculous.
Anita Yorke
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