Review Officer (Nottingham)
The Local Government Boundary Commission for England
14th Floor Millbank Tower
London
SW1P 4QP
11th January 2018
Gill Isterling
Minister
Thomas Helwys Baptist Church

Dear Sir/Madam
Proposal to join Dunkirk and Lenton Ward with Wollaton
East and Lenton Abbey
I am the Baptist Minister of Thomas Helwys Church in
Lenton within the ward of Dunkirk and Lenton and until
recently, also lived on nearby
I am very well
acquainted with both the wards of Dunkirk & Lenton and
Wollaton East & Lenton Abbey and believe that it would be
unwise to join them.
Dunkirk & Lenton has a strong identity and despite the
number of residents who stay for only a few several months,
it retains a robust community spirit. I believe this is because
the area is very mixed in line with a typical inner city suburb
of a university city like Nottingham. My congregation
reflects the inner city and is very mixed ‐ economically,
socially and in terms of ethnicity.

My congregation in Lenton, as well as being reflective of an
inner city area, is also prone to the stresses that occur in
areas like this. As well as some of the most distressing issues
of poverty (we provide a free meal service on a weekly basis
to those in need) we listen to stories of residents being kept
awake at night because of noise problems and many stories
about isolation because older residents know longer know
their short‐term neighbours.
The ward of Wollaton East and Lenton Abbey is a very
different areas with more in common with Wollaton West.
Both have access to the wonderful Wollaton Park and retain
neighbourhoods that have remained largely intact. I believe
that you could create 2 2‐member wards of around 7,966
each resulting in a variance of +3.7% and good electoral
equality.
I have been thinking where Dunkirk & Lenton should best be
joined up as I believe that the drop in the number of
students on the Electoral Register has forced this need. The
best option I believe is to join with the Park Estate and the
City Centre to create a 3 person ward. The City Centre
contains much traditional housing as well as a very large
transient community like this ward. The Park on the other
hand is always helpful in providing funds for local projects
and helping us in other ways. The creation of a 3‐member
ward of 12,088 would result in a variance of +4.9% again
providing good electoral equality.
I trust you will reconsider your proposals and think about
the real nature of Lenton before you make your final
decision.
Yours sincerely
Gill Isterling

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

phil jackson
16 January 2018 09:30
reviews
response to boundary commission proposals
BOUNDARY COMMISSION LOCAL PROPOSAKLS.docx

FAO LGBCE
Have been trying to submit a response to the consultation on changing local ward boundaries in
Nottingham. I kept getting the message UNEXPECTED ERROR TRY AGAIN when I pressed
submit. I have tried several times with no luck. I have been told to use this address. I have
attached what I was trying to submit.
Regards
Phil Jackson,
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Once again it seems as though the Boundary Commission are intent on proposing seemingly
unnecessary changes to the local electoral map. Like the proposals to change the parliamentary
boundaries these proposals for local city wards in Nottingham are really designed to reduce
democratic involvement and engagement in local decision making. The arguments once again hinge
around creating equal wards. The obsession with mathematical equivalence will I think inevitably
weaken local representation by creating single member wards. There is no appetite locally for these
changes. What we need are ways of strengthening how local representation works with local
communities. Reducing current multi‐member wards on the grounds that voting weight is equalised
across the city seems to me a weak argument for change and creates democratic deficits. Local
Government doesn't need what seems to be unnecessary reform, and I think local people would
urge the Boundary Commission to maintain the current arrangements and instead look more closely
at how representation within the existing boundaries can be strengthened.
I hope the Boundary Commission will take on board local voices and the concerns of Nottingham's
elected body and shelve these proposals.

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

Jamie Johnson
22 January 2018 02:37
reviews
Nottingham boundaries

Arboretum - The commission proposes creating a single member Arboretum ward and a two member Hyson Green Ward.
I think it would be far better to merge Arboretum and Hyson Green Wards into a three member ward because of the shared the
Forest Recreation ground, strong transport links between the two tram lines and the two wards have much in common with each
other.

Bridge – The commission proposes to divide your current ward into three single-member wards.
This I believe divides the historic Meadows community. This is a close community with strong ties locally and many shared
community facilities. Keeping the Meadows together would mean minimal disruption to services.

Clifton – The commission proposes a much smaller Clifton South ward consisting of the area bounded by Green Lane with only
two Councillors.
Keeping Clifton Estate together as much as possible makes sense as historically this estate has a large NCH share and keeping
this as a single ward would mean more effective services and administration.

Radford and Park – The commission proposed making the Park its own single member ward.
I propose creating a new multi-member ‘Castle Ward’ to include The Park Estate, Castle Boulevard, Castle Marina and parts of
Nottingham City Centre. This would double the influence on council committees, promote Nottingham Castle as a focal point for
Park Estate residents. Park is too small to be its own ward and looks more towards the City centre than Radford.

Wollaton East and Lenton Abbey, and Dunkirk and Lenton – The commission proposes merging these two wards into a three
member ward.
I feel although not ideal, this is minimal change with least disruption. Queens Medical Centre and the University of Nottingham
campus are focal points for both wards with Local parks and schools used by residents from these areas.

All wards in Nottingham North, plus Berridge, Dales, Mapperley, Sherwood, ST Ann’s, Leen Valley and Wollaton West –
the commission proposes little or no change.
I’m happy with this as it means minimal disruption and cost with current boundaries reflecting local identities and the proposals
keeping voting variance within the + or – 10%.

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

Carlsson-Hyslop, Dan
23 January 2018 09:28
reviews
FW: Nottingham Ward boundaries

Dan Carlsson-Hyslop
Review Officer
LGBCE
0330 500 1273
From: Helen Kalsi [mailto:
Sent: 22 January 2018 20:50
To: Carlsson‐Hyslop, Dan <Dan.Carlsson‐Hyslop@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Nottingham Ward boundaries
To whom it may concern,

I am pleased that the boundary commission have decided to maintain a multi‐member ward in Bilborough. The
decision to retain three councillors in this ward acknowledges the strength and depth that three councillors provide
for a diverse and challenging community.
Whilst I whole heartedly agree with the draft recommendations to retain a multi‐member Ward in Bilborough, I
strongly object to the proposals to split other areas of the city into single member wards. I worry that such proposals
will have a negative impact on community cohesion, and risk strong community bonds that have been developed
over generations. There has never been a more appropriate time to challenge, to think differently or to work
together to ask difficult questions, which is why multi‐member wards provide people like me, with the chance to
speak to a number of councillors within their wards.
Finally, I would like to add that at times when local authorities are having to cut vital services, it seems
disproportionate to be consulting on changing the electoral boundaries in the city, surely local politicians should be
left to manage what scarce resource they have to provide vital local services, not more reorganisation that will no
doubt have an impact on how our partners across the city operate. As a result, whilst I am pleased that the
commission have maintained the status quo in Bilborough, I object to the wider recommendations of establishing
single member wards elsewhere in the city.
Yours Faithfully
Mrs Helen Kalsi
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Carlsson-Hyslop, Dan
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

caroline kampila
09 January 2018 23:02
reviews
Nottingham City Review

Dear Sir/ Madam
I live on the edge of Rise Park in North Nottingham and I feel very strongly that our area is
underrepresented. I have looked at the proposals for the whole city and I notice that new wards
have been created around the inner-city areas which I think better reflects those communities. I
am therefore disappointed to see that the same thing hasn’t been done in the suburbs around the
north of the city.
Rise Park is quite isolated and generally we have our own community amenities (such as the
Westglade Primary School and Park Vale Academy as well as two community centres in both Top
Valley and Rise Park). We also have several shopping areas; a health centre/dental surgery and a
large Tesco Store in Top Valley as well as a church on Revelstoke Way. To add to this we also
have good bus links directly to the city centre rather than Bulwell so I can’t understand why we
have been included in a ward with parts of Bulwell; Highbury Vale and Basford. Especially when
we are already cut-off by the Golf Course and we do not share any ties with those areas.
I believe that Rise Park and Top Valley has enough residents collectively to constitute a separate
ward. For this reason and my other arguments outlined above I would strongly urge the
Commission to consider putting the Rise Park estate and neighbouring residential areas into a
different ward from Bulwell Forest/Highbury Vale.
Regards
Caroline Kampila
Top Valley Resident
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Carlsson-Hyslop, Dan
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Angela Kandola
21 January 2018 22:26
reviews
New boundary

To whom it may concern
COMMENTS

"Hello,
In looking over your boundary changes for Nottingham I would like to express my approval of retaining Berridge as a
multi‐member in Nottingham. Multi member wards are very important for attendance at local advice surgeries,
regular local issues meetings, consultations events, residents meetings and attendance on local ward walks. I feel
residents in my area would lose out and that the communication between local people and our representatives
would diminish if we were to only have a single councillor here.
Regards"

Sent from my iPhone
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Carlsson-Hyslop, Dan
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Sam Kandola
21 January 2018 12:24
reviews
Nottingham Boundary Review

"I would like to raise a concern about how the commission’s proposals for single member wards
across the city will disadvantage disabled and immobile people for standing for local office. There
are a number of high rise flats and apartments across the city which for less mobile people would
be difficult to access. Ensuring we have multi-member wards would mean we do not bar less able
people from standing to be candidates and they can be assured that their co-councillors can cover
the places they are unable to. In the name of ensuring a more diverse spectrum of local
representatives, I ask that the commission does not impose single member wards on any part of
the city."
Ms S Kandola

Sent from my iPhone
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Carlsson-Hyslop, Dan

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Cc:
Su

Jeff Kerslake
06 January 2018 14:02
reviews
Fwd: Ward boundary review - The Park, Nottingham

Nottingham

I would like to add my support to the amended proposal

- double the influence and voting rights on council committees for our area
- recognise Nottingham Castle as a geographical focal point for Park residents
- provide a good match with the Commission's guidelines.
L.Ann Kerslake-Jamieson.
Sent from my iPad
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Carlsson-Hyslop, Dan
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Carlsson-Hyslop, Dan
22 January 2018 09:53
reviews
FW: Ward boundaries in the Mapperley area

Dan Carlsson-Hyslop
Review Officer
LGBCE
0330 500 1273
From: Dee [mailto:
Sent: 21 January 2018 13:11
To: Carlsson‐Hyslop, Dan <Dan.Carlsson‐Hyslop@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Ward boundaries in the Mapperley area

To whom it may concern,
I am a resident of Mapperley (Nottingham) and I am writing concerning the proposed boundary
review of our ward. I understand that, as it stands, the Boundary Commission has only proposed
to make a minor change in the ward, moving one house into the Sherwood ward and leaving the
rest of us as we are. As a resident and voter I am happy to hear this, and also that the Boundary
Commission has agreed that we should retain three Councillors for our ward. This level of
representation serves us well and is much preferable to any possible reduction in the number of
Councillors. I am pleased that the area is to be left largely as it stands; Mapperley is a historic and
well-known ward, bringing together different areas and groups into one community around the
central points of Mapperley Top shops and, of course, our beautiful park.
I hope that nothing changes in Mapperley for the final recommendations and that our community,
with its diverse make-up, is allowed to continue to share and thrive as it is.
Yours with thanks,
Dominique Kidd
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Carlsson-Hyslop, Dan

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Rob Kirkwood
04 January 2018 17:35
reviews
Boundary Commission Proposals for Nottingham

Dear Sir/Madam,

I am writing in response to the proposed boundary commission changes, as they affect the City of Nottingham.

I believe that it is important to retain multi-member constituencies. Having more than one Councillor per ward
provides a more representative and responsive service.. If a Councillor is unwell, away or is otherwise unavailable,
other Councillors can cover for them. Additionally, multi-member wards are more likely to deliver diverse
representation in terms of gender, ethnicity and age of Councillors. Councillors in multi-member wards are able to
work together as a team to share essential duties and tasks.

Many current public services in Nottingham City are based around existing boundaries and changing these would
cause unnecessary disruption and unnecessary additional costs to services that are already struggling. It would cost
a considerable amount of money to reorganise boundaries at a time when the Council is being forced to make
severe cuts in its budget. There are existing local identities within areas of the City that the current ward boundaries
reflect and new boundaries could break those communities apart.
Many thanks, Rob Kirkwood.
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Carlsson-Hyslop, Dan
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Carlsson-Hyslop, Dan
23 January 2018 09:28
reviews
FW: Clifton Nottingham Boundary Review

Dan Carlsson-Hyslop
Review Officer
LGBCE
0330 500 1273
From: Liana Kohli [mailt
Sent: 22 January 2018 21:40
To: Carlsson‐Hyslop, Dan <Dan.Carlsson‐Hyslop@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Clifton Nottingham Boundary Review

Dear Sir,

I'm writing to provide my views on the boundary changes to the Clifton area of Nottingham. I would
suggest the whole of Clifton Estate should be in the same section and not divided up in the centre as per
the proposal. This would create a stronger Ward to serve the area with the sense of identity and
community that we value. All of the Clifton Estate make use of the great facilities were have including the
market and main shops, leisure centre, library and the Cornerstone regardless of if you are on the North or
South area of the Estate. The North ward would then be made up of the additional areas of Wilford,
Silverdale, Barton Green, Fabis Drive and Clifton Village areas. The figures given of Clifton South approx
8000 electorate and Clifton North approx 12000 in my opinion indicate that the lines could be redrafted
make these figures more even which I would hope could happen with a Clifton Estate Ward. Thank you for
taking my views into consideration.

Kind Regards,

Liana Kohli

Clifton)
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Dear Sir or Madam,
I strongly oppose to the ward boundary changes suggested in your draft proposals.
My comments are based on the following:





The split of the Meadows area into two wards;
The proposed new names;
The ward area;
Closing remarks.

THE SPLIT OF THE MEADOWS AREA INTO TWO WARDS
I have lived in the Meadows for over 20 years. For some of this time, I have been active within my local
community, which spreads Meadows-wide. There is a great community spirit across the whole of the Meadows
area and I know that people are acquainted or even close friends with people from other areas within the
Meadows and not just within their own (maybe small) neighbourhood. There are just so many community groups
that bring people together and they are attended, run and enjoyed by people from all across the Meadows and
not just the nearby streets of where a group is based.
It is my opinion that the suggestion to split the Meadows area into two wards is too stark a move to go ahead.
As I have described, people in the Meadows go about their affairs covering the whole area of the Meadows.
This includes utilising public services such as Meadows Library, the GP surgeries, both of which are in only one
location in the Meadows, and Bridgeway Shopping Centre. Furthermore, Bridgeway Shopping Centre is home
to a charity and The Bridges Community Trust. The latter is a long-established organisation, which receives
public funding to provide employment and other services to the wider community, which includes Clifton. A split
of the Meadows into two wards would make their funding applications more complex and may lead to some local
people to hesitate in contacting the Trust for support and advice, depending in which part of the Meadows they
live.
The split of the Meadows area into two wards would therefore impede and have a negative effect on the
community identity of this area.
Furthermore, and especially with regards to ward budgets, I foresee confusion in the case of campaigns and
projects related to public services and community groups in the Meadows – which ward would be responsible
and how would any budgets be split between the two local wards if the welfare of ALL Meadows residents was
at stake?
THE PROPOSED NEW NAMES
Embankment

I strongly oppose to a new name for a Meadows ward called ‘Embankment’.
The word ‘Embankment’ has a special and distinctive meaning to Meadows residents in particular but also the
wider Nottingham community and visitors.
The name ‘Embankment’ refers to a stretch of the river Trent on the edge of the Meadows area, which includes
footpaths, a street, recreation ground, children’s playground, a war memorial with gardens, a bandstand and a
unique historic footbridge. Throughout the year, several sporting and other leisure events are held at the
Embankment, which anyone involved can relate to and knows exactly where this is.
If there was a change of name for a Meadows ward as is currently proposed, this would affect myself. I live in
the area, which would be renamed to ‘Embankment’ and I strongly oppose to this. I live in the Meadows area
of Nottingham and I am proud to be living here and the name ‘Meadows’ has evolved from the history of this
area.
I feel that if another local area, in particular exactly adjacent to the Embankment, other than the existing
Embankment, would be called ‘Embankment’ this would be highly inappropriate and certainly also very
confusing.

New Meadows
It is inappropriate to refer to neighbourhoods within the Meadows area as ‘old’ or ‘new’ in respect of wards.
Although, there are tenants and residents organisations, which use ‘old meadows’ and ‘new meadows’, these
have no reference to the ward borders or otherwise politically. I believe, these are simply areas that consist of
housing, which is referred to as ‘old’ and ‘new’ and where residents have a particular interest in getting their
voice heard with respect to their local area.
It is much more appropriate to refer to different areas within the Meadows geographically, such as ‘East’ and
West’ or naming a landmark that is near or in the referred area such as ‘the streets near the library’ or similar.
The area I live in is considered as ‘new Meadows’ (Radcliffe Street area) with houses built in the 1970’s.
However, as per your current draft proposal, this area is not within the ‘New Meadows’ ward. Again, the naming
of this ward is confusing.
THE WARD AREA
I oppose the split of the Meadows area into two wards as I have described above. The Meadows area is currently
one ward with two councilors and I wish this to be continued. I have read just two of the recent submissions
published on your website, which thoroughly support multi-member wards in Nottingham and I agree with these.
I am content with making the whole of the Meadows ward smaller by excluding parts of the city centre and the
area around Castle Bridge Road. I believe the latter is mainly a commercial / industrial area and if any residents
were to live in this area, it would be up to them to choose, which ward they want to belong to.
Also, from what I can see, it looks as if the very outskirts of the Meadows area on London Road have been
included in the whole of the Meadows ward such as the Hickings Buildings on the corner of Queen’s Drive, which
is good.
CLOSING REMARKS

I trust my comments provide you with sufficient information and evidence of my opinions for inclusion in your
review.
I hope that my comments will have an impact on your further proposals and enable you to make an informed
decision for amendments.
If there is anything unclear in my comments above and you wish to clarify anything with me, please feel free to
contact me.
With many thanks.
Angela Kuhn.

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

Carlsson-Hyslop, Dan
23 January 2018 09:30
reviews
FW: NCC boundaries

Last one. Anything else is late.
Dan
Dan Carlsson-Hyslop
Review Officer
LGBCE
0330 500 1273
From: Peter Langton [mailt
Sent: 23 January 2018 08:34
To: Carlsson‐Hyslop, Dan <Dan.Carlsson‐Hyslop@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: NCC boundaries

To Whom It May Concern,
The Boundary Commission attempts to justify its decision to split the Meadows in two by claiming, “when
we visited we were struck by the very sharp contrast between the two parts of the estate”
This is very weak evidence on which to propose separating a community which any resident of the area
will tell you has a strong local identity. Though there certainly is a mixture of pre and post 1970s housing
throughout the area, it is unfounded to presume from this that it constitutes separate local identities
amongst the people occupying these properties. Irrespective of whether someone lives in the more
modern builds or if they are in the older housing, they will still identity as living in the Meadows.
People’s identities are not defined by the year the house they live in was built. Instead the facilities and
transport links that exist within an area. For people in the Meadows, the presence of and use by people
from across the whole Meadows of the Bridgeway Shopping Centre, the Queens Walk Community Centre,
Portland Gym go some way to showing it is a self‐contained community, suggesting there must be a strong
local identity. The existence of decent transport links with the tram and Green Lane buses make it
convienent to get from one side of the Meadows to the other, making community facilities accessible,
further establishing a strong sense of localness within the area.
Similarly, where the commission has drawn its boundary separates housing which is evidently the same,
undermining its own justification. For example, the properties around Eugene Gardens were all built as a
part of the same development, and yet the commissions proposed boundary splits some of these houses
across the proposed new wards.
I live in a new build area of the Meadows, but this is still part of the Meadows and I wish for this to
remain the case.
The commission should therefore review its reasoning for wishing to split the Meadows and give thought
to an alternative set of proposals.
Regards,
1

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

Carlsson-Hyslop, Dan
23 January 2018 09:29
reviews
FW: Nottingham City Council ward boundaries

Dan Carlsson-Hyslop
Review Officer
LGBCE
0330 500 1273
From: Rebecca Langton [mailto:
Sent: 23 January 2018 08:33
To: Carlsson‐Hyslop, Dan <Dan.Carlsson‐Hyslop@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Nottingham City Council ward boundaries

Dear Sir/Madam,
Current proposals for the Meadows would seriously divide one of the most distinct
communities in Nottingham City, ignoring the areas strong local identity. I moved to a new
build area of the Meadows around 2 years ago. Under to commissions proposals, this area
would form part of the Embankment ward, when naturally is belongs as part of the
Meadows.
The primary flaw with the commission’s proposals is nobody in this area identifies as being
from ‘Victoria Embankment.’ Victoria Embankment is generally used to describe the
recreational and green space along the River Trent and is not used as an identifier of where
people live. For residents living off the roads adjacent to Burnbury Street, they would
identify as living in the Meadows just as those living around the Queens Walk Community
Centre would. An arbitrary boundary drawn through the centre of the estate would
therefore not make sense and ignores the local identity of people living in this area.
Alongside this, it is important to recognise how the Meadows is its own self‐contained
community with shops, gyms other facilities which are used by residents from all over the
Meadows. Bridgeway shopping centre for example contains a Co‐operative, pharmacy and a
post office and is very accessible for residents living the other side of the Meadows near
Trent Bridge thanks to the tram and Green Line 11C bus route. Likewise, facilities such as
the Queens Walk Community Centre are well connected to the rest of the Meadows with
‘Queens Walk Tram Stop’ is literally opposite the centre making it an accessible and
convienent location for community groups and clubs from all over the area.
Given the clear existence of a Meadows identity with shared facilities that are used by
everyone across the whole area, the commission should look again at its proposals and
bring forward new ones which respects the strong sense of local community in this area and
seeks to keep the area together as one ward.
I look forward to seeing these points reflected in your final proposals in April.
1

Yours sincerely,
Rebecca
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Carlsson-Hyslop, Dan
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

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

Dan Carlsson-Hyslop
Review Officer
LGBCE
0330 500 1273
-----Original Message----From: Sandra Lawrenc
Sent: 20 January 2018 23:32
To: Carlsson-Hyslop, Dan <Dan.Carlsson-Hyslop@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Mapperley seat
Dear Sir or Madam
I really think the choice to keep Mapperley a triple member seat is enormously positive for the
area. Not changing the boundaries to any really extra keeps this community together for the
future.
This is positive for Mapperely and the people who live here. It’s great to have such a strong sense
of community within out area and three councillors to represent us.
I hope you do listen to the views posed by people within each ward.
Kind regards,
Sandra Lawrence
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Carlsson-Hyslop, Dan
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Tom Leach
12 January 2018 15:47
reviews
Nottingham ward boundaries

Dear Sir/Madam,
I am a local Dunkirk resident that has looked over your proposals for new ward boundaries in
Nottingham City and though I would have preferred to have seen no change, I think the idea to
merge Dunkirk and Lenton with Wollaton East and Lenton Abbey isn’t too unreasonable and has
logic to it.
The 2 current wards are dominated by the Queens Medical Centre and the University of
Nottingham campuses. Elected members in both Dunkirk and Lenton and WELA currently have
interests in these facilities, so merging them into the same ward does make sense. The same can
be said of Highfields Park and Dunkirk Primary School which are used by residents from Dunkirk,
Lenton Abbey and Lenton. Both areas are connected by regular bus routes as well with the
orange line buses taking people from Old Lenton to Lenton Abbey by going down Derby Road.
I would also like to welcome the decision to retain the area as a multi-member ward too as I am
aware you are proposing forcing single member wards on some areas of the city, which I think will
be damaging for residents. Multi-member wards allow for cover if a councillor is ill or on leave,
ensuring important committee meetings and surgeries can still take place.
Please could you take these thoughts into consideration when forming your final proposals for
April.
Yours sincerely.
Thomas Leach
Dunkirk resident
Sent from my iPhone
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Carlsson-Hyslop, Dan

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Jackie Le Huquet
07 December 2017 13:19
reviews
local government boundary reviews

Local Government Boundary Commission for England,
With regard to the draft recommendations on the new electoral arrangements for Nottingham City Council.
As a long-time resident of the Meadows I wish to object to the proposed changes of boundaries to the
Meadows(Bridge Ward). As far back as I can remember the Meadows has been served by 2 councillors, no matter
which political party they belong to, and have worked alongside each other for the benefit of the constituents.
The Meadows is a multi-cultural and very diverse population with a strong sense of community, and whatever type of
property we live in we all use the same services and amenities which are scattered throughout the Meadows, such as
the 3 primary schools, the library and shopping facilities, the health centre, and the many community groups which
serve the Meadows as a whole. To split the Meadows into two separate wards does not make any sense as you
would have the same number of voters in the two wards as you would if you had kept it as one ward.
I would also proposes the one ward should be renamed the Meadows ward, as other wards in the City are named
after the area they represent, i.e. Radford, Hyson Green, Arboretum, etc.
I would further propose that the part of the city which is joined to Bridge ward should be joined to the city and the
Meadows be one separate ward, served by 2 councillors.
Mrs. Jacqueline Le Huquet,
Resident of the Meadows,
Secretary of Old Meadows Tenants & Residents Association,
Secretary of Friends of Meadows Library,
Secretary of Meadows Association of Diabetics.
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Carlsson-Hyslop, Dan
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Dan Lucas
16 January 2018 01:15
reviews
Nottingham review comments

For the attention of the Review Officer (Nottingham)
The Local Government Boundary Commission for England
Hello ‐ I tried to submit the comments below on line via your dedicated webpage earlier, but this did not seem to
work. I hope you can accept this e‐mailed version of the comments. Please let me know if you need any further
information. Many thanks. Dan Lucas
15 January 2018

Dear Sir / Madam
Ref: Draft recommendations on the proposed Nottingham City Council ward scheme
I am writing to make a submission to the review that is currently open for consultation.
I am making this submission in a personal capacity. I have lived in the Nottingham Park Estate for over 20 years and
have lived in the local area in this part of Nottingham for nearly 30 years. My comments primarily relate to the
proposals for the The Park, and the remaining parts of the ward that currently covers the area ‐ the existing Radford
& Park ward.
I would like to thank the Commission for accepting my points about the small part of The Park that had been
separated from the rest of ward, and for proposing to link these homes up in the same area.
I wanted to make the following comments about the proposals for the area more generally.
The draft recommendations for Radford and The Park, in my view, draw too heavily on the different nature of the
'The Park' from 'Radford'. In fact the recommendations fail to note that part of the existing ward is in fact a part of
Lenton (although this is not reflected in the ward name) ‐ broadly the area from Canning Circus, along Derby Road,
along Faraday Road, and back to Canning Circus via Ilkeston Road. This is called Lenton Sands, or by some the
'Lenton Triangle' and actually has more in common with the parts of The Park along its southern edge (Castle Blvd,
Hope Drive etc), than might at first be observed ‐ for example, some similarities in demographics including shared
student housing, and buildings of similar size and architecture. The Conservative Group proposals, in my view,
deliberately ignore making much mention of Lenton Sands, seeking to re‐enforce demographic differences between
The Park and parts of Radford to the north of the ward.
The Park along its northern side, and this part of Lenton Sands, are in fact drawn together by the major bus routes
that serve both areas along Derby Road, which serves both Lenton Sands and The Park, along with the part of
Lenton in the existing Dunkirk & Lenton ward. If you live in the area of The Park where I live, your nearest shops and
post office are on Derby Road and Ilkeston Road, other services are also in that area (for example the local leisure
centre in Radford, John Carroll Centre, the local library in Lenton Sands ‐ Radford / Lenton Library and the health
centres that serve the area ‐ Lenton Medical Centre on Derby Road and Radford Health Centre on Ilkeston Road). I
regularly walk across the ward in order to use a number of these services. I would thus contend that point in
paragrpah 52 that 'The Park appears to be an entirely separate community from Radford' is not accurate. Other
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parts of The Park are of course closer to the City Centre on the eastern side, and many residents will use the services
and facilities there as 'local' ones. To the western side The Park has much in common with other parts of Lenton
down towards Lenton Boulevard, again where local services and facilities are situated, such as the closest primary
schools.
In short, although The Park has its own administrative boundary (as a private estate), it is not disconnected from the
neighbourhoods adjacent to it, not least because there are almost no services located within the The Park itself.
Commercial premises, for example, were, as I understand it, not permitted when the Park was originally developed.
I think this undermines the case for a single member ward called The Park as proposed.
If this were to be the outcome, I also think it would not be appropriate to name such a ward 'The Park'. The Park
Estate does have a high profile and is often promoted by estate and letting agents as an 'exclusive' residential area.
Naming a ward 'The Park' would, in my view, re‐enforce this exclusivity in a way that would not help good and
effective local government for the area. This is because it would then dominate the areas the Commission is
including in the ward as necessary to achieve the appropriate number of voters, but are not in The Park Estate itself.
These include Castle Marina, Standard Hill, The Ropewalk, Regent Street / Upper College Street area and the streets
towards Maid Marian way. All of these areas are places where new residential accommodation has been developed
over the last 10 to 20 years, much of which has a lot in common with accommodation in the proposed City ward (for
example 'city living' apartment style residential developments and conversions from former offices and such like.
There are certainly a range of strong community identities across those areas as a result of such similarities. With
regard to the name for such a ward it may be helpful to recognise that Nottingham Castle is located in the area
(indeed I believe that prior to 1976 there was a 'Castle' ward although I am unfamiliar with its exact boundaries).
The point I made in my previous submission was that all of The Park should be in the same ward, I do not agree that
it should be in a ward of its own.
On a separate but related point I have reservations about a single member ward in the context of proposals for the
City that have a large number of other wards that elect three councillors, as it could serve to reduce the influence
that a single councillor can have, which could reduce the effectiveness of local government representation in the
area concerned.
Further comments regarding the proposed Radford ward.
The Commission places weight behind the distinctive nature of The Park but fails to recognise the coherent and
distinctive sense of neighbourhood that exists across Radford, by splitting the area with a boundary along New
Road, Hartley Road and Player Street. This would serve to recreate an unhelpful division of the area that existed
prior to the existing ward pattern (before circa 2003) whereby Radford was divided between the former Lenton
Ward and the former Robin Hood ward. All of the streets north of Hartley Road as far as Alfreton Road and Bobbers
Mill Bridge are strongly considered to be part of Radford, with historical linkages across the area dating back at least
to the period when major, world famous employers (Raleigh Cycles and Players Tobacco) were based in the area and
housing was developed to serve them. Again the area is linked together by the retail facilities at Radford Boulevard
(on the former Players factory site at Castle Retail Park), public services and places of worship across the area, and
well used public transport corridors on Ilkeston and Alfreton Roads that are used by residents from across the
Radford area as well as from the parts of Lenton Sands in the ward (eg to access the University of Nottngham Jubilee
Campus on the former Raleigh Cycles site. Primary schools in the area, like Radford Primary and Mellers Primary,
serve a catchment across Radford and into Lenton Sands, and pupils use the busy bus routes to access secondary
education outside of the ward. The Commission's proposals in this area will divide that community in two in a way
that is very unhelpful. The area has pockets of challenging deprivation and effective local government and
representation is vital to help the area and its residents obtain high quality public services and other resources like
inward investment and regeneration to help them tackle the challenges they face. This will not be helped by splitting
the community in the way that is proposed.
A solution that retains all of Radford in one ward would be preferable. Indeed the original Nottingham City Council
proposal did successfully achieve that within what seemed like an acceptable variance.
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I hope the Commission can look again at its proposals for replacing the existing Radford and Park Ward and come up
with an improved scheme. I hope the information I have set out is helpful in pointing the way to possible
improvements that will serve the area well in the years to come.
Thank you for the opportunity to comment.
Daniel Lucas
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