Review Officer (Nottingham)
The Local Government Boundary Commission for England
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London
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Dr Chris Finnis

22nd January 2018
Dear Nottingham City Review Officer
Having lived in The Park and adjacent Lenton area since 1990’s, I would like
to suggest an alternative to your current proposals, which I believe will better
address your aims of community identity, electoral equality, and effective and
convenient local government.
Having looked at your website, I propose that the Dunkirk and Lenton ward
would be better combined with the Park Estate, rather than with Wollaton East
and Lenton Abbey. The Dunkirk and Lenton ward does not share a common
identity with Wollaton East and Lenton Abbey in the way it does with the Park
Estate. Furthermore, I strongly disagree that it makes sense for the Park
Estate being a single-member ward. To give strong easily identifiable
boundaries on the map and link existing communities with shared interests, it
would be far better to include Dunkirk and Lenton with the Part Estate.
To support this, I include the information below, provided by our local Lenton
Drives and Neighbours Resident’s Association, which itself comprises
members from the Dunkirk and Lenton and the Park Estate wards.
Wollaton West and Wollaton East/ Lenton Abbey
The simple solution to Wollaton West and Wollaton East and Lenton Abbey is
to combine them into two 2-councillor wards. Both wards share the same
characteristics:
 Suburban, low-density housing built post-1920.
 access to good schools – all children in catchment for Fernwood
Secondary School.
 Thriving local shops.
 Wide open green tranquil spaces.
 Low crime rate.
 Easy access to Wollaton Park and mostly situated around the 4 sides
of the Park.



Same Area Committee 7 for decision making and consultation with
public.

One of the key arguments for keeping these wards together rather than
combining with wards with few or no similarities is the Council’s Area
Committee system. Wollaton East and Lenton Abbey and Wollaton West are
in the same Area Committee, known as Area 7. The Committee section is for
making decisions, discussing issues common to both wards and making
residents representatives aware of new initiatives and changes.
I suggest creating 2 wards of Wollaton West and Abbey, and Wollaton Park in
the following manner:
Combining both the Wollaton Wards and splitting roughly equally into two
2-councillor wards would result in the following:
Wollaton West and Abbey
Ward
Wollaton West and
Abbey
Variance for a 2 2member ward
Wollaton Park
Variance for 2 2councillor wards

Polling District

Electoral Forecast
8,046

WOWD, WOWE, WLAC,
WLAD, WLAE
+4.7%
WLAA, WLAB, WOWA,
WOWB, WOWC

7,946
+3.7%

This variances of +4.7% for Wollaton West and Abbey and +3.7% for
Wollaton Park would provide very good electoral equalities.
Dunkirk and Lenton
Dunkirk and Lenton is combined in the Area Committee 4 with the Park
Estate, and other polling districts in Radford and Arboretum ward. Issues
which this area committee discusses frequently include night-time noise, fly
tipping and dirty streets and houses in multiple occupation. The postal code of
NG7 is characterised by being close to the City Centre and containing large,
older housing stock which in many cases is owned by private landlords and
rented to multiple occupants.
These issues have nothing in common with Wollaton or Lenton Abbey.
Other issues which Dunkirk and Lenton ward has in common with the Park
Estate, but not with Wollaton East and Lenton Abbey are:


The two areas both have strong residents associations (The
Nottingham Park Residents Association www.parknews.co.uk) and the
Lenton Drives and Neighbours Residents Association. Both residents










associations take part in the same charity fundraising for the Lenton
Centre, a volunteer-run community and leisure/swimming centre.
Children who live in the Park Estate and who attend state school will
generally attend Edna G Olds Academy in Lenton or Dunkirk Primary.
There are two public rights of way linking the Park Estate with Lenton.
One of those joining Park Road with Lenton Road was officially
recognised at a public enquiry by an inspector appointed by the
Secretary of State for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs on
20/11/2013 (Ref FPS/Q3060/7/1).
The two areas also share the same concerns about planning and how
to resist conversion of family houses into houses of multiple occupancy
(HMO). Since around 2000, both communities have been substantially
altered by the boom in private rented accommodation. The Park Estate
is estimated to have at least one third of properties privately rented,
whilst Dunkirk and Lenton is around 50%. The transience of
populations in private rented accommodation undermines the cohesion
and sustainability of the communities and should be addressed by joint
measures.
The two communities also share night-time noise concerns caused by
house parties in converted HMOs. The past 2 years has seen
combined campaigning by both communities to ask for more resources
to fight noise and ASB at night-time. Both communities are concerned
with the licencing of sales of alcohol, which can affect ASB issues.
There is a Community Trigger in progress at the moment to look at
noise and low-level ASB and attended by residents in Lenton and the
Park Estate who have been affected by the problems.
The communities also have conservation areas in common. The Park
Estate is one large conservation area which was designated in 1987
whilst Lenton contains 2 conservation areas: New Lenton (designated
1976) and Old Lenton (designated 1978).

Geographically there are other strong ties; both communities are boarded by
the Derby Road (an ancient track, now a major arterial route) on one side and
the Nottingham Canal (constructed 1790s) on the other.
Both areas are urban with strong identities. The Park Estate has its own
company to take care of the streets and gas lighting, Lenton has its own
independent cinema and volunteer-run historic swimming pool.
I propose you join Dunkirk/Lenton, The Park Estate and the City Centre into a
3-councillor ward as such:
DUNA
DUNB
DUNC
RPAF
BRIB

2016
2,647
1,602
852
2,878
2333
10,312

2023
2,909
1,605
855
3,296
3423
12,088

This would result in a variance of +4.9% and provide an excellent electoral
equality and join together polling districts which are set to see unprecedented
increases in electors and changes to their demographics over the coming 6
years. Local councillors will be able to concentrate expertise on licencing,
transient populations and ASB.
I look forward to hearing from you.
Yours faithfully,

C. Finnis
Mobile:

Carlsson-Hyslop, Dan
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fletcher Maya R.J.
14 January 2018 18:26
reviews
FAO Review Officer (Nottingham): Comments on Local Govenrment Boundary Commission
Consultation on Nottingham City Council Ward Boundary Changes

Importance:

High

Comments on Local Government Boundary Commission Proposals for Nottingham City
Council: ‘Lenton & Wollaton East’
I am a resident of Dunkirk & Lenton Ward, and also a representative of the Nottingham Action Group on HMOs
(www.nottinghamaction.org.uk), a community group formally constituted in February 2004, which has members in
Dunkirk & Lenton, Wollaton East & Lenton Abbey, Radford & Park, Arboretum and other Nottingham City Council
wards. As such, I have strong reservations about the proposals being made by the Local Government Boundary
Commission.
1.
Use of Electoral Data: I have a general comment to make regarding the use of electorate data in determining
the equalities in wards where there are large numbers of transient tenants living in houses in multiple occupation,
e.g. Dunkirk & Lenton, Wollaton East & Lenton Abbey, Radford & Park wards, where the tenants are predominantly
students living in either HMOs or in halls of residence and other purpose built accommodation. In part because of the
peripatetic nature of their tenancies, and in part because of their demographics and a lack of attachment to a
neighbourhood, students tend not to register, and therefore make assessments, such as the present one, based on
electoral register data, inherently inaccurate, tending to under‐estimate the population of the ward.
2.
Proposed ‘Lenton & Wollaton East Ward’: However, as the present consultation is based on the electoral
register, and because I live in a neighbourhood in Dunkirk & Lenton Ward which is separated from a similar
neighbourhood in Wollaton East & Lenton Abbey Ward by Derby Road, the following comments focus primarily on
proposed changes affecting Dunkirk & Lenton and Wollaton East & Lenton Abbey wards, though with some comments
regarding the proposals for Radford & Park Ward.
I have used the three main considerations outlined in the introduction to the draft report.
(a)
Electoral Equality: The population of Dunkirk & Lenton Ward and Wollaton East & Lenton Abbey Ward,
includes a large student population which, as has been commented on above, is well‐known to be under‐represented
in electoral register data. This is particularly significant when it comes to dealing with electoral inequality and the
number of councillors representing more or fewer voters. Students who do not appear on the electoral register do,
however, require as much representation as other residents who do register and, therefore, require more councillors
than, on the surface, are needed if inequalities are to be removed. Unfortunately, the proposals, if adopted, will result
in a reduction from four to three councillors and therefore I contend this will result in a marked reduction in the ability
of councillors to represent adequately all the diverse populations within the specified area, resulting in a worse
equality of representation, the opposite of what the review aims to do.
(b)
Community Identity: There are a surprisingly large number of neighbourhoods in the proposed ward where
established residents have very strong feelings of locality. However, by and large there is a degree of communality
between the neighbourhoods in Dunkirk & Lenton and those in the Wollaton Park/Wollaton Park Estate areas. For
example, before the last boundary readjustment Wollaton Park/Wollaton Park Estate and part of Lenton and Dunkirk
formed Abbey Ward. In fact, the previous boundary changes removed a major anomaly which divided Lenton north
of the railway line with those parts of Lenton and Dunkirk lying south of the railway line which, with the Wollaton
Park/Wollaton Park Estate area, formed Abbey Ward. Unfortunately, the Lenton Abbey part of the present Wollaton
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East & Lenton Abbey Ward has always been somewhat geographically isolated by Nottingham University’s University
Park Campus, being contiguous with the southern part of Wollaton West.
Where I feel the proposed changes completely fail to recognise community identity is the inclusion of the area lying
between the railway line and Wollaton Road/Crown Island. This area is geographically separate, with no apparent
links to the remainder of the proposed ward, and has much closer links with Wollaton West and the Radford area. My
suggestion is that this area is removed from the proposed Lenton and Wollaton East Ward, possibly with the inclusion
of what is known as Lenton Sands, or the Lenton Triangle (presently in Radford & Park Ward) in the proposed Lenton
and Wollaton East Ward. Lenton Sands/the Lenton Triangle shares many community facilities with its neighbours in
Dunkirk & Lenton Ward, e.g. Radford‐Lenton public library, primary schools, Derby Road Health Centre, Savoy Cinema,
and also, unfortunately, the same issues arising from the presence of a large transient population.
(c)
Effective and Convenient Local Government: As I have already said in (a) the proposals will, in effect, merge
two wards represented by four councillors into a single larger ward with three councillors. I fail to see how this can
result in effective and convenient local government, at least from the perspective of residents living in the new ward,
all of whom will be entitled to expect the same degree of representation as they have at present.
3.
Ward Name: There are real difficulties in determining a suitable name for the proposed ward. The one
proposed by Nottingham City Council – Wollaton East, Dunkirk & Lenton – is cumbersome and also fails to recognise
the distinctiveness of Dunkirk and Lenton Abbey and the way in which residents in these two areas associate
themselves with the names. The Commission’s proposal of ‘Lenton & Wollaton East’, though shorter, suffers from the
same limitations. I have to add here that, in the course of community work I do, I have met with significant opposition
from residents in Wollaton Park and in the Wollaton Park Estate to the title ‘Wollaton East’.
It seems to me that, bearing in mind the objections that are likely to arise if ‘Lenton’ and ‘Wollaton’ are incorporated
into the name of the new ward, without any reference to ‘Dunkirk’ and ‘Lenton Abbey’, and equally that no name is
likely to meet with overall approval, there is a good case for moving away from what is there at the moment, and,
instead, adopting a name which has its roots in the history of the area, but uses no part of the current ward names.
My suggestion is ‘Priory & Hall Ward’ on the basis that in the Middle Ages Lenton was the site of a substantial and
important priory, and Wollaton East was once part of the Wollaton Hall park and estate.
The one name that will be almost universally unpopular with established residents is ‘University Ward’, and must be
avoided.
Maya R.J. Fletcher
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Mr David Fox

To whom it may concern,
I have recently read your proposals for Clifton North and South wards and I would like to say that I
think that a partition on this basis would be a gross misrepresentation of communities in this area,
for a start, Clifton Estate itself is very much an internal community‐ we do not have a ‘midpoint’
upon which we can be divided and we would be best represented by a ward of our own, we do not
tend to share an affinity with the communities west of the A453 and these would instead be better
off either in a ward of its own, or alongside the areas of Wilford and Silverdale (perhaps this could be
a ward of its own?) who are perhaps more similar in demographic.
I have to say when this process started I felt that it would be a good opportunity to get rid of this
divisive so called ‘North’ Clifton and ‘South’ Clifton, and I am most aggrieved that the opportunity
was not taken to either include the whole of the Clifton Estate in one ward, or as much of it as
possible, I also believe that given that you rejected an East/West divide along Southchurch Drive on
the basis that residents on both sides would use the main shopping centre, I feel that your
North/South should be rejected on similar grounds as residents on both sides of Green Lane use the
shops regularly as well, therefore I believe that as people across the whole of Clifton Estate use the
shops it would be beneficial to the wider of the community to create a division along the A453 up to
or until including as much of the Estate as possible under one ward possibly with 3 members.
I hope you will agree with me that on reflection a North/South division would be an arbitrary
dividing of my Estate, which is one community and is clearly distinguishable from areas outside of it,
this coupled with being the largest community south of the river, in my view warrants my
community of the Estate being covered by a ward of its own.
Kind Regards, Mr David Fox
Date 11/01/2018

Carlsson-Hyslop, Dan
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Eric Foxley
10 January 2018 14:05
reviews
Boundary review

Review Officer (Nottingham)
The Local Government Boundary Commission for England
14th Floor Millbank Tower
London
SW1P 4QP

10 January 2018

Dear Nottingham City Review Officer

As long term (over 50 years) residents of Dunkirk, we would like to suggest alternative proposals for your
ward boundary review which will ensure more convenient and effective local government whilst providing
good electoral equality.

We would like to comment on the proposals for the current wards Wollaton East and Lenton Abbey ,
Wollaton West, Dunkirk and Lenton, and Radford and Park. I have examined the polling district data on
your website.

We strongly disagree that Dunkirk and Lenton ward should be combined with Wollaton East and Lenton
Abbey. The areas do not share a common identity and a combined area would not result in effective and
convenient local government. I also strongly disagree that the Park Estate should be a single-member
ward. A single-member ward can lead to poor governance in cases of a single poor performing councillor.
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Wollaton West and Wollaton East/ Lenton Abbey

The simple solution to Wollaton West and Wollaton East and Lenton Abbey is to combine them into 2 2councillor wards. Both wards share the same characteristics:








Suburban, low-density housing built post-1920
access to good schools – all children in catchment for Fernwood Secondary School
thriving local shops
wide open green tranquil spaces.
low crime rate.
Easy access to Wollaton Park and mostly situated around the 4 sides of the Park.
Same Area Committee 7 for decision making and consultation with public

One of the key arguments for keeping these wards together rather than combining with wards with few or
no similarities is the Council’s Area Committee system. Wollaton East and Lenton Abbey and Wollaton
West are in the same Area Committee, known as Area 7. The Committee section is for making decisions,
discussing issues common to both wards and making residents representatives aware of new initiatives
and changes.

Combining both the Wollaton Wards and splitting roughly equally into 2 2-councillor wards would result in
the following:

Ward

Polling District

Electoral Forecast

Wollaton West

WOWA, WOWB, WOWC, WOWD,
WOWE

11,222

Wollaton East and Lenton
Abbey

WLAA, WLAB, WLAC, WLAD,
WLAE

4,771

TOTAL FOR BOTH
WOLLATON WARDS

15,993

AVERAGE FOR 2 2councillor WARDS

7,996

Variance for 2 2-councillor
wards

+ 4.1%

This variance of +4.1% would provide very good electoral equality.

Dunkirk and Lenton
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Dunkirk and Lenton is combined in the Area Committee 4 with the Park Estate, and other polling districts in
Radford and Arboretum ward. Issues which this area committee discusses frequently include night-time
noise, fly tipping and dirty streets and houses in multiple occupation. The postal code of NG7 is
characterised by being close to the City Centre and containing large, older housing stock which in many
cases is owned by private landlords and rented to multiple occupants.
These issues have nothing in common with Wollaton or Lenton Abbey.

Other issues which Dunkirk and Lenton ward has in common with the Park Estate but not with Wollaton
East and Lenton Abbey are:












The two areas both have strong residents associations (The Nottingham Park Residents
Association www.parknews.co.uk) and the Lenton Drives and Neighbours Residents Association.
Both residents associations take part in the same charity fundraising for the Lenton Centre, a
volunteer-run community and leisure/swimming centre.
Children who live in the Park Estate and who attend state school will generally attend Edna G Olds
Academy in Lenton or Dunkirk Primary.
There are two public rights of way linking the Park Estate with Lenton. One of those joining Park
Road with Lenton Road was officially recognised at a public enquiry by an inspector appointed by
the Secretary of State for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs on 20/11/2013 (Ref
FPS/Q3060/7/1).
The two areas also share the same concerns about planning and how to resist conversion of family
houses into houses of multiple occupancy (HMO) .Since around 2000, both communities have been
substantially altered by the boom in private rented accommodation. The Park Estate is estimated to
have at least one third of properties privately rented, whilst Dunkirk and Lenton is around 50%. The
transience of populations in private rented accommodation undermines the cohesion and
sustainability of the communities and should be addressed by joint measures.
The two communities also share night-time noise concerns caused by house parties in converted
HMOs. The past 2 years has seen combined campaigning by both communities to ask for more
resources to fight noise and ASB at night-time. Both communities are concerned with the licencing
of sales of alcohol which can affect ASB issues. There is a Community Trigger in progress at the
moment to look at noise and low-level ASB and attended by residents in Lenton and the Park
Estate who have been affected by the problems.
The communities also have conservation areas in common. The Park Estate is one large
conservation area which was designated in 1987 whilst Lenton contains 2 conservation areas: New
Lenton (designated 1976) and Old Lenton (designated 1978).

Geographically there are other strong ties: both communities are boarded by the Derby Road (an ancient
track, now a major arterial route) on one side and the Nottingham Canal (constructed 1790s) on the other.

Both areas are urban with strong identities. The Park Estate has its own company to take care of the
streets and gas lighting, Lenton has its own independent cinema and volunteer-run historic swimming pool.

We propose you join Dunkirk/Lenton, The Park Estate and the City Centre into a 3-councillor ward as such:

Ward

Polling District

Electoral Forecast
3

Dunkirk & Lenton
DUNA, DUNB, DUNC
Radford & Park
RPAF
Bridge
BRIB
Total for 3 member ward
Variance for a 3-member
ward

5,370
3,296
3,423
12,089
+4.9%

A variance of +4.9% would provide an excellent electoral equality and join together polling districts which
are set to see unprecedented increases in electors and changes to their demographics over the coming 6
years. Local councillors will be able to concentrate expertise on licencing, transient populations and ASB.

We look forward to hearing from you

Yours sincerely
Joy and Eric Foxley
____________________________________________________
Joy & Eric Foxley
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Carlsson-Hyslop, Dan
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Stephen Freeland
16 November 2017 15:21
reviews
Nottingham City Ward Review

I strongly support your draft recommendation to have a separate Park Ward. The Park has little in common with
Radford but has a real sense of community. I have lived in The Park since 1985 and for many of these years I have
been a member of the Nottingham Park Estate Limited, the Nottingham Park Residents Association, the Park Wine
Tasting Club, the Nottingham Squash Rackets Club (based in The Park), the Park Tennis Club and recently the Park
Neighbours’ Network (meeting at the Squash Club). Park Nottingham U3A is also based at the Squash Club. Many
other residents are members of the Queen Anne’s Bowling Green also based in The Park. I believe The Park should
be directly represented on the council without its interests being swamped by the larger electorate in Radford.
Kind Regards,
Stephen Freeland
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Review Officer (Nottingham)
The Local Government Boundary Commission for England
14th Floor Millbank Tower
London
SW1P 4QP

15 January 2018
Dear Nottingham City Review Officer
As a resident of Lenton for more than 40 years, I would like to argue against
your current proposals and submit an alternative view which I believe will
ensure there is more convenient and effective local government and also
provides a good electoral equality. My late husband and I came to Nottingham
to settle from Lithuania and we found Lenton a diverse area with many other
residents from other parts of the world.
I have comments to make about the current wards Wollaton East and Lenton
Abbey, Wollaton West, Dunkirk and Lenton, and Radford and Park. I have
examined the polling district data on your website.
I strongly disagree that Dunkirk and Lenton ward should be combined with
Wollaton East and Lenton Abbey. The areas do not share a common identity
and a combined area would not result in effective and convenient local
government. I also strongly disagree that the Park Estate should be a singlemember ward.
Wollaton West and Wollaton East/ Lenton Abbey
The simple solution to Wollaton West and Wollaton East and Lenton Abbey is
to combine them into 2 2-councillor wards. Both wards share the same
characteristics:
 Suburban, low-density housing built post-1920
 access to good schools – all children in catchment for Fernwood
Secondary School
 thriving local shops
 wide open green tranquil spaces.
 low crime rate.
 Easy access to Wollaton Park and mostly situated around the 4 sides
of the Park.
 Same Area Committee 7 for decision making and consultation with
public
One of the key arguments for keeping these wards together rather than
combining with wards with few or no similarities is the Council’s Area

Committee system. Wollaton East and Lenton Abbey and Wollaton West are
in the same Area Committee, known as Area 7. The Committee section is for
making decisions, discussing issues common to both wards and making
residents representatives aware of new initiatives and changes.
I suggest creating 2 wards of Wollaton West and Abbey, and Wollaton Park in
the following manner:
Combining both the Wollaton Wards and splitting roughly equally into 2 2councillor wards would result in the following:
Wollaton West and Abbey

Ward
Wollaton West and
Abbey
Variance for a 2 2member ward
Wollaton Park
Variance for 2 2councillor wards

Polling District

Electoral Forecast
8,046

WOWD, WOWE, WLAC,
WLAD, WLAE
+4.7%
WLAA, WLAB, WOWA,
WOWB, WOWC

7,946
+3.7%

This variances of +4.7% for Wollaton West and Abbey and +3.7% for
Wollaton Park would provide very good electoral equalities.
Dunkirk and Lenton
Dunkirk and Lenton is combined in the Area Committee 4 with the Park
Estate, and other polling districts in Radford and Arboretum ward. Issues
which this area committee discusses frequently include night-time noise, fly
tipping and dirty streets and houses in multiple occupation. The postal code of
NG7 is characterised by being close to the City Centre and containing large,
older housing stock which in many cases is owned by private landlords and
rented to multiple occupants.
These issues have nothing in common with Wollaton or Lenton Abbey.
Other issues which Dunkirk and Lenton ward has in common with the Park
Estate but not with Wollaton East and Lenton Abbey are:




The two areas both have strong residents associations (The
Nottingham Park Residents Association www.parknews.co.uk) and the
Lenton Drives and Neighbours Residents Association. Both residents
associations take part in the same charity fundraising for the Lenton
Centre, a volunteer-run community and leisure/swimming centre.
Children who live in the Park Estate and who attend state school will
generally attend Edna G Olds Academy in Lenton or Dunkirk Primary.









There are two public rights of way linking the Park Estate with Lenton.
One of those joining Park Road with Lenton Road was officially
recognised at a public enquiry by an inspector appointed by the
Secretary of State for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs on
20/11/2013 (Ref FPS/Q3060/7/1).
The two areas also share the same concerns about planning and how
to resist conversion of family houses into houses of multiple occupancy
(HMO) .Since around 2000, both communities have been substantially
altered by the boom in private rented accommodation. The Park Estate
is estimated to have at least one third of properties privately rented,
whilst Dunkirk and Lenton is around 50%. The transience of
populations in private rented accommodation undermines the cohesion
and sustainability of the communities and should be addressed by joint
measures.
The two communities also share night-time noise concerns caused by
house parties in converted HMOs. The past 2 years has seen
combined campaigning by both communities to ask for more resources
to fight noise and ASB at night-time. Both communities are concerned
with the licencing of sales of alcohol which can affect ASB issues.
There is a Community Trigger in progress at the moment to look at
noise and low-level ASB and attended by residents in Lenton and the
Park Estate who have been affected by the problems.
The communities also have conservation areas in common. The Park
Estate is one large conservation area which was designated in 1987
whilst Lenton contains 2 conservation areas: New Lenton (designated
1976) and Old Lenton (designated 1978).

Geographically there are other strong ties: both communities are boarded by
the Derby Road (an ancient track, now a major arterial route) on one side and
the Nottingham Canal (constructed 1790s) on the other.
Both areas are urban with strong identities. The Park Estate has its own
company to take care of the streets and gas lighting, Lenton has its own
independent cinema and volunteer-run historic swimming pool.
I propose you join Dunkirk/Lenton, The Park Estate and the City Centre into a
3-councillor ward as such:
DUNA
DUNB
DUNC
RPAF
BRIB

2016
2,647
1,602
852
2,878
2333
10,312

2023
2,909
1,605
855
3,296
3423
12,088

This would result in a variance of +4.9% and provide an excellent electoral
equality and join together polling districts which are set to see unprecedented
increases in electors and changes to their demographics over the coming 6

years. Local councillors will be able to concentrate expertise on licencing,
transient populations and ASB.
I look forward to hearing from you
Vida Gasperas

City of Nottingham
Personal Details:
Name:

E-mail:

David Gibson

Postcode:

Organisation Name:

Comment text:

I am fairly happy with most of your recommendations. My main request to submit to you is
that the name, Leen Valley be replaced by one of the following:- Western Boulevard , or
Robin Hood. That latter name was that used for much of the Leen Valley ward in the past
but the River Leen is hardly visible in the ward and it is not intrinsic to the communities of
the ward. it has always been a concocted ward and really parts should be attached to
Bilborough, Aspley and Radford. My home is located in the ecclesiastical parish of St. Peter's
Radford and possibly we could be called Radford West. The local primary school is Southwold
and there is a case for maybe calling it Southwold ward. But i would suggest that Western
Boulevard would be sensible as it is the linking artery road connecting different segments of
the Ward. I do know why or how the name Leen Valley was ever used. More generally, i feel
that 3-member wards are too big and i would prefer 2-member wards. May years ago we
had mostly 3-member wards but crucially a third of the Council was elected every year.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

Carlsson-Hyslop, Dan
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Carlsson-Hyslop, Dan
22 January 2018 09:53
reviews
FW:

Dan Carlsson-Hyslop
Review Officer
LGBCE
0330 500 1273
From: Phil Gratton
Sent: 21 January 2018 07:46
To: Carlsson‐Hyslop, Dan <Dan.Carlsson‐Hyslop@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject:
I am writing to express my disgust at the alterations being made to parts of Nottingham City. Our current boundaries
have been used for well over a decade and are still perfectly fine.
Why do you want to create such a mess of wards in Nottingham South which vary from single‐member to multi‐
member wards? It creates a mess to govern over and will add unnecessary difficulties for local councillors and
residents!
Why can’t you keep the boundaries as they were? If you are forced to make certain changes you could at least keep
seats multi‐member. It feels bizarre that you would want to lessen the choice people locally have with their
councillors. It really isn’t great for that ward or for Nottingham in general.
Regards,
Phil Gratton
Get Outlook for iOS
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Carlsson-Hyslop, Dan
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Bowell, Marcus
24 January 2018 11:30
Porter, Lucy; Parton, David
This came to p/word reset account

I am replying to the above via Cllr Brian Grocock's E/M .
I believe the reduction in elected members from multiple member ward is detrimental to local
democracy . Local residents rely on assistance from on many occasions for a number of reasons
,multiple members are helpful in reference holidays / illness /availability , services should not
disrupted . there appears to be no logical reason for the proposal . The cost of changing to one
member wards is not justified .
I would therefore submit that the Commission rejects this proposal .
Signed , Mrs Valerie Judith Grocock .
Regards
CLLR Brian Grocock
Chair Nottinghamshire &City of Nottingham Fire Authority BESTWOOD WARD
Tel- (0115) 9264598.
> On 2 Jan 2018, at 10:52, LGBCE Consultation Portal <passwordreset@lgbce.org.uk> wrote:
>
> Thank you for your submission and participating in our consultation.
> Your submission has been received and will be considered by the Local
> Government Boundary Commission for England.
>
> Please note that this stage of the review is a public consultation.
> The Commission places great importance on ensuring openness and
> transparency in the way it deals with all representations. Full copies
> of all representations received will be made available for viewing on
> the Commission’s website, at www.lgbce.org.uk.
>
> These will be published shortly after this stage of the consultation closes.
>
> We remove all personal identifiers of individuals such as personal
> postal or email addresses, signatures or personal phone numbers from
> your submission before it is made public. However, we do not remove
> names. If you do not want all or any part of your response or name
> made public, please state this clearly in writing to us (email/letter)
> and we will endeavour to respect your wish. Any such request should
> explain why confidentiality is necessary, but all information in
> responses may be subject to publication or disclosure as required by law (in particular under the
Freedom of Information Act 2000).
>
> We will let you know if and when a new phase of consultation for this
> review opens.
>
> If you wish to contact the Local Government Boundary Commission for
> England you can do so in the following ways:
>
> By post:
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Carlsson-Hyslop, Dan
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Richard Gutteridge
12 January 2018 17:39
reviews
FW: Nottingham Bridge Ward

I see that the Local Government Boundary Commission are proposing that due to increases in population the current
Bridge Ward, a two member Ward, be divided into 3 single member Wards. I believe this to be due to a mistaken
view that The Meadows area is formed of two distinct communities. The current Bridge Ward comprises
Three distinct areas, a single Meadows Community, City Centre apartments and Housing around Castle Marina. I
believe a clear boundary exists using the Canal to the East (thus encompassing Turney’s Quay) and the Railway to
the North of the Meadows. The City Centre is distinct and a single member Ward for that area may be more
appropriate as would moving the area around Castle Marina to another Ward.
As someone who has been a Meadows resident for over 60 years and has been a director and Chair of The
Meadows Partnership Trust I know that the Meadows area is a single community, with one local shopping precinct,
one local health centre and one Community Centre. There are admittedly two distinct housing types (early 20th
Century terraces and 1970’s Radburn Style) but since the 1970’s redevelopment a strong single community has
emerged. The area has a very clear identity being quite separate from other residential area. Bounded to the East by
London Road and the Beeston Canal, to the North by the railway and to the West by commercial properties of the
NG2 Business Park. The proposed boundary dividing The Meadows does not make any real sense as it still includes
different housing types, crosses school catchment areas and does not even match the ecclesiastical parish boundary.
I therefore propose that The Meadows should remain a single Ward represented by two Councillors.
Richard Gutteidge MSc Chartered MCIPD

Right-click or tap and hold here to download pictures. To help
protect y our priv acy , Outlook prev ented automatic download of
this picture from the Internet.
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Carlsson-Hyslop, Dan
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Richard Gutteridge
12 January 2018 17:39
reviews
Bridge Ward Nottingham

Dear Sir/Madam
I see that the Local Government Boundary Commission are proposing that due to the current Bridge Ward, a two
member Ward, be divided into 3 single member Wards. I believe this to be due to a mistaken view that The
Meadows area is formed of two distinct communities
As Group Scout Leader of a Scout Group that draws its membership from the whole of The Meadows I believe that
the division of the area into two Wards could have an adverse effect on our Group which has received funding via
the local councillors budget especially if the two Wards were represented by members if different parties. A
member may not wish to support an organisation meeting in or drawing significant membership from another
Ward
We know from our membership that although they attend different schools they see The Meadows area is a single
community. The areas has one local shopping precinct, one local health centre and one Community Centre. The area
has a very clear identity being quite separate from other residential area. Bounded to the East the Beeston Canal, to
the North by the railway and to the West by commercial properties of the NG2 Business Park. The proposed
boundary dividing The Meadows does not make any real sense as it still includes different housing types, crosses
school catchment areas and does not even match the ecclesiastical parish boundary. I therefore propose that The
Meadows should remain a single Ward represented by two Councillors.
Richard Gutteridge
GSL 26th Nottingham (The Meadows) Scout Group
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City of Nottingham
Personal Details:
Name:

Michael Hallam

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I would like to express my support for the proposal to designate The Park as a distinct
and separate ward with its own councillor. This would enable the community to have a
stronger and clearer voice with its own issues at heart, likewise enabling Radford to have
a better focus for its issues.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

City of Nottingham
Personal Details:
Name:

Michael Hallam

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I would like to express my support for the proposal to designate The Park as a distinct
and separate ward with its own councillor. This would enable the community to have a
stronger and clearer voice with its own issues at heart, likewise enabling Radford to have
a better focus for its issues.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

Carlsson-Hyslop, Dan
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

susan hallam
15 January 2018 16:51
reviews
Nottingham City Ward/Boundary Review

To whom it may concern
Local Government Boundary Review
With many registers and databases recording my address as
Nottingham,
I have been adamant always to include ‘Old Basford’ in my address in order to emphasise that I
belong to a local community rather than an urban metropolis. On the basis that it requires money
and transport (or a great deal of time and energy) to travel to Nottingham I don’t consider that I
live there. Unfortunately, it has now become somewhat misleading to give my location as Old
Basford when the area ‘South-West’ of the River Leen becomes increasingly overlooked as
belonging to Old Basford, and I think the time has come to recognise that the areas and
communities have ‘shifted’ over time.
However, the changes by which those of us South West of the River Leen have become
disenfranchised from the area that most people now regard as Old Basford are not only recent. I
have a long connection with the area, and sad as it may be, the once-thriving community of Old
Basford that comprised the Station/level crossing, the shops on David Lane/Lincoln
Street/Nottingham Road and down as far the Church has long gone. Even then, and prior to
demolition, the old brick building on David Lane adjacent to the Basford Crossings (more recently
a tyre-depot) bore the plaque ‘Cinderhill Co-op 1902’. My maternal grandparents married in St
Leodegarious Church, and the family attended the Doctors on Bailey Street, Old Basford, but this
area has been increasingly referred to as being included in ‘Whitemoor’ ever since the Church
Street bridge was made ‘one way’. At ‘the other end’ of the ward area, the original Basford Hall,
when it became a ‘Miner’s Welfare’, was the ‘Miners Welfare’ for Cinderhill Colliery, and even I
didn’t know that Stockhill Allotments had originally been the Old Basford Community Gardens.
On moving into my current address, I was allocated to the Churchfields Medical Practice on Bailey
Street, and also the Dental Surgery on Nuthall Road. This wasn’t something I chose; it was
allocated based on geography/topography and community. Similarly, despite being able to see St
Aiden’s Church on Southwark Street from my house, I am a parishioner of Christ Church at
Cinderhill; again, not something I chose but allocated on geography/topography and
community. The River Leen and the Robin Hood railway line create a natural barrier that
effectively divides the current Basford Ward into 2 separate communities. Only via the ‘crossings’
are we connected, always assuming that the barriers are not stuck, and that David Lane is not
flooded, when even the fittest among us cannot access even the footbridge. Prior to the
introduction of the tram service, if wishing to travel in a vehicle using the Ring Road to any other
destination South West of the City, the inability to turn Right onto the Ring Road from Church
Street (or, if turning Left, the inability to then turn Right onto Radford Road) means that those of us
South West of the River Leen were obliged to travel via Stockhill or Whitemoor to access the Ring
Road. For this reason my natural affinity is with the community that comprises Whitemoor,
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Stockhill and Cinderhill, and for the same reason I also use the Byron Veterinary Surgery on
Nuthall Road, and am also a plot-holder on Whitemoor Allotment Gardens
I must say that the City Council have done nothing to help those of us South West of the River
Leen identify with Basford in any way. They have repeatedly refused to fence the ground of
Basford Town Football Club, which has long been used as a ‘dog-toilet’ by residents of Cinderhill,
and sold the ‘Basford’ entrance on Mill Street for housing, further attempting to do the same with
more of the ground (and in breach of the lease). Similarly, it was only the efforts of the local
residents and councillors that saved Basford Hall College (located between Cinderhill and
Stockhill, and not in what is now considered to be Basford). The one thing that would have united
the Basford Ward (the vehicular flyover from Stockhill island to Southwark Street, due for
completion in 2011) was scrapped in favour of the tram. Whilst the tram has undoubtedly been
good for the area, it has enhanced the linear ‘division’, and quadrupled the level of congestion on
both sides of the crossings which actually intensifies the ‘barrier’ effect.
Whilst I have the utmost respect for the various Councillors that Basford Ward has hosted over the
years, I don’t think it fair to expect any of them to concurrently represent 2 such distinct
areas. Perhaps if we had the representation we deserve from the City Council, especially when it
comes to important decisions like local funding, we might have halted the gradual demise of the
community South West of the River Leen formerly known as Old Basford (RIP). I strongly believe
that we should be in a different ward from the current Basford Ward that is proposed on your map,
and suggest that if the natural boundary of the River Leen / Robin Hood railway / tram line is
utilised as a Ward boundary then I believe that both Wards would receive much improved
governance from the City Council, with separate councillors as appropriate.
Yours faithfully
Sue Hallam (Miss)

2

Carlsson-Hyslop, Dan
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

David Hallett
11 January 2018 11:48
reviews
Nottingham City Council - Electoral Review

Dear Sirs
I wish to comment on your draft proposals to vary the Ward boundaries in the above review.
My comments relate to paragraphs 41 to 46 and the proposed Wards City, Embankment and New
Meadows.
I am a resident of the Meadows and I am involved in various ways in the community.
I have no objection to the creation of the new City Ward. The majority of the area of this proposed ward
lies outside of the area which constitutes the "Meadows" as it is generally known.
I do however object to the proposed separate new wards in the Meadows. I do not agree with your
assertion in paragraph that there is a "very sharp contrast between the two parts of the estate".
The Meadows is one community within well defined boundaries with a multi‐ethnic and multi‐
generational population sharing many facilities and resources. If it were to remain a single 2 Councillor
ward, there would be many advantages, which I summarise as follows:‐

1. Given the homogeneous nature of the community, similar issues arise in the whole of the
Meadows which are best tackled together. One Councillor could lead on certain issues and the
other on different issues, which would make both more effective.
2. I believe the community would find the division into 2 wards divisive, raising concerns that the
population of one ward might gain some advantage or preference over the other.
3. The strength of the Meadows is that it is one community and there is considerable strength in the
feeling of "belonging" which binds the residents together.

Yours Faithfully
David Hallett
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Carlsson-Hyslop, Dan
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Terry Hamilton
12 January 2018 11:50
reviews
Submission on proposed boundary change.

For the Review Officer (Nottingham)
As a resident of the Park for nearly 50 years I would like to offer the following comment on the proposed boundary
change(s):
1.The proposed change will leave the area with one member only. This is not good practice in general; more than
one member will cover for absences and make contact much easier.
2. The Park is too small to be its own ward and has more affinity with City areas than Radford; it is in this direction
that a new boundary should be drawn.
Yours faithfully
W.T.Hamilton

Sent from Mail for Windows 10
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City of Nottingham
Personal Details:
Name:

E-mail:

Paul Hempstock

Postcode:

Organisation Name:

Comment text:

I support the creation of a separate ward for The Park estate. The Park is a unique area and
would best be represented by someone who lives in it and understands the issues we face.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

City of Nottingham
Personal Details:
Name:

Sean Henry

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
As a resident of the Park I believe having our own representation will enhance the unique
character of the Park and give us a clearer voice in the council. The Park by its nature is
individual and has its own community as well as having its own local democracy lending
it self to a clearer form of representation

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

City of Nottingham
Personal Details:
Name:

Sean Henry

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
As a resident of the Park I believe having our own representation will enhance the unique
character of the Park and give us a clearer voice in the council. The Park by its nature is
individual and has its own community as well as having its own local democracy lending
it self to a clearer form of representation

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

Carlsson-Hyslop, Dan
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

keith holmes
11 January 2018 21:09
reviews
BOUNDARY CHANGES

I object most strongly to the proposed boundary changes in my area (BILBOROUGH. NOTTINGHAM).It is a
large area,mostly council housing.Lots of the residents are elderly and disabled.
At the moment we have two councilors,and they are very busy,With the changes we would only have one
councilor.We rely on our councilors to work hard on our behalf.
PLEASE DO NOT MAKE THESE UNFAIR CHANGES
Keith Holmes
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Carlsson-Hyslop, Dan
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Julie Hopcroft
21 January 2018 13:41
reviews
NOTTINGHAM CITY

To the Boundary Review
RE: Nottingham City Boundary changes- response to the draft recommendations to wards in
Nottingham City. I am a resident of Bulwell Forest ward.
I am happy that the proposal supports keeping the current 55 councillor seats. The City Council
committees work well to support the work of the Local Authority and covers a wide range of
responsibilities including statutory duties.
The proposal also keeps many of the wards unchanged. These are: Aspley, Basford, Bestwood,
Berridge, Bilborough, Bulwell, Bulwell Forest, Dales, Leen Valley, Mapperley, St Anns, Sherwood
and Wollaton West.
What works well is that they are multi- member wards.
I see that a number of wards are proposed to be single member. These are: Arboreum, The Park,
City, New Meadows and Embankment. This will bring serious disadvantages. There will be an
impact on representation of the different communities in Nottingham. Many of the inner city
wards where the changes are most significant have wide representation in terms of elected
members and this is important for community cohesion. Smaller, single member wards will have
less diversity in terms of representation. It seems that single member wards will struggle if that
member is off work for any reason. Surgeries and case work will not be covered. This would also
have an impact of the work of the Council in terms of representation on working committees.
The area currently known as Bridge ward. This covers the Meadows area. There is a shared
identity across the Meadows area. It has a mix of housing and a mix of communities. It has
always had a shared sense of community (I used to live there). It would have a detrimental
impact on community cohesion if this ward were to be split and I can see no rationale for
separating the area into 2 separate wards. What benefits will this bring?
The area area currently known as Arboretum. The proposals look to separate parts of the
Arboretum from Hyson Green. Again, this will have an impact on community cohesion. There is a
shared identity and a mix of cultures and communities. It should be represented by a councillors
reflecting these diverse communities. The area is covered by shared shopping facilities, health
facilities and the major recreational park known as the Forest.
The area currently known as Radford and The Park. The Park is arguably one of the wealthiest
areas in the city and Radford is deemed to be an area of economic disadvantage. However, the
Park is a very small area and the proposals give it a ward to itself. Whilst it does bring in
other parts on its borders, these do not have a relationship with the Park Estate. It has been
argued that there is a high level of social segregation from the rest of the City and the community
of the Park is very distinct from the rest of the City wards. It is in effect in the City Centre and
would be better aligned to the proposed City ward. At least then there would be more than 1
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councillor reprersenting the ward and it would incorporate a wider range if issues if it includes the
main City Centre area.
The area currently known as Clifton North and South. The boundary proposals look to move the
wealthier areas of Wilford and Silverdale to the Clifton South ward. This will have a political effect
of moving a wealthier area with higher levels of owner occupier rates to Clifton, traditionally with
high level of council stock. This will blatantly have a political impact on representation from the
Labour group.
I do not support the proposals for the boundary changes for Nottingham City.
We are a small City with high levels of social and economic deprivation in many areas of the City.
The City is currently well represented in the make up of its elected members. I feel very strongly
that single member wards are not sustainable nor allow for fair representation. It is so important
that this City remains socially cohesive and any changes to current boundaries is going to have an
impact.
Many thanks
Julie Hopcroft
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Carlsson-Hyslop, Dan
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Keri Howe
14 January 2018 19:34
reviews
F.A.O. Review Officer (Nottingham) The Park

Review Officer (Nottingham)
The Local Government Boundary Commission for England
14th Floor Millbank Tower
London
SW1P 4QP

14 January 2018
Dear Sir/Madam Nottingham City Review Officer,
A long term residents of Nottingham, we would like to argue against your current proposals and
submit an alternative view which we believe will ensure there is more convenient and effective
local government and also provides a good electoral equality.
We have comments to make about the current wards Wollaton East and Lenton Abbey, Wollaton
West, Dunkirk and Lenton, and Radford and Park.
We strongly disagree that Dunkirk and Lenton ward should be combined with Wollaton East and
Lenton Abbey. The areas do not share a common identity and a combined area would not result
in effective and convenient local government. We also strongly disagree that the Park Estate
should be a single-member ward.
Wollaton West and Wollaton East/ Lenton Abbey
The simple solution to Wollaton West and Wollaton East and Lenton Abbey is to combine them
into 2 2-councillor wards. Both wards share the same characteristics:
 Suburban, low-density housing built post-1920
 access to good schools – all children in catchment for Fernwood Secondary School
 thriving local shops
 wide open green tranquil spaces.
 low crime rate.
 Easy access to Wollaton Park and mostly situated around the 4 sides of the Park.
 Same Area Committee 7 for decision making and consultation with public
One of the key arguments for keeping these wards together rather than combining with wards with
few or no similarities is the Council’s Area Committee system. Wollaton East and Lenton Abbey
and Wollaton West are in the same Area Committee, known as Area 7. The Committee section is
for making decisions, discussing issues common to both wards and making residents
representatives aware of new initiatives and changes.
We suggest creating 2 wards of Wollaton West and Abbey, and Wollaton Park in the following
manner:
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Combining both the Wollaton Wards and splitting roughly equally into 2 2-councillor wards would
result in the following:
Wollaton West
and Abbey

Ward

Polling District

Electoral
Forecast

Wollaton West
and Abbey
WOWD, WOWE,
WLAC, WLAD,
WLAE

8,046

Variance for a
2 2-member
ward

+4.7%

Wollaton Park WLAA, WLAB,
WOWA, WOWB,
WOWC

7,946

Variance for 2
2-councillor
wards

+3.7%

This variances of +4.7% for Wollaton West and Abbey and +3.7% for Wollaton Park would provide
very good electoral equalities.
Dunkirk and Lenton
Dunkirk and Lenton is combined in the Area Committee 4 with the Park Estate, and other polling
districts in Radford and Arboretum ward. Issues which this area committee discusses frequently
include night-time noise, fly tipping and dirty streets and houses in multiple occupation. The postal
code of NG7 is characterised by being close to the City Centre and containing large, older housing
stock which in many cases is owned by private landlords and rented to multiple occupants.
These issues have nothing in common with Wollaton or Lenton Abbey.
Other issues which Dunkirk and Lenton ward has in common with the Park Estate but not with
Wollaton East and Lenton Abbey are:







The two areas both have strong residents associations (The Nottingham Park Residents
Association www.parknews.co.uk) and the Lenton Drives and Neighbours Residents
Association. Both residents associations take part in the same charity fundraising for the
Lenton Centre, a volunteer-run community and leisure/swimming centre.
Children who live in the Park Estate and who attend state school will generally attend Edna
G Olds Academy in Lenton or Dunkirk Primary.
There are two public rights of way linking the Park Estate with Lenton. One of those joining
Park Road with Lenton Road was officially recognised at a public enquiry by an inspector
appointed by the Secretary of State for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs on 20/11/2013
(Ref FPS/Q3060/7/1).
The two areas also share the same concerns about planning and how to resist conversion
of family houses into houses of multiple occupancy (HMO) .Since around 2000, both
communities have been substantially altered by the boom in private rented
accommodation. The Park Estate is estimated to have at least one third of properties
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privately rented, whilst Dunkirk and Lenton is around 50%. The transience of populations in
private rented accommodation undermines the cohesion and sustainability of the
communities and should be addressed by joint measures.
The two communities also share night-time noise concerns caused by house parties in
converted HMOs. The past 2 years has seen combined campaigning by both communities
to ask for more resources to fight noise and ASB at night-time. Both communities are
concerned with the licensing of sales of alcohol which can affect ASB issues. There is a
Community Trigger in progress at the moment to look at noise and low-level ASB and
attended by residents in Lenton and the Park Estate who have been affected by the
problems.
The communities also have conservation areas in common. The Park Estate is one large
conservation area which was designated in 1987 whilst Lenton contains 2 conservation
areas: New Lenton (designated 1976) and Old Lenton (designated 1978).

Geographically there are other strong ties: both communities are boarded by the Derby Road (an
ancient track, now a major arterial route) on one side and the Nottingham Canal (constructed
1790s) on the other.
Both areas are urban with strong identities. The Park Estate has its own company to take care of
the streets and gas lighting, Lenton has its own independent cinema and volunteer-run historic
swimming pool.
We propose you join Dunkirk/Lenton, The Park Estate and the City Centre into a 3-councillor ward
as such:
2016

2023

DUNA 2,647

2,909

DUNB 1,602

1,605

DUNC 852

855

RPAF 2,878

3,296

BRIB

3423

2333

10,312 12,088
This would result in a variance of +4.9% and provide an excellent electoral equality and join
together polling districts which are set to see unprecedented increases in electors and changes to
their demographics over the coming 6 years. Local councillors will be able to concentrate
expertise on licensing, transient populations
I look forward to hearing from you.
Regards,
Keri, Stefan, Josh and Isaac Dutcyn
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Carlsson-Hyslop, Dan
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

J Hughes
12 January 2018 17:35
Carlsson-Hyslop, Dan
Re: Nottingham: Draft Recommendation Submission
School Catchment Boundaries.jpg; Boundary-tweek.jpg; Wards-Boundary-WG-South.jpg; PlayAreas.jpg; 2-Meadows-Wards.jpg

Dear Dan,
I have been thinking about the Boundary Line I have drawn through the Meadows in part following
Wilford Grove.



See : School Catchment Boundaries.jpg ‐ attached. You will notice that the offical School Catchment
Boundary holds to Wilford Grove for much of its length. This is taken from the Nottm Insight
Mapping website: http://maps.nottinghamcity.gov.uk/insightmapping/#

I feel there needs to be an adjustment to my suggestion at the south end of Wilford Grove. This
better honours the history of the area and better represent the Community regarding our facilities.
My proposed "Meadows West Ward" has a good established Park Play Area at Queens Walk Park and
also has just had a new play area within their housing area. "Meadows East" also has a small play area
within its built up Housing area, and the inclusion of the Play Area on the Embankment within Meadows
East Ward, would even things up. See: Play Areas.jpg ‐ attached.
Historically the Land within the Embankment falls into two areas, all protected by 2 Covenants. Having
been the Chair of Friends of Victoria Embankment for a few years I am aware of the History. Their Website
shows the Historic Land divisions:



The Clifton Family gifted land: http://www.fove.co.uk/Cliffton.html
Land gifted by Jesse Boot: http://www.fove.co.uk/Jesse%20Boot.html

I believe the Ward Boundary I propose, towards the the south of Wilford Grove, should follow the
Covenant Maps and turn West at a particular place: See: Boundary‐Tweek.jpg. This is a very specific line
which does not correlate to a new raised path. It follows a line marked by an older ramp from Wilfod
Grove down to the Recreation Ground. The line I propose should go at right angles all the way to the line
in the centre of the River Trent, showing the Boundary of the City. See attachment (below)


The attached Wards Boundary WG South.jpg clearly shows my latest proposal.

My suggestion then is as shown in the final attachment: 2 Meadows Wards.jpg.
This is a simple line:




From the centre of the River Trent
Go East along the Historic Land designation
1






Joining at right angles to Wilford Grove
Head north up Wilford Grove
Join Sheriffs Way
From here it should join the Boundary Commissions latest proposal for the outer boundaries of what you
called New Meadows and Embankment, but which could be better named 'Meadows East' and 'Meadows
West'.

I hope this makes sense.
Yours sincerely
Jonathan Hughes

____________________________________________________________
From: Carlsson‐Hyslop, Dan <Dan.Carlsson‐Hyslop@lgbce.org.uk>
Sent: 03 January 2018 16:58:26
To: jdshug@hotmail.com
Subject: Nottingham: Draft Recommendation Submission

Hi Jonathan,
You recently made a submission via our portal for the review of Nottingham and in it you said that
you had attached a map with alternative boundaries for the Meadows area. Unfortunately the map
hasn’t come through. Would you be able to email it to me?
With thanks
Dan
Dan Carlsson-Hyslop
Review Officer
LGBCE
14th Floor Millbank Tower
London SW1P 4QP
0330 500 1273

_

_

How are we doing? Click here to give us your views.
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Carlsson-Hyslop, Dan

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

05 December 2017 09:59
reviews
LGBC Proposals for the City of Nottingham

As I understand it, the Commission is proposing to retain the present 55 councillors but with some changes to
representation in the wards. I commend the proposal to keep the present multi-member wards, for a number of
reasons:










It makes for better representation in terms of diversity eg gender, age and ethnicity where that is applicable.
In my ward of Mapperley, we have three councillors: one woman, one trade unionist and one ethnic
minority representative. That seems to me to be a good balance.

It also makes for better balance of skills in the team format. Moreover the supportiveness from being in a
team should not be underestimated, especially in times of heavy workloads.

In the past when I have lived in single-member wards, it has not worked well. That is not least because the
councillor had difficulty ‘covering the ground’ and had nobody with authority to substitute for them when
they were not available. Multi-member wards enable the sharing of the workload in accordance with their
individual skills and interests.
More communication events with voters can be held: resident meetings, surgeries, public meetings where
necessary etc.
A team of councillors in a ward enables them to take time off in turn for training in an age of intense ecommunication.

In a time of considerable local government budgetary restraint, costs of re-organisation would add
unnecessary stresses for no benefit. Indeed I would argue that there would be a considerable detriment.
Over the years it seems to me, the current wards have grown into small communities playing good roles
within the whole. That cohesiveness should be kept not destroyed by boundary changes.

Not long after I moved to Nottingham over 30 years ago, the Council in terms of balance of representation was very
close. Indeed at one time there was a Conservative majority. In the last years, it has become more Labour in terms
of balance. Having lived in a number of cities and towns, it seems clear to me that the Nottingham City electorate
have become very satisfied with the performance of their Council. That is despite the stringent cuts imposed by
Whitehall.
David Hunt

David M Hunt

1

