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Mark HACKETT

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Dear Sir I am writing in response to your current consultation in relation to the proposed
boundary changes in Birmingham and in particular the proposals for Edgbaston and Summerfield
wards. As a resident of North Edgbaston I am most unhappy with the proposal to move this
area into the Summerfield constituency and do not support this change. This area of Edgbaston
has strong, identifying links to the rest of Edgbaston to the south. There are no strong
relationships with the other areas of the proposed Summerfield ward and as evidence of this I
can confirm both me and my family’s links to Edgbaston are as follows: 1. Our GP is based in
Harborne at
2. Our Bank is
in Harborne 3. We are members of a
Gym in Harborne 4. We shop at
in Harborne 5. My stepdaughter attended school in
Edgbaston 6. Our social network is in Edgbaston and the restaurants, shops and bars we use
are in Edgbaston and Harborne 7. We have links to Birmingham University (my wife is a mentor
there for undergraduate students) 8. We attend and use the Farmers Market and other events
in Harborne. 9. Our children undertake their leisure time in Harborne and Edgbaston where all
their social networks are. 10. We are strong supporters of local businesses to buy things for our
house improvements and skilled worker who maintain our homes in this area. 11. 11. My wife
and our children use the hospital at
in Edgbaston. As a Chief Executive in the NHS, our
deliberate decision was to relocate to the area of Edgbaston to ensure our access to nearby
public health services which are world class. As you can see our local ties are clearly to the
south and not the proposed north link and I would be grateful if this could be reconsidered. In
addition, I am not clear on the argument firstly to decrease the number of councillors in the
city as many other urban councils have more than the proposed 101 and secondly to insist on
either single or two councillor wards. Some of the proposals can be seen to reduce democracy
in the city which I could not support. I would therefore suggest the commission gives thought
to altering the proposal to either: 1. Create a single councillor ward of our area e.g. Edgbaston
Reservoir 2. Extend the Edgbaston ward back to its original northern boundary and make it a
three councillor ward 3. Keep the current Edgbaston ward boundary, moving Harborne East out
of the proposal and keeping North Edgbaston in. I would be most grateful if you could give
these constructive comments serious consideration. I understand that you may not take into
account the impact on our local property prices on the local society and life, however we moved
to this area because it was in Edgbaston and afforded our children a safe and vibrant area of
the city with a strong neighbourhood spirit linked to friends, work colleagues and local
community. The suggestion that this cohesive community is altered by these boundary changes
appals us all and it is simply wrong. I hope you all have the good sense to avoid destroying
the historic links this area has to the rest of the Edgbaston ward. Yours faithfully Mark Hackett

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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Penelope HACKETT

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Dear Sir I would like to comment on the draft proposals to create a Summerfield Constituency.
While I appreciate the need to have equal constituencies, as a resident of Edgbaston I do not
feel the boundaries proposed pull together community interests and identities. Residents in
Portland Road, the bottom end of Rotton Park Road and Vernon Road are aligned more to the
Edgbaston Constituency and I would certainly not support these changes as they stand. The
characters of the Vernon Rd/Montague Rd/Clarendon Rd enclave and the north part of Rotton
Park Rd/area around St Augustine’s Church are distinctive from that of Bearwood and that
which exists further into the proposed new ward. I believe that by removing these areas from
Edgbaston would have an adverse effect upon that character and I would ask that the
boundaries proposed are rethought to reflect this.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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Alexander Hall

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
The current proposals for the Kingstanding Ward strike me as being quite strange. The so-called
Bandywood Estate to the West of Kingstanding has NOTHING WHATSOEVER TO DO WITH
KINGSTANDING and never has done. In the four and a half years I have lived in the
Kingstanding area I have never had cause to go there once. We have no services in common,
shared schools that I know of or any other reason to be connected to that area. I consider my
home to be in the heart of Kingstanding, my son goes to school in Kingstanding and yet the
Bandywood Estate is a world away. In the first proposal you have made, I will be on the edge
of Kingstanding, rather than at its heart. However there are other areas that could easily be
added to Kingstanding, most notably, the other side of Hawthorn Road. This area is clearly
signposted as a major shopping area and is the home to many restaurants, takeaways and
shops. It is also the home to my brother who lives just a minute walk away, uses the same
shops, same restaurants and same takeaways and considers himself part of the same
community - yet this proposal leaves us in different wards! I did not realise when he pops over
to our house that he is travelling from a different community. Literally, under these plans, I will
be journeying into a 'different community' when crossing the road to buy some milk from the
local Tesco’s! The obvious solution is to remove the Bandywood Estate from Kingstanding. It
does not belong in Kingstanding in any way, shape or form, never has done and doubt it ever
will. But the other side of Hawthorn Road IS Kingstanding in a very big way. People on either
side of the road use the same schools, shops and services. We are one community in
Kingstanding (of which I repeat, Bandywood is categorically NOT a part) and by including the
houses between where Kingstanding Road meets College Road (including Warren Road) you will
create a united Kingstanding community. To further illustrate this, I met someone at work
recently who said he lived in Kingstanding. I naturally asked whereabouts and he replied that
he lived on Warren Road - which you do not have has being in Kingstanding. So, in summary,
take out the Bandywood Estate out of Kingstanding; it has nothing in common with
Kingstanding and replace it with land on the other side of Hawthorn Road and create a proper
and united Kingstanding community. I do also wish to add that I cannot believe that your
proposal for Erdington does not include the Yenton Pub, Erdington Abbey or Erdington train
station. When I was last in the Yenton Pub I got a call from my wife asking where I was and I
replied 'A pub in Erdington.' Never in a million years would I have said 'A pub in Pype Hayes'
because that would be a lie - the Yenton Pub is miles and miles from Pype Hayes and would
have had my wife saying: 'Where is Pype Hayes?' Likewise we frequently shop in parts of
Erdington - that will no longer be in Erdington and when I pick my wife up at Erdington station
I will also not be in Erdington under these plans. The sensible thing clearly is to create a
larger, two councillor Erdington ward, including areas like the Station, the Abbey and the
Yenton Pub (how this wound up in Pype Hayes I cannot understand). I have heard comments
about bizarre boundaries for Moseley and Acocks Green and cannot comment, but as a resident
of Kingstanding and someone familiar with the historic community of Erdington, there needs to
be some serious changes to make these represent our communities. No doubt residents of
Bandywood are proud of their area – but it is there area and nothing to do with us in
Kingstanding. Please makes these changes for a better and more united pair of communities of
Kingstanding and Erdington.
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Personal Details:
Name:

Steve Halliday

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: Household

Comment text:
1) you can't take Moseley village out of Moseley! That's insane.. 2) The houses in the Moseley
victorian triangle (Oxford rd, Greenhill road, along Clarence Rd to Billesley lane B13), that
should stay in Moseley too.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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Marian Hall

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I live close to the boundary between the proposed Summerfield and Ladywood wards and I
want to make a suggested alteration to this. You are proposing that the boundary runs along
Noel Road B16. I would place it along Reservoir Road, the next road to the North and then
down Ostler Street to Icknield Port Road. Reservoir Road is the parish boundary between St.
Augustine’s Edgbaston and St John’s and St Peter’s Ladywood and it would be good if the ward
boundary reflected our history. Also it would mean that the rangers lodge of the Edgbaston
reservoir, the Tower Ballroom and the Sea Cadets would be included in the same ward as the
reservoir itself so you would unite all the major reservoir stakeholders. It’s this possibility that I
have attempted to draw on your map. Ostler Street is only residential on the side away from
the reservoir. Another possibility would be to continue the boundary along Monument Road until
it meets Ladywood Middleway and Icknield Port Road. Ladywood Middleway definitely feels like
the great divide in terms of community and this would avoid having people on either side of
Reservoir Road being in different wards. Moving a few hundred people out of this side of
Ladywood might also mean that you would have some leeway in changing the other boundaries
of Ladywood to address people’s concerns about the integrity of the Jewellery Quarter. Anyway,
I wonder if your projected population figures take into account the huge proposed residential
developments around the Rotton Park canal loop on the Ladywood side. I am not opposed to
the part of Edgbaston north of the Hagley Road being moved into Summerfield. Again, Hagley
Road is the great divide in terms of community and putting the boundary at Monument Road
reflects the historic boundary of the Rotton Park Estate owned by the Gillott family in the 19th
century and laid out by them as a model residential development.It's good to see it remaining
as a whold and not split between wards. I am also glad that the proposals keep Perrotts Folly
and the Waterworks together and in the same ward as the Reservoir.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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Nicholas Hall

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I utterly disagree with the proposal of moving areas of Harborne into the new boundary of
Summerfield. This is because parts of the City of Birmingham are neglected and the richer
areas are privileged. By moving the boundary you only help reinforce this class prejudice and
further the privileging of the richer areas over the poorer areas. This change (of creating a new
Summerfield area) will perpetuate the division, will help solidify class prejudice and actually
create a firm fixed line through the former Harborne and Edgbaston area. It also means as a
Citizen of the ward to be effected, the area will be devalued and property prices will suffer. You
aren't living here. At the moment, I can hold the MP and Councillors accountable and they are
more inclined to deliver a service to the whole area because we are in their constituency. There
is real factual evidence of this neglect because if you cross the Hagley Road and walk down the
richer parts, there is better street furniture (such as improved lamp posts), cleaner streets,
improved policing and generally better infrastructure such as filled pot holes and CCTV cameras.
However, the poorer parts of Edgbaston are ignored until people such as me constantly call the
Council, log calls and write to the Government. By segregating us, with the new class border,
we risk being seriously ignored and having to fight even harder to get our voice heard with a
new a MP and new Councillors - allowing our current Councillors and MP, to turn their back on
us as we are no longer in their constituency – “we are not their problem”. The border change
creates a very clear division of "the rich" and "the poor". It is geo-political class cleansing. It is
similar to the New York attempts to segregate black people from using "white beaches", by
making the roads inaccessible to public transport, knowing black people had to use public
transport because they could not afford cars - Huffington Post http://www.huffingtonpost.co.uk/james-garvey/racist-bridges_b_3330752.html. You are creating
a CLASS BRIDGE. The Harborne ward should be left as it is, to include a greater social and
racial diversity. Not white areas for English white rich people and everyone else can live across
the bridge - and please don't cross the bridge until we have built a wall ! I think these
proposals are actually disgusting and are anti-human. You are showing no concerns for the
residents of the area. You are anti-democratic and anti-history - destroying an area that was
created over 150 years ago. How can you know anything about the area when you don't live
here nor are even concerned about the people in the area? You aren’t bothered, you don’t care,
you show no interest in the area - and this is clear by the type of class bias and discrimination
you are hoping to impose on the area.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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Personal Details:
Name:

Sheila Hall

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: Allens Cross Community Associatio

Comment text:
I think that the size of present wards is too large and reducing them would be sensible. Having
single councillor wards would allow residents to build a closer relationship with their councillor
as long as their size is manageable. However, I think the names of some wards could be
changed to be more meaningful to how people relate to them. e.g Northfield East could be
renamed as West Heath North. Given the history of the area the name Longbridge should not
be lost, especially as a new Longbridge town centre is being built. Renaming the proposed
"Rednal and Rubery” ward to “Longbridge and Rubery Rednal"would preserve the Longbridge
name and would be more descriptive.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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Richard Hammersley

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
My comments relate to Erdington, which is where I live. I find that the proposals as they stand
are eminently sensible, given the requirements voter populations and community cohesion. I
live within the proposed Ward of Erdington and the suggested boundaries reflect a reasonable
interpretation of the community of Erdington. It would have been preferable to include a few
more streets to the West, but this would mean 'losing' some streets to the East - and this
would make a nonsense of the recognisable community. I find the general approach of using
identifiable physical barriers and 'ancient' historical boundaries - as well as community
perceptions - the most acceptable way of proceeding and I think this is what the current
proposals represent.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
08 February 2016 15:03
Pascoe, Mark
FW: WARD BOUNDARY CHANGE AFFECTING ERDINGTON

From: MISS C M HANDLEY
Sent: 06 February 2016 10:39
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: WARD BOUNDARY CHANGE AFFECTING ERDINGTON

I live in
Erdington – just off the High Street. I have lived in Erdington all my life
and am old enough to still refer to the area around the High Street as ‘The Village’. Despite
certain ravages of ‘modernisation’ Erdington has retained a sense of village community with its
splendid Abbey, Parish Church, village green, historic cottages in Station Road, other fine
examples of late 19th century and early 20th century buildings and a railway station
mentioned in Bradshaw’s Railway Guide 1866. The proposed boundary changes would strip
Erdington of many of these historic features, thereby removing the character and heart of
Erdington, which is a deprived enough area without losing some of its best features.
Significantly, it would also reduce Erdington’s Councillor representation to one member which
is totally inadequate to deal with the problems of an area with such a diverse population
containing a wide range of age groups, many immigrants, a very busy High Street and all the
attendant problems of antisocial behaviour, litter, etc.
A much more sensible division would leave an Erdington Ward with a boundary of Sutton
Coldfield to the north and Court Lane to the west. To the south, the traditional border of
Wood End Lane/Kingsbury Road to separate Gravelly Hill and Birches Green and to the east,
the border of Pype Hayes, leaving Holly Park Drive and Quincey Drive to remain in Erdington.
This would make Erdington a two Member Ward which it needs to be.
I urge you to reconsider your proposals.
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
08 February 2016 15:03
Pascoe, Mark
FW:

‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐
From: Christopher Handforth
Sent: 05 February 2016 23:22
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject:
The Review Officer (Birmingham)
Local Government Boundary Commission for England 14th Floor Millbank Tower Millbank London SW1P 4QP
5th February 2016
Dear Sir or Madam,
We have been informed that there is a draft plan to merge Selly Park and Bournbrook into a single Council ward.
Many of us are worried that if this plan goes ahead, the character and the needs of the area could result in a loss of
identity for two very different districts.
Bournbrook is nowadays a mainly rented student housing area, with many environmental issues and problems.
Selly Park, on the other hand, is made up of settled families and homes, with Resident Community Associations and
conservation areas.
Surely two wards, each with its own Councillor, would have a better chance of representing residents of these
separate groupings?
I hope that you will give this suggestion serious consideration.
Yours sincerely,
Christopher Handforth
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
08 February 2016 14:21
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Local Government Boundary Changes

From: PETER HANKS
Sent: 08 February 2016 10:09
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Local Government Boundary Changes
We ask the commission to amend their plans for North Birmingham to represent a Castle Vale ward, a two member
Gravelly Hill ward, a two member Erdington ward, two member Kingstanding ward, two member Oscott ward, a Perry
Common ward, Pype Hayes ward and a Stockland Green Ward. With the Erdington ward borders running from Court
Lane in the west, Sutton in the North, Pype Hayes and Holly Lane in the east and Kingsbury Road/Wood End Road in
the South.
We also have concerns that these proposed changes are politically motivated in an effort to reduce the current level
of opposition to the government and consider this to be an attack on the History of Birmingham and our individuality.
Regards
Peter and Annette Hanks
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Mayers, Mishka on behalf of reviews
13 January 2016 15:34
Pascoe, Mark
FW: "Boundary Commission wants to scrap Yardley !"

From:
Sent: 13 January 2016 13:55
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Cc: Councillor Neil Eustace <Neil.Eustace@birmingham.gov.uk>
Subject: "Boundary Commission wants to scrap Yardley !"

Hi Boundary commissioners,
We strongly PROTEST at your aim to scrap Yardley where we live, and call us Stechford East !
This is not on.
We have been proud residents in Yardley for more than 31 years, and have
NEVER, AND WILL NEVER wish to live in Stechford !!
Look at your scanty records and realise that we are 1,000 years old and will
fight for our proud name !
What`s in a name ‐ you may ask?
Pride in our history, pride in our area, and pride in our name.
Leave us alone, we are not amused, and do not like you wasting taxpayers
money playing around with ancient boundaries ‐ we are not to be messed with……..

Sent from Windows Mail
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
26 January 2016 09:20
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Boundary changes - Yardley

‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐
From: Judy
Sent: 25 January 2016 21:49
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Cc:
Subject: Boundary changes ‐ Yardley
I wish to express my concern about the proposed boundary changes. I live in Yardley and my family have had roots
in the area from the 1930's. Yardley is one of the oldest areas in Birmingham ‐ it's 1000 year old church being the
centre of the conservation area. By implementing the boundary changes you are wiping Yardley off the map. How
can an area now be called Stechford East when it has no bearing or connection to Yardley whatsoever. Please
consider the historic position of Yardley when implementing the changes. Why not call the area Yardley East and
save the historic name of Yardley?
Judy and David Hanson
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
08 February 2016 14:28
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Boundaries proposal

From: Monica Hardie
Sent: 07 February 2016 21:43
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Boundaries proposal

Dear Sirs,
I have had a long standing connection with Selly Oak and would hope that the boundaries in the current
proposals will be altered to reflect these two distinct communities; as things stand, this contradicts Lord
Kerslake's recommendations about the representation of communities ‐the mainly student , bed‐sit area
of Bournbrook is entirely different to the largely Edwardian conservation area of Selly Park, and I would
strongly contend that they need to be treated with the respect that each deserves by recognising their
differences, and making each a single member Ward.
In addition, as a long standing resident of South Birmingham , I would like recognition given to the
Conservative proposals for 2 member Wards in both Weoley as well as Bournville and Cotteridge as these
reflect distinct communities as well.
Yours faithfully,
Mrs Monica Hardie
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Christine Hardy

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: Hardy Christine

Comment text:
I am writing to give my support to the Moseley community proposal for the Moseley Ward
Boundary (Submitted by Esther Boyd of Moseley Forum on Sun 7/02/2016, and by Fiona Adams
of The Moseley Society on the same date. Your guidelines on making a submission ask for
evidence of how people react with the facilities in their area. I intend to do this by describing
my own experience of living in Moseley, within the existing ward boundary, which is similar to
the one proposed now by the Moseley community. First of all I will address your concern that
“electoral arrangements should promote effective and convenient local government and reflect
the electoral calendar of the council”. In my experience Moseley councillors tend to live locally,
they are known in the ward, they are seen round about, they attend the meetings of local
societies and voluntary groups (some have been active in these groups before becoming
councillors) and they fruitfully maintain those links. I have never found it difficult to contact a
Local Councillor and when I have contacted them their response has been helpful. The Moseley
community proposal suggests two councillors. This is not illegal an would not interfere with the
electoral calendar. Further Birmingham City Council (BCC) communicates well with the Moseley.
In the past few months alone I have been contacted in a number of ways by BCC. Before
Christmas I was contacted through a voluntary group, Moseley Forum, with regard to the siting
of cycle racks in Moseley. This led to several Moseley cyclists meeting with BCC officers and
going on a 40 minute walk around the commercial area of Moseley to make suggestions.
Excellent outcomes, the suggestions made and assessed will be implemented in March this year.
Secondly, through my membership of Highbury Park Friends I was asked to make a response to
the BCR3 Cycle Consultation. In addition, details of the consultation were posted throughout the
park so all park users were given an opportunity to comment. Highbury Park Friends wrote to
their members, and also interviewed park users, then summarised and relayed their comments
to BCC. Via the BCC website, anyone with an email address can ask to receive information on
BCC Policy and to take part in consultations. A further example of communication in Moseley
enhancing community cohesion and also safety is the weekly update from the Moseley and
Kings Heath Local Police Team forwarded to Moseley Society members by Fiona Adams. Through
these emails I know the names of the Sergeants in the Moseley and Kings Heath neighbourhood
team, where they are and how they can be contacted. I want to describe now how I interact
with focal points of the current Moseley Ward. Usually I start the day with a run round
Highbury Park, (please keep Highbury Hall in Moseley) but today because I was short of time I
went a short run around the St Agnes Moseley Conservation Area (No 22). A beautiful run
which began along Oxford Road and around St Agnes Church (Grade II listed), passing a
number of Arts and Crafts houses (some of them Grade II listed). I know about them because
of a leaflet produced by the Moseley Society, and through an Illustrated map of the
conservation area commissioned by the St Agnes Residents Association. This same association
keeps the area free of litter. The establishment of this conservation area was supported the
Moseley Society. The same Moseley Society also keeps an eye on contemporary developments
and intervenes within them. Here is an example of this in a quote from an email of the 7th of
February, “There is a current planning application (2015/09995/PA) from Davenport’s to convert
the former HSBC bank into a bar/restaurant with a 10 bedroom hotel above. We have not
objected to the hotel but asked for the terrace at the back to be smoke free and closed by
10pm and for the bar to close by 11.30pm in line with the other businesses in that part of
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Moseley – there are many people living above the shops who would be affected by later hours.”
Voluntary Societies in Moseley look to the future too, see for example the Supplementary
Development Plan and the establishment of the Community Development Trust (CDT), whose
aim is to ‘lead the regeneration of the neighbourhood through social, economic and
environmental projects for Moseley’s diverse communities”. What you might register is here are
years and years of liason between Moseley voluntary societies and Birmingham City Council, (its
councillors and officers) to produce positive outcomes with great influence on the character of
Moseley. I want to convey how all these elements contribute to my joy of living in Moseley and
to the strong and greatly valued sense of community here. When people come to live in
Moseley they don’t want to leave. There is the beauty of the place, its buildings, streets and
parks, and the desire to cherish conserve and enjoy that beauty, along with the vitality of the
independent pubs, restaurants and cafe life in Moseley Village. I’d like to take you now on a
walk along Cotton Lane, left into Oxford Road, along Grove Avenue into Wake Green Road. As
you walk down you will pass on your right the Wake Green Road doctor’s surgery, the one I
attend, and a dental practice. On the left a row of commercial buildings - a pharmacist, Carters
(a Michelin starred restaurant) a launderette, an estate agents, a solicitors and a Chinese
Restaurant. This row of shops is in St Mary’s Row, part of the well known commercial area of
Moseley Village, an area of shops, restaurants, cafes and pubs, many of them independently
owned. St Mary’s Row continues across Oxford Road, with on the right hand side the beautiful
St Mary’s Church and grounds, and down to the cross roads at Alcester Road where it extends
to the right and left of the crossroads. Facing down towards Canon HIll Park (a park I walk to
and around frequently) this area extends left up the Alcester Road with a number of shops and
services (including the award winning and much loved Moseley Post Office) as far as Moor green
Lane. A little further up, at Valentine’s Road the post code turns from B13 (Moseley) to B14
(Kings Heath). To the right the commercial area extends down to Park Road. The stretch to the
right between St Mary’s Row and Woodbridge Road also welcomes once a month the award
winning Moseley Farmer’s Market, set up and run by Moseley Forum, and the wonderful Moseley
Arts market, and annually stalls for the Moseley Festival. The Moseley Christmas lights are hung
here. The newly developed Moseley Comedy Festival takes place in one of the independent pubs
here. In Moseley Park, which runs off this stretch of the road, take place the nationally and
internationally known Moseley Folk Festival, and Moseley Jazz, Funk, and Soul Festival. If the
recommendations of the LBC were implemented the commercial area of Moseley Village would
no longer remain in Moseley ward but would be fragmented and the residential areas round
about this centre would be separated from it. The excellent partnerships fostered between
voluntary groups, businesses, policing, and BCC would be severed, disrupted or made more
difficult. Voluntary Groups wishing to continue their work on these areas would need to liase
with councillors in the several different wards into which the current Moseley ward would be
divided. On the other side of the crossroad the building which houses the Community
Development Trust, an independent charity founded in 2001 by the Moseley Society together
with the Central Moseley Development Forum (Now Moseley Forum) will no longer be located be
located in Moseley Ward. This building represents the outcome of years of voluntary work and
dedication to the Moseley community. Moseley Post Office (award winning) would no longer be
in Moseley ward. This area thus fragmented would also fall under the remit of different
councillors, different police teams, and possibly different refuse disposal and street cleaning
timetables. I would like to give you a further glimpse into the specific character of Moseley
Village through mention of some of the independent cafes in Moseley village, and some of the
independent pubs. Next to the Post Office and CDT building is Damascena, its owners are
Syrian, they have lived in Moseley for many years, and were overwhelmed by the welcome their
cafe received when it opened. It has a menu of traditional Syrian food including excellent
Syrian and Turkish baclava. On the same side of Alcester Road but across Salisbury Road (a
continuation of St Mary’s Row) you will find The Java lounge. it’s owner is from a Yemeni family
and after spending time in Europe after his degree he decided to research good coffees and to
bring them to Moseley, further along and across the road is Maison Mayci, owned by Michelen
trained chefs from Grenoble, with unforgettable French patisserie. There is also Lewis’s,
Caphephelia, and Desmaines. Why does Moseley have such a vibrant, unique cafe culture? In an
area of professionals, there are a significant number involved in the arts, giving Mosley a
bohemian and creative edge. The Moseley music scene is well recognised. The diversity in the
area is catered for also in a range of thriving independent pubs, including the Prince of Wales,
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and The Dark Horse, the Fighting Cocks, and The Cuban Embassy. Plus a range of independent
restaurants. Living in Moseley is coveted and businesses want to move here. The sense of an
area with a specific identity and sense of community draws people in. It would be irresponsible
and unmerited to break up this ward with its treasured history and vibrant present.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

David Hardy

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I have lived in Hall Green for over 40 years, my wife all her life. We TOTALLY OPPOSE any plan
to move the boundaries so that parts of Hall Green become Tyseley. How many members of the
Boundaries Commission LIVE in Hall Green? Do they realise that hundreds of people,
businesses, shops, restaurants, etc would have to change their letterheads, brochures, fliers,
posters, menus, websites. . . and what this would cost? Please STOP this foolishness at once!

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6498

04/01/2016

Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
18 January 2016 08:46
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Boundary changes

‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐
From: John Hardy
Sent: Saturday, January 16, 2016 3:49 PM
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Boundary changes
I would like to raise my concerns and objection to the redrawing of the boundaries in Birmingham and proposals to
move my road Southam Road from Hall Green to Tyseley.
John Hardy

1

Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
29 January 2016 17:04
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Hall Green Boundary

‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐
From: Ruth Hardy
Sent: 29 January 2016 15:15
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Hall Green Boundary
I am writing to urge you very strongly to abolish the proposed boundary changes for Hall Green ward.
Hall Green has nothing in common with Tyseley. Of all the hundreds of people living in Hall Green to whom I have
spoken, no‐one is in favour of the proposed changes. Like me, many of my acquaintances have lived in Hall Green all
their lives, in my case 72 years!
Tyseley has long been an industrial area, whereas Hall Green is tree‐lined, with parks and a great community spirit.
Please reconsider,
Yours faithfully, Ruth Hardy

1

Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
20 January 2016 08:37
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Boundary Changes and Hall Green

‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐
From: Teresa Hardy
Sent: 19 January 2016 18:54
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Boundary Changes and Hall Green
I wish to register my concern and protest to the proposed boundary changes to Hall Green. I have lived in Hall Green
for over 30 years and I am horrified that the changes will remove the cultural identity of this historic area. I live in a
beautiful diverse area and strongly object to these planned proposals.
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

David Harris

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I live on
and I am unhappy that my road will now be considered to be in
Frankley. This will lower my house price as 'Frankley' has historically had a notoriously bad
reputation. Considering that this area is being largely re-developed (Balaam Wood and
Longbridge) to improve its image I do not think calling it Frankley is helpful. I would like my
ward to either continue to be called Longbridge, or to be renamed as part of Rubery or Rednal
which all have a good reputation.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6734

13/01/2016

Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Mayers, Mishka on behalf of reviews
25 January 2016 14:35
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Boundary changes

‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐
From: Laura Jerram [
Sent: 25 January 2016 14:18
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Boundary changes
Dear sirs
It seems to me that the proposed boundary changes recommended by the Kerslake Review to reduce the number of
councillors is riding roughshod over community identity and history. This feel like an excercise in shoe‐horning.
As a resident of Hall Green, which has been around since the 16th century, it seems particularly difficult that an
entire third of our community will be reclassified without the name at all. It feels like you have overlooked sociolgy,
micro‐economy and identity in favour of geographical neatness.
I hope you reconsider this exercise and go back to the drawing board.
Sincerely
Laura Harris

1

Sent from Samsung Mobile
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Frederick Harrison

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
The triangle of the estate of Harborne Rise to the north of Stonehouse Lane should remain in
the Bartley Green ward as it has a Bartley Green post code. Moving to the Weoley ward could
have an impact on House/car insurance as Weoley carries a higher risk category. Also
eventually this could affect childrens schooling and the school choice. For the number of houses
on this estate I cannot believing it will have a major impact on the voting numbers in each
constituency. There is also the concern that at a future date the postal address for this estate
will be changed from Harborne to Weoley Castle which would not be welcome as this would
have a devaluing effect on the houses.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

George Harrison

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: Private

Comment text:
I wish to object tot he changes to the boundaries that are being proposed. Currently my road is
in Bartley Green ward. I do not have an objection of being moved from Bartley green but the
arbitrary moving of the boundary appears to take no consideration of the parish boundary. We
are in Harborne parish and therefore it would be logical that we are in Harborne ward.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Donald & Mrs. Elizabeth HARRISON

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Our comments relate to the proposed area of " Stechford East and in particular the historic
Parish of Yardley. This is one of the oldest parts of what is now Birmingham with a history
which stretches back to Saxon times. It is vital that this history is preserved and made known
to residents. For this reason, the title of the new ward area MUST include the word Yardley.
This Parish is not and never has been part of Stechford and as residents of over 57 years
standing we object to any attempt to wipe it off the map.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Rachel Harris

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Kings Heath, in addition to Moseley, have long been sought after addresses to hold. Not only
does the new proposal put a large section of Kings Heath into Billesley but the nature of the
reputation of the Billesley area would surely drag down house prices and the reputation of the
'relocated' properties although the residents and houses do not change. Why does this even
need to be done? It makes no sense and I would not be at all pleased to see this go ahead.
Having been a lifetime resident of Kings Heath around Alcester Lanes End I would be appalled
to see this thriving and profitable area being brought under the cloud of reputation brought in
by renaming it Billesley.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6373

17/12/2015

David Harry
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Andrew and Jan Harry

30 January 2016
The Review Officer (Birmingham)
Local Government Boundary Commission for England
14th Floor Millbank Tower
Millbank
London
SW1P 4QP
Dear Sir
Proposed changes to Moseley area ward boundaries
We have reviewed the proposed boundary changes and attended the public meeting
held at Queensbridge School on 16 January 2016. We would therefore like to make
the following comments:
1. We understand that the three main considerations in conducting electoral

review are set out in legislation and are to:





Improve electoral equality by equalising the number of electors each
councillor represents
Reflect community identity
Provide for effective and convenient local government
The current LGBC proposals only appear to address the first point on
equalisation of electors and take no account of either community identity or
provide an improved local government framework.

2. Moseley has an extremely strong identity and although it has been

Birmingham suburb for some 150 years now it still retains the character of a
historic village which was listed in the Doomsday Book. The proposed
changes would effectively mean that the village centre and St Mary’s church
and parish were no longer actually in Moseley which is a truly bizarre
situation.

3. Moseley has a hugely active community with its citizens contributing to a large

number of community groups e.g. Moseley Forum, Moseley Community
Development Trust, The Moseley Society, Moseley in Bloom, Moseley Park &
Pool, Moseley Interfaith Group, Moseley Festival, Sustainable Moseley,

Moseley Arts Market, Moseley Farmers Market and Moseley B13 Magazine,
not to mention the nationally and internationally acclaimed Moseley Jazz and
Folk festivals. If the proposed changes are implemented, the focus and
identity of most of these groups and events would be lost and rendered
meaningless.
We therefore fully support the boundary proposals made by Moseley Community
Groups (copy attached) and reject the proposal made by the Boundary Commission.
Yours faithfully

Andrew and Jan Harry
Cc Councillor Claire Spencer

Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Mayers, Mishka on behalf of reviews
02 February 2016 10:20
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Boundary changes and Hall Green Birmingham

From: ESOL Boy
Sent: 31 January 2016 21:31
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Boundary changes and Hall Green Birmingham

Dear Boundary Commissioners,
I would like to register my opposition to changes to the Hall Green ward by the Boundary commission.
Having talked to my neighbors, Councillors and residence association.
I am in favour of the Labour Party proposals for the ward of Hall Green.
In my local family run supermarket
was all against it too! I spoke to all sorts of people in Hall
Green as I walk up the road, at church and at the bus stop who have no other opinion.
Hall Green has a long history as a residential area with local schools going to Hall Green School ( in the
case of my son).
Tysleley is an industrial area that we are proud of, in fact my nearly 100 year old wedding ring was made
there by the co operative society!
I have noticed that the number of residence in Birmingham per counsellor is much higher than in the
Borough of Solihul 2 miles away!
I have lived with my family here for 13 years and find it friendly, peaceful and filled with people who want
to get on with living well together from many different backgrounds who wish to be in the consituency of
Hall Green Ward or Wards.
Yours sincerely,
Alison Hartley, Senior Physiotherapist
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Valerie Hart

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: Balsall Heath Local History Society

Comment text:
As someone who has worked in balsall Heath for the past 40 years I am appalled at the
proposed boundary change which would split the neihghbourhood in two. I have researched the
history of the area for many years and and know that the current community shares with
previous times a strong sense of identity. Balsall Heath is a cohesive community whose
residents have responded to challenges with determination and resilience. . It is in fact a
beacon of hope for other innner city communities, and the strength of community commitment
was evidenced last autumn by the Neighbourhood Plan Referendum. This whole approach will be
completely undermined by the current proposals.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/7750

11/02/2016

Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
08 February 2016 14:39
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Birmingham review - comment on Hall Green area

From: Bob Harvey
Sent: 07 February 2016 02:57
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Birmingham review ‐ comment on Hall Green area

Dear Sirs,
I write as a former Hall Green Ward councillor (1992‐96 & 1998‐2004) and more recently a local election
candidate. I have lived in Hall Green for over 40 years.
I have read your report on the three proposed wards that you suggest to cover the area of the existing Hall
Green Ward, namely Hall Green North, Hall Green South and Tyseley. My main concern is that the ward
name "Tyseley" is not appropriate for the bulk of the area within it, which appears from your map to
consist mostly of roads within the Hall Green postcode of B28. Tyseley postcodes are, I believe, B11 or
B25.
I have had numerous calls and emails from local residents recently who have been dismayed by the
possibility that their address may change from Hall Green to Tyseley as a result of the proposed boundary
changes, if approved. I and others have pointed out that postcodes and postal addresses will remain as
they are, as you say in your report, and that house values and insurance premiums are unlikely to be
affected by any ward boundary changes.
However, Hall Green and Tyseley are two distinct areas and communities, and in my opinion (and that of
many others) they should not be given the same name or be confused. The proposed ward of Tyseley does
not ‐ to use your own criterion ‐ "reflect community interests and identities". It is also odd that the
proposed Tyseley Ward does not contain Tyseley Station ‐ one of many anomalies which have been
highlighted in the local media, as you will be aware.
My preference would be for the Hall Green ward or wards to encompass the B28 postcode area as far as
possible (with the probable exception of that section of B28 which is west of the River Cole and part of the
current Billesley Ward, as it has been for many years). So I prefer those alternative proposals which do this
to a greater degree than your own draft proposals.
My ideal solution would be to create wards which contain all or most of the B28 area and no other
postcodes. Hall Green is a strong community, with active councillors and dozens of community and
voluntary groups, including one of the largest and longest‐standing residents' associations in the country.
I realise that any proposals for Hall Green Ward, and indeed any other ward in the city, have to work
alongside the rest of the city, so your task is a challenging one. I cannot speak for other areas where I have
limited knowledge, but I hope that my comments regarding Hall Green make some sense with regard to
local community ties and that a solution can be found which meets your other criteria as well.
1

Can I also suggest that any ward that includes within it part of Hall Green (B28) should have a ward name
that also includes Hall Green, even if it is in combination with another name.
Yours sincerely,
Bob Harvey
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

HELEN HARVEY

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Following the draft proposals for new boundaries effecting Moseley (dividing into 5 wards), I
would like to strongly object and suggest that the Boundary Commission thinks again by talking
to all the local organisations representing the communities these boundary changes will effect.
My opinion is that it seems rather UNFAIR that Birmingham has been picked on to have their
representation reduced, thus undermining local government in our city. Why was this decided?
it is also rather odd to find that boundaries seem to be drawn with total disregard to the actual
area and community. for example the centre of Moseley will become Balsall heath and Moseley
Park also moves out of Moseley ward? Why? From what we can see, the new boundary
proposals simply follow the polling districts and have had no further thought put to them than
numbers of people voting in each shape drawn on the map. The proposal even separates the
main churches of St Mary and St Agnes from their community of Moseley. I would like to see
this proposal halted and more time spent deciding if it is really necessary. if it is, then the
Boundary Commission MUST allow the local groups and businesses to have more of a say in
what might be appropriate. Following through with these proposals will totally break up a place
that works together very well. With so many Moseley groups, including: Moseley Festival
Moseley in Bloom, Moseley Interfaith, Moseley Society, Moseley farmers market (to name
some), changing the boundaries will put many of these societies and organisations out of
Moseley and having to discuss any issues / plans etc. with several different wards and
counsellors, rather than dealing with one for their area. this is going to make any plans, issues,
etc. much more difficult to resolve. please do not go ahead with these plans and take time out
to fairly consult the people, organisations, businesses and communities you are effecting. Helen
Harvey

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6852

19/01/2016

Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
08 February 2016 17:42
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Consultation Response Received

‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐
From: Harvey, Jane R.
Sent: 08 February 2016 16:50
To: passwordreset <passwordreset@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: RE: Consultation Response Received
Dear lgbce
I am very concerned that although the deadline has not yet passed local South Birmingham councillors are informing
residents that Springfield ward is not going to change Hall green area around the Parade will not be put into Tyseley
but will become Hall Green North.
Jane Harvey
‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐
From: passwordreset@lgbce.org.uk [mailto:passwordreset@lgbce.org.uk]
Sent: 04 February 2016 19:42
To: Harvey, Jane R.
Subject: Consultation Response Received
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:
Local Government Boundary Commission for England, 14th Floor, Millbank Tower,
21‐24 Millbank, London, SW1P 4QP
By phone:
0330 500 1525
1

By email:
reviews@lgbce.org.uk
To view our website please visit – www.lgbce.org.uk
It would help us if you would take a few minutes to answer a few questions about your experience of how we dealt
with you. How are we doing? ‐ Visit the link below to give us your views:
https://www.surveymonkey.com/s/YKW2SQV
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Kathleen June HARVEY

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
The Review Officer
(Birmingham) Local Government Boundary Commission for England 14th Floor Millbank Tower
Millbank London SW1P 4QP 2nd February 2016 Dear Sir Madam, Re: Proposed boundary
changes to Hall Green I have recently become aware of your proposed boundary changes for
Hall Green. As a resident of the city who has lived locally for 60 years; of which the last 30
has been spent in the ward of Hall Green, I would like you to record my abhorrence of the
proposals you wish to impose on our active and vibrant community. I feel it is totally
inappropriate to split up the ward into three separate non-descript entities. You are breaking
the integrity of something that is essentially holistic and bounded with a long pedigree. Hall
Green is a community that sees itself as one place. Not three; artificially splintered by
bureaucrat’s insensitive pen. With my fellow neighbours I urge you to maintain the integrity of
the community in which we reside and ensure its deep origins are sustained into the future.
Hall Green’s origins are medieval. It has centuries of history which include recognised
conservation areas and historic buildings long associated with a single place named place called
Hall Green. We ask you to acknowledge this great quality of endurance and not meddle with it
in some random way. As a community we have worked hard to sustain our identity for the
modern age. Through the war, the post war redevelopment, several recessions, deindustrialisation and now in the era of austerity our community groups have worked hard to
succour and unite the community of Hall Green. The community group WeAreB28 have
passionately inspired us to bridge the divides posed by modern challenges. They have brought
all Hall Green residents together to ensure that we all enjoy the facilities and attractions on
offer locally. But if your suggestion goes ahead and the ward of Tyseley is created then: Hall
Green School, Hall Green railway station, the shops in Hall Green Parade, Hall Green Medical
Centre and Hall Green United Community Church will not be in Hall Green! This would be
illogical and confusing. It will also serve to undermine the endeavours and hopes of a
community that has worked to keep these places for their community and users. I also believe
that this would undermine the effectiveness of our local government. A reduction of councillors
will lead to an increase in workload. Changes in boundaries will lead to confusion around
representation and undermine the already very strong links that have evolved between our
active community groups and our elected councillors. All of whom live in the area. So please do
not wreck our community with your pen. Heed our call to keep Hall Green a single unit because
the repercussions will undermine our local people and lead to less effective governance. Yours
sincerely, Mrs J. Harvey.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

John Hathaway

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I am a resident of Selly Park and am aware of a campaign by fellow residents to propose single
-councillor wards in Bournbrook and Selly Park. These proposals are never supported by
electorate figures and must therefore be considered as self-serving and invalid. I strongly
support the Commission's proposal for a two-councillor ward

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/7285

04/02/2016

Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
08 February 2016 14:32
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Erdington ward north Birmingham

From: Norman Hawkesford
Sent: 07 February 2016 17:56
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Erdington ward north Birmingham

We ask you to amend your proposals for N. Birmingham, the area between the M6 motorway and Sutton
Coldfield, to match the proposals put forward by the N. Birmingham Community Together group for our
area. We support these changes as they focus on our local communities, which residents would recognise:
Castle vale, Erdington, Gravelly Hill, Kingstanding, Oscott, Perry Common, Pype Hayes and Stockland
Green. As well as removing our own road from Erdington, your proposed removal of Erdington Abbey
church, Erdington train station, Erdington police station, the Royal Mail sorting office, the Erdington
cottages and Osborne Rd. school into Stockland Green makes no sense historically or geographically. All of
these places neighbour Erdington High Street and the old village green. Many residents here (Goosemoor
Ln. is in easy walking distance of Erdington High St.)still refer to Erdington as "the village"; there is no
such tie with or proximity to Stockland Green.
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Amy Haworth

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
As a resident of Moseley village, I feel it is ridiculous that the village will not be included in
Moseley ward. Under the new proposals, more weight seems to have been placed on physical
boundaries rather than natural communities. This goes against the whole ethos of the different
groups which have been trying to regenerate Moseley and we would be on the edge of a very
large ward. The propsals seem to ignore the second point of the criteria which says wards
should reflect the interests and identities of the communities.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Peter Hawthorn

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Hi, my family live in
Edgbaston. Many years ago (1988) my wife and I bought
our first property, a bungalow in
It was marketed by an estate agent in
Harborne. It was advertised as being in Edgbaston. The postal address was Edgbaston. The
owner, a lovely elderly lady, referred to the location as Edgbaston. By the time we came to sell
it, rules on estate agents had been tightened up and lo-and-behold we had to sell the property
as being in Ladywood. At the time all the agents we talked to agreed that this cost us several
thousand pounds. It really does make a difference. Now it seems our address may change from
Edgbaston to Summerfield. What is the connotation of Edgbaston? Desirability. Botanical
Gardens. The Cricket Ground. What is the connotation of Summerfield? Very little really, other
than perhaps Summerfield Park which is (with no disrespect intended) in a fairly undesirable
part Ladywood, bordering Winson Green (connotation - prison). As much as it may be argued
that we will have the same house in the same location, this is not the reality. People actively
look to live in Edgbaston. No-one will be going to Right Move and the like search engines and
typing in Summerfield. So, you will effectively be imposing financial penalty on all homeowners
whose properties will be re-designated from Edgbaston to Summerfield. Also, look at where
Mariner Avenue is? Next to Edgbaston reservoir. Next to the Tower Ballroom, famously in
Edgbaston. Having just discussed this with my wife, she seems to have a far better idea.
Ladywood has a shocking reputation - nationally! Why not rename Ladywood as Summerfield
and give it a fresh start, and leave Edgbaston alone!

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Karen Hayes

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I live in Acocks Green, Alexander Road, and the boundary change here makes no sense. I live
in Acocks Green, shop in Acocks Green, and have never even been to Yardley! Why on earth
are you trying to chop Acocks Green in half? Keep Acocks Green in one piece, please! We want
Councillors that know our area, and our area is NOT Yardley!

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6408

21/12/2015

Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
08 February 2016 14:26
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Eddington plans ward reform

‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐
From:
Sent: 07 February 2016 23:11
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Eddington plans ward reform
We ask the commission to amend their plans for North Birmingham to represent a Castle Vale Ward, a two member
Erdington Ward, a two member Gravelly Hill Ward, two member Kingstanding Ward, two member Oscott Ward, a
Perry Common Ward, Pype Hayes Ward and a Stockland Green Ward. With the Erdington Ward borders running
from Court Lane in the West, Sutton in the North, Pype Hayes and Holly Lane in the East and Kingsbury Road/Wood
End Road in the South Best regards Karl hay
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Kathleen & Michael Haynes

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Firstly, as constituents living in the current Vesey Ward for many years, we have been more
than happy with the current arrangement. We gather the new proposals for Birmingham are
basically a cost saving exercise to reduce the number of councillors from 120 to 100 with a
resultant saving of circa £320K. A loss of 2 councilors in the current four wards of Vesey, Four
Oaks, Trinity and Newall. We object to the proposed changes to the boundaries affecting the
current Vesey Ward on the basis that this does not "reflect the interests and identities of the
local community" which is a disingenuous 'aim' for what I believe is basically a cost cutting
exercise. The proposed wards do not reflect the use people make within the current wards or
the resources currently available. For example, having to go to a Councillor in a Four Oaks
Ward about facilities at Boldmere Gate, Powell’s Pool and associated Park areas; previously
included albeit not a huge area. Given the cohesion of the Vesey and Boldmere community and
likelihood of community use and events that are and can take place in the High Street through
to the Park and possible development of play areas already under discussion - having to go to
a Four Oaks Councillor to ask for funds in an area they use less or not at all seems illogical.
‘Sutton Parkside’ would endorse the fact that the change to the ward would be truly ‘parkside’!
At a time when there is much talk about ‘loss of community’ what a retrograde step to undo
the good work that has been taking place in this area of Sutton to create a sense of community
and belonging. Furthermore, the name Vesey holds historical importance with the connection
between Bishop Vesey and local Grammar School of the same name. Progress doesn’t have to
mean ‘throwing the baby out with the bath water’. To reflect the interests and identity of the
local community in the area of Sutton Coldfield in which we and our neighbours live, we ask
that the proposed new boundaries for Boldmere and Sutton Parkside be joined into one ward;
Vesey, with 2 councillors as is the proposal for Minworth and Newhall. For the reasons
mentioned above, I see no reason for the changes to the boundaries within Sutton Park as no
constituents live within the Park and therefore fail to understand the logic of why the boundary
should be included in only the Four Oaks and Maney ward boundaries. As a minimum and at no
cost, the boundaries for the Park should at least represent those people living in Sutton whose
homes border the edges of the Park and be included in whatever boundaries are ultimately
decided upon. For example, those people living in the current Vesey Ward retain the Banners
Gate and Boldmere Gate. Finally, we sincerely hope feedback from the public will not be
ignored. (1st February 2016)

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Richard Haynes

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: N/A

Comment text:
I live in Vesey Ward. 1) Firstly the proposal are ilogical - having to go to a cllr the other side
of europes largest park about facilities in our neigbhorhood, in which they will not be concerned
about where the majority of Four Oaks residents do not use Boldmere Gate - ie. having to go
to a cllr who will in reality have little interest or priority whether it is about the condition or
having to go cap in gown for funds for developing a play area for children living in boldmere/
vesey. 2) Secondly it splits old established communities, joins communities together two
separate communities with little in common - vesey to banners gate which is not far off being
kingstanding in the next round 3) Thirdly a loss of historic importance of the Vesey name
Apparently Four Oaks say they will negotiate with us the park boundaries if they keep/ get
extra cllr (11 rather than 10) and we can keep a measley bit of the park we had before
anyway but through the boundary commission proposals took of us in these proposals - seems
suspicious at the very least and worse blackmail! The boundaries split communities up based on
where people currently and have for a long time identified with, creating false divisions. The
proposed wards do not reflect the use people make within those wards of the resources and
assets. For example, I would not want to go to a cllr in a four oaks ward about facilities at
boldmere gate, powels poole and the park area predominately used by Vesey and Boldmere
(previously included albeit not a significant areas). Given the cohesion of the vesey and
boldmere community (which has a stronger and more distinct identity to Four Oaks), and
likelihood of the possible community use and events that are and can be made in the high
street through to the park and possible development of play areas being discussed as part of a
neighbourhood plan - having to go to a four oaks councillor to ask for funds in an area they
use less or not at all seems illogical and ridiculous. Furthermore, the name Vesey holds notable
historic importance, with the connection between Bishop Vesey (with a local Grammar school by
the same name) and historic importance of the town and ward namesake, and to simply name
it Parkside - which in my view and some neighbours makes the area sound like a social
deprived area or Ghetto, e.g. Newtown, Mosside - has a similar ring. This may even be the final
straw and reason for me putting in to action emigrating and leaving the UK.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Nick Hay

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
As a Stockland Green resident I find the proposed changes wholly satisfactory. It seems that
the consultation process is designed for negative comment/amendment - I believe it should be
easier to indicate assent.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Anne Healy

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I am deeply shocked to hear of the current proposals to strip the heart out of Moseley. I have
lived here since 1991 & consider myself to be blessed by the strength of community in this
area. I annually open my garden as part of Moseley in Bloom & as such feel closely bonded
with contributing to the pride we have in the character of our area. To say that I live in
Moseley Village has always given me a sense of pride. I annually contribute to Mosely Park &
attend our Moseley festivals & shop monthly at our famous Moseley farmers market. All of
these events succeed as they carry a shared identity which is created through a common
community. My daughter was born & has been raised here. She is proud to say she lives in
Moseley & was educated in her local Moseley schools. Her identity & interests have been shaped
by the wonderful opportunities she has been afforded in this very special area. Moseley goes
from strength to strength, is a hive of creativity & welcomes all. Why destroy this from the
distance without any knowledge of the place reflected in your proposals. Please leave a happy &
thriving community alone - there is not one discernible benefit in any of your proposals.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/7468

08/02/2016

Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Mayers, Mishka on behalf of reviews
29 January 2016 08:01
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Boundary Proposals for the North Birmigham Area

From: Geoff Heaps
Sent: 28 January 2016 20:23
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Boundary Proposals for the North Birmigham Area

Having studied your proposals for the North Birmingham Area, I would suggest the following
changes:
A Pype Hayes Ward including Birches Green, a Castle Vale Ward, a two member Erdington Ward,
a Perry Common Ward, a two member Gravelly Hill Ward, a two member Kingstanding Ward, a
Stockland Green Ward and a two member Oscott Ward.
Each of the above Wards is detailed below.
Castle Vale
Castle Vale Ward to consist of the Castle Vale Housing Estate and the Jaguar Industrial Estate
opposite, the address for the factory/site is Castle Vale. This was the site of the factory for the
Spitfires during the Second World Ward. These were tested on the Aerodrome which is now the
site of the Castle Vale Housing Estate.
Erdington
Erdington Ward preserves the core of historic Erdington. Including the all of the areas covered by
the proposed Erdington Residents Parking Scheme and Conservation Zone. This Ward would
keep significant community buildings within the Erdington Community, unlike the Commission's
published plan. The Ward would keep Erdington Abbey, Erdington Train Station, Erdington Royal
Mail depot, the old Erdington Cottages, Osborne School (former School for the Erdington Urban
District Council) and keeps the Yenton area of Erdington around Orphanage Road together in the
Ward. The boundaries are the border of Sutton Coldfield to the North, Court Lane to the West, to
the South the traditional border with Gravelly Hill/Birches Green of Wood End Road/Kingsbury
Road is used. To the East the border is the border of Pype Hayes, enabling Holly Park Drive and
Quincey Drive to remain in Erdington.
Gravelly Hill
A historic community that built up around the railway line, Gravelly Hill is bordered to the South by
the Gravelly Hill Interchange. From East to West across the North of the Ward the A4040, Wood
End Road/Marsh Hill borders the Ward. The only exception to this is the addition of Witton
Cemetery and the streets around it in the West of the Ward.
Kingstanding
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Emily Heath

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I think that Selly Oak is a predominantly student area with a distinct character, Selly Park is an
area which looks more towards Stirchley and Bournville. Could the areas of Selly Park south of
Raddlebarn Road not be considered part of Stirchley, as they are very much of the same
neighborhood as the Co-Op. To balance that out there are some areas in the east of your
suggested Stirchley ward which seem to look more towards Kings Heath (but I don't live in that
part so I wouldn't want to say for certain).

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Luke Hellebronth

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
To whom it may concern, We've recently moved onto Selwyn Road backing onto the Edgbaston
reservoir. I'm deeply concerned with the proposed boundary changes. We moved to this
particular area because we love Edgbaston. To think that we will lose the name is really sad. I
ask you to reconsider. Many thanks, Mr Hellebronth

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Michael Hell

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Moseley retains the character of a village. It is grotesque that it should be carved up arbitrarily
so that the Parish Benefice is no longer in Moseley and a large part of the traditional village is
dumped in an artificial entity called Balsall Heath and Cannon Hill. I suggest that the LGBC
needs to go back to the drawing board and start again.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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reviews@lgbce.org.uk

Date:1-2-2016
Review Officer (Birmingham)
The Local Government Boundary Commission for England
14th Floor
Millbank Tower
Millbank
LONDON
SW1P 4QP

Dear Sir/Madam
I write in connection with the Boundary Commission’s draft recommendations for
Birmingham. I object to the proposal to break up the present Acocks Green ward at the
Chiltern Railway line on the north side, whilst the current ward boundary is at the bridge of
the Union canal which run below Yardley Road. I would strongly dispute the offered
justification that the proposed new ward: ‘[…] reflects community identity in this area’.
Anyone who lives in Acocks Green will recognise this claim as nonsense.
This recommendation fails to understand the established community that is Acocks Green.
Groups like Acocks Green Neighbourhood Forum, Acocks Green Focus Group, Acocks Green
History Society, Acocks Green Village Partnership and Acocks Green in Bloom contain many
individuals drawn from both sides of the railway line, with the contribution from the north
side being very strong. Local activists work together, with the same ward councillors, and
attend the same ward meetings, being involved with numerous and ongoing projects and
campaigns. There is great vigilance in connection with the local shopping centre known as
'The Village or 'the Green', and there have been very successful campaigns for conservation
and improvement. The gold-award winning Acocks Green in Bloom team now provides floral
displays and maintenance for both the village centre and Millennium Green which is in the
presently excluded area in the north. The Bloom team is very actively supported by all three
local councillors.
Other work includes a nearly complete community Conservation Area proposal straddling
both sides of the suggested new border. These historically related roads contain many
examples of distinctive architecture commissioned for newly commuting industrialists who
availed themselves of the 1850 railway station.
The current recommendations would damage a close-knit community and threaten the work to
protect and enhance an historic area and a strong trading centre. I therefore ask you to retain
the present north border of Acocks Green at the clear demarcation of the canal and instead, in
order to allow for the correct balancing of electoral numbers, to consider either introducing a
new boundary at Fox Hollies/Stockfield Road placing Yarnfield Estate, the current Tyseley,
Hay Mills etc. into a new ward as recommended by Cllr Roger Harmer, and the Acocks Green
Neighbourhood Forum or to redraw the boundary so as to recreate a separate new Fox Hollies
Ward, as recommended by Cllr Stewart Stacey.
Yours faithfully
Gerald Hemming
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Howard Hemmings

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
It is with great concern I hear of the proposals of the boundary commission to remove the
heart of the Hall Green ward and transplant it in the Tyseley ward. In making this proposal the
commission seems to have taken little note of the historical history of Hall Green, the
residential nature of Hall Green and even goes against its own guide lines of retaining the
community spirit of the ward. A community associates itself with the central name of its village
high street, its shopping arcade, its church, its station, its library, its school, its doctors, its
Water Mill and its historical centre where the community was born and developed from over the
centuries. The proposals of the commission remove ALL of these from Hall Green with a swipe
of the pen and no consideration to how local folk feel. I'm involved in many voluntary
community activities in Hall Green and proud to be involved because it's associated with my
village ,my community. The Sarehole Environmental Action Team (SEAT) works in association
with the Birmingham Council park rangers to clean and look after the Hall Green section of the
River Cole from Sarehole Mill to the Stratford Road. We all love this community activity because
it's for Hall Green. I'm involved in voluntary work at Hall Green Mill working in the garden and
keeping the boundary hedge looking neat and not becoming a danger to pedestrians. All the
voluntary workers at the mill appreciate and love the historical nature of the mill and its
association to Tolkien and Hall Green. I'm Treasurer of Hall Green and District Amateur
Gardeners Society. We have over 70 members and meet at Hall Green Library every month. Its
a Hall Green community activity meeting in the heart of Hall Green, proud to bear the Hall
Green name and be associated with Hall Green. Our members wish to remain a Hall Green
Society based in a Ward named Hall Green. I'm involved with The Brum Reapers, a group of
folk mainly from Hall Green involved with scything activities. Its a group started in Hall Green
and developed from the SEAT group. This is a community team started in Hall Green and
wishing to remain in Hall Green ward. I'm involved in Streetwatch. A community activity
working with the local police to keep Hall Green a relatively crime free area. My patch is in Hall
Green and covers the areas being moved to Tyseley. I do this activity because I'm proud to
work for Hall Green like all of the other Hall Green Streetwatch volunteers and do the work
because it's in Hall Green. The Hall Green Residents Association has been involved with the Hall
Green community for 96 years and is deeply concerned with the proposal to loose the central
part of Hall Green from the Hall Green ward. Since hearing of the LGBC proposals I have been
to two well supported public meetings both with over 200 folk present. The second meeting had
a greater attendance as more local folk became aware of the proposals. The meeting was well
organised and folk displayed a great deal of compassion for remaining in Hall Green. The local
councillors submitted plans to the meeting retaining all of Hall Green as is now and included a
greater number of residential houses from a neighbouring ward. The plans showed two
schemes, one having two sections and the other three sections to Hall Green, both of these
plans are acceptable to the Hall Green community as they retain the HEART of the community,
all of the historical important aspects of Hall Green and retain the ward as a residential ward
without moving into the industrial Tyseley ward. I trust the commission will listen to the views
of Hall Green residents affected by the proposals and amend plans accordingly to retain the
central village high street , Sarehole Mill, the station, library, college, doctors and church within
the boundary of any new Hall Green ward. Thank you for reading this submission. Regards
Howard Hemmings
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04/02/2016

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

Dear Sir/Madam

I attended the Jan 16th meeting ‘Your Moseley – fight for it NOW’ and expressed my concern
to the proposal there. I’m now writing to make sure that you take note of my objection.
I live at
and, as former councillor for the area, I
strongly object to the split of Moseley into different Wards.
The proposed boundary would dissect the ward into many segments; breaking apart the
community cohesion and focus required to achieve great things. Not least because there will
be a number of councillors, whose wards will overlap with the centre of Moseley, but yet none
of them will have outright responsibility for the area called ‘Moseley’ – leaving the residents
having to deal with six councillors across five new wards. I fear this fracturing will undermine
the social capital that it has taken years to develop; now, at a time when the government has
expressed a desire to have us all ‘do more’. Your current proposal would dismantle a very well
established community and will wreck local governance (local decisions by local people).
I can only point to the Moseley Big Plan as evidence of Civic and local support for the ward. It
is a supplementary planning document and was the first of its kind as it was developed by the
community in partnership with the Birmingham City Council. It offers a shared vision for the
Moseley Centre which, at one time, was run down and dilapidated. It has had to reinvent itself
with the help of local people – but there is so much more that needs to be done. With so
many councillors to deal with but none with direct responsibility, how then will this vision be
completed? It will make things so much more of a challenge. Which one of the councillors will
take responsibility for driving it through the vision of the Big Plan if they have no connection to
Page 1 of 2

a ward called ‘Moseley’? All of the hard work and enterprise will have been wasted and let go
with one pen stroke.
Finally, the proposed changes do not appear to be in line with your local government policy
guidelines.
The loss/losses that would affect me most is/are:

• The partnership between the Moseley Society and Moseley councillors which created two
Moseley conservation areas would be broken, and the volunteers who monitor planning
applications would have an unnecessary increase in their workload;

• The work of many years on the Moseley Big Plan, by Moseley residents, businesses and
the Council, resulting in a Supplementary Planning Document, would be lost. All the effort by
volunteers and council officers, made to improve economic development in this part of the city,
would be wasted, at a time when we have real opportunities to accelerate this, particularly in
line with the reopening of Moseley mooted element of the HS2 connectivity package;
Therefore, can I urge you to reconsider the proposed boundary changes. If things are kept as
they are, you can rest assured it will wreck the civic responsibility and pride for an area that
has been built up over many, many years.

Yours sincerely

Ernie Hendricks
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
08 February 2016 15:04
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Hall Green Birmingham Boundary Changes

From: Olive Hennessey
Sent: 05 February 2016 17:37
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Hall Green Birmingham Boundary Changes

I would like to express my concern at the proposed boundary changes for Hall Green.
I understand the need for reducing council members, but to divide an old established community is not a
good idea.
We have a good local history in our area, taking in things as diverse as Tony Hancocks birthplace to
Sarehole Mill and Moseley Bog inspiration for Tolkiens Lord of the Rings and the Hobbit.
How can our historic area of Hall Green be reclassified as Tyseley a mainly industrial area which isn't even
near and an extreme distance from Hall Green and the Mill.
It is said the change is for ward identity only, but in reality over time maybe years the
Hall Green connection will be lost, as it has in other roads streets etc which are now known as Sparkhill
and were once Hall Green.
We have a good community in Hall Green and make use of the library and Highfield Hall. Please don't split
us apart.
If change has to happen please consider the Birmingham proposal of East and West Hall Green, then we
would at least remain in Hall Green.
Thank You
Olive Hennessey,
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
08 February 2016 14:41
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Objection to proposed boundary changes HALL GREEN to TYSELEY

From: Andy Hennessy [mailto:andyhennessyico@yahoo.co.uk]
Sent: 06 February 2016 19:57
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Objection to proposed boundary changes HALL GREEN to TYSELEY

Review officer (Birmingham)
Local Government Boundary commission for England
14th Floor Millbank Tower
Millbank
London
5th February 2016

Dear Sir/Madam,
We are writing to you with regard to the proposed boundary changes for Birmingham, in particular
changing the name of our area from Hall Green to Tyseley.
We are writing to you to say we object to this proposal and feel that if you are going to go
ahead and make boundary changes that you seriously consider the proposals that have been
submitted to you by Hall Green local councillors which will ensure that the Hall Green name
remains unchanged. We have no objection to the names reading as Hall Green North, South,
East and West for example, as long as our area is known as HALL GREEN.
The meeting we attended on a very wet and windy evening last Friday in Hall Green with regard to
the boundary changes was packed out with well over 300 people, (of all ages and nationalities) in
attendance who all feel very strongly that they wish Hall Green to remain as Hall Green and NOT
Tyseley.
My wife and I have lived on
raised our family.

in Hall Green for 22 years and this is where we have

We are members of a close community and are very passionate about Hall Green and its history.
Hall Green has become one of the most desirable places to live in Birmingham, offering affordable
status in what are still pleasant surroundings. The qualities of residential life and conservation issues
have played a very important part in the reason why we have lived in Hall Green for so many years.
Hall Green urbanisation has always been rather special, consisting of a high proportion of private
housing which allowed for many green spaces left enclosed behind roads as they were constructed.
The Residents Association of 1925, the first in the country, has continued to vigorously address
many issues of conservation in Hall Green and the surrounding areas.
1

Hall Green is also linked to a number of famous names; Tony Hancock was born in Hall Green. The
world famous author J.R.R. Tolkien, author of the Hobbit and Lord of the Rings trilogy, lived near
Sarehole Mill.
Tyseley, although not the thriving industrial area it once was, is still considered to be an industrial
area within Birmingham.
Tyseley contains many Victorian buildings which housed many manual workers reflecting the
heritage of the area. There is also the large incineration plant which burns rubbish and is a major
recycling location. Much of Tyseley remains industrial today.
My wife and I's understanding regarding the proposed boundary changes is that areas need to
reflect the closeness of their communities. It's clear that Tyseley is linked more to being an industrial
area. Hall Green, with its small village (The Parade) tree lined roads, conservation areas, and variety
of different residential homes is the much greener suburb. Hall Green should not, in anyway, be
linked to the more industrial suburb of Tyseley in our opinion.
We have been informed that if these boundary changes are implemented that Hall Green will never
become known as Tyseley and the B28 postcode will never be removed. This is highly unlikely
and although changes may not be evident immediately they will gradually be implemented.
This in turn will ultimately destroy the Hall Green community, devalue the prices of our homes and
increase our house insurance and car insurance premiums.
It is obvious that the representatives that were sent from the Boundary Commission, to view Hall
Green did not do their job properly. If they had taken the time to actually talk to any of the Hall Green
locals and go into any of the business’s on Hall Green Parade then we are sure the opinion’s given
would reflect what we have stated in our letter to you.
We do hope that you take this letter of objection seriously and reverse your decision to rename our
lovely area of Hall Green to Tyseley.
Look forward to hearing from you.
Regards,
Andrew & Fiona Hennessy
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Andrew Hennessy

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Review officer (Birmingham) Mr & Mrs A. Hennessy Local Government Boundary commission for
England
14th Floor Millbank Tower Hall Green Millbank Birmingham London
5th February 2016 Dear Sir/Madam, We are writing to you with regard to the
proposed boundary changes for Birmingham, in particular changing the name of our area from
Hall Green to Tyseley. We are writing to you to say we object to this proposal and feel that if
you are going to go ahead and make boundary changes that you seriously consider the
proposals that have been submitted to you by Hall Green local councillors which will ensure that
the Hall Green name remains unchanged. We have no objection to the names reading as Hall
Green North, South, East and West for example, as long as our area is known as HALL GREEN.
The meeting we attended on a very wet and windy evening last Friday in Hall Green with
regard to the boundary changes was packed out with well over 300 people, (of all ages and
nationalities) in attendance who all feel very strongly that they wish Hall Green to remain as
Hall Green and NOT Tyseley. My wife and I have lived on
in Hall Green for 22
years and this is where we have raised our family. We are members of a close community and
are very passionate about Hall Green and its history. Hall Green has become one of the most
desirable places to live in Birmingham, offering affordable status in what are still pleasant
surroundings. The qualities of residential life and conservation issues have played a very
important part in the reason why we have lived in Hall Green for so many years. Hall Green
urbanisation has always been rather special, consisting of a high proportion of private housing
which allowed for many green spaces left enclosed behind roads as they were constructed. The
Residents Association of 1925, the first in the country, has continued to vigorously address
many issues of conservation in Hall Green and the surrounding areas. Hall Green is also linked
to a number of famous names; Tony Hancock was born in Hall Green. The world famous author
J.R.R. Tolkien, author of the Hobbit and Lord of the Rings trilogy, lived near Sarehole Mill.
Tyseley, although not the thriving industrial area it once was, is still considered to be an
industrial area within Birmingham. Tyseley contains many Victorian buildings which housed
many manual workers reflecting the heritage of the area. There is also the large incineration
plant which burns rubbish and is a major recycling location. Much of Tyseley remains industrial
today. My wife and I's understanding regarding the proposed boundary changes is that areas
need to reflect the closeness of their communities. It's clear that Tyseley is linked more to
being an industrial area. Hall Green, with its small village (The Parade) tree lined roads,
conservation areas, and variety of different residential homes is the much greener suburb. Hall
Green should not, in anyway, be linked to the more industrial suburb of Tyseley in our opinion.
We have been informed that if these boundary changes are implemented that Hall Green will
never become known as Tyseley and the B28 postcode will never be removed. This is highly
unlikely and although changes may not be evident immediately they will gradually be
implemented. This in turn will ultimately destroy the Hall Green community, devalue the prices
of our homes and increase our house insurance and car insurance premiums. It is obvious that
the representatives that were sent from the Boundary Commission, to view Hall Green did not
do their job properly. If they had taken the time to actually talk to any of the Hall Green locals
and go into any of the business’s on Hall Green Parade then we are sure the opinion’s given
would reflect what we have stated in our letter to you. We do hope that you take this letter of
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objection seriously and reverse your decision to rename our lovely area of Hall Green to
Tyseley. Look forward to hearing from you. Regards, Andrew & Fiona Hennessy
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Comment text:
Dear Sirs/Madam I currently live in Edgbaston on
by St Augustine's church and
was very disturbed to hear of the proposed change of ward to mean that we would now live in
a ward called 'Summerfield'. This is something my family and I strongly oppose. We bought our
house only last Summer and one of the main reasons for our choice was that our house was
sited in Edgbaston - therefore we would be very unhappy if the boundaries were changed as
proposed. In fact it would have made a difference to us buying the house in the first place
which makes us wonder about the effect on current house prices in our locality. There is the
potential for knocking large amounts off house prices in the area and affecting many people.
We hope you will reconsider this decision as we believe it is one that will create a great deal of
dissatisfaction and annoyance (not to mention potential house price issues) amongst the people
in our local area. With regards Alison Herbert

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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Nick Herbert

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I'm really opposed to the proposal to take
and surrounding area out of
Edgbaston. We have recently brought a house here knowing that it was Edgbaston (i even
checked the ward boundaries before purchase to make sure) as this would have greatly affected
our decision to move here an potential house price changes in the future. This is also a
conservation area and if anything deserves more attention form the count cil in terms of its
upkeep. As it is Moorland road, Lyttelton rd and St Augustines church have a historic Edgbaston
heritage and it would be to the detriment of Edgbaston itself to change this boundary line.
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Elizabeth Hesketh

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I am strongly opposed to the proposed boundary changes for Birmingham generally and for
Moseley, the community where I live, in particular. Firstly, I question why Birmingham is
undergoing a boundary review in the first place when this does not seem to be happening
elsewhere in England. As an NHS employee of this second largest metropolitan area in the
country, I am working in an environment of decreasing resource and ever increasing demand on
services. The population of Birmingham is expanding and ethnically diverse and a higher
percentage than the national average has complex needs. Birmingham requires more councillors
to represent the needs of its populace - not less, as is being proposed. Secondly, I am
astounded by the proposed carving up of Moseley itself into a number of wards which pay no
heed whatsoever to well established local affiliations . My understanding is that there are three
main considerations when conducting an electoral review 1. electoral equality ( apparently
achieved ) 2. Reflection of community identity ( not achieved nor apparently considered in any
part) 3. Provision for effective and convenient local govt ( most unlikely to occur if these
boundary changes take place). Moseley is currently a cohesive and active local community.
Having to liaise with councillors from a number of wards rather than from one ward will
undermine the efficient and effective commencement, progress and completion of all community
projects and will not encourage the advancement of new local initiatives. An administrative
nightmare and hardly in the spirit of encouraging Cameron's so called Big Society! I strongly
urge that this proposed plan for boundary changes is withdrawn and that the views of
Birmingham residents are respected and heeded.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
08 January 2016 08:50
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Boundary Commission proposal to increase electors/councillor ratio

From: Leon Lester
Sent: 07 January 2016 17:59
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Boundary Commission proposal to increase electors/councillor ratio
I am objecting to the proposal that increases the number of electors per councillor on the basis that Sutton
Coldfield,
having a larger population than most of the wards in Birmingham, would leave it at a disadvantage by having less
councillors pro‐rata, to represent it.
Leon Lester
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Frances Heywood

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I am a resident of Sutton Coldfield, living in the Boldmere area, (Vesey ward). I have been
following the proposals and am really glad that you have retained the Sutton Coldfield
constituency boundary unchanged, but hope you are open to reconsidering your suggestions for
ward boundaries within Sutton Coldfield (and the names for them). I have seen that one of
your principles is having wards that represent real local communities. The issue that most
concerns me (and everyone I have spoken to about it), is the idea of cutting the
neighbourhoods around our huge Sutton Park off from the parts of the park nearest to them
and with which they are closely connected, by putting the whole Park into the Four Oaks ward.
I have relatives in Four Oaks and believe me it is a different world from that of Boldmere. They
(and councillors resident in that ward ) would have little idea of the things that concern us on
this side. And because there are strong communities in this area , they are full of ideas of how,
with the new Town Council powers, we could interact with the Park to improve facilities for all.
It makes sense to us that we will be able to do this through councillors who also live in this
neighbourhood. I hope you will consider dividing up the park as far as ward boundaries are
concerned and giving all the contiguous wards the piece that is nearest to them. As there are
very few people actually living within the Park, I assume this would make no significant
difference to distribution of voters. And the final point about the names: people are very proud
of Sutton Coldfield's history and the name VESEY (Bishop Vesey was the man to whom we owe
the park, and many other good things) means a lot. So I hope you will be willing to let
'Parkside' go (but the placing of the ward boundaries in the park is the more important issue.
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

John Heywood

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
1. The preservation of the existing (& historical) boundaries of Sutton Coldfield is very welcome.
2. There is a problem about your view of Sutton Park. There are two types of land-holding in
the park: there is the inner part that has protection from Natural England & is an archaeological
site; and there is land adjacent to this, particularly along Monmouth Drive and Clifton Rd that
has a different status and contains sports facilities like a golf course, football pitch, swimming
pool etc. Your proposals place all the Park in Four Oaks Ward. People like me who live on the
south of the park think that the residents of Four Oaks, (who live miles away across the park)
will not be as interested in any development proposal for this sports land as we who live
adjacent to the sports land. I suggest that as the park has no population that for
ward/administrative purposes the park is allotted to all the wards that adjoin the park. This will
not affect the management of the park and will fit in with the localism agenda and the writing
of neighbourhood plans. It is important that those who live near or beside to a proposed
development site have Councillor representation to help them. 3. I think there are possible
problems with the idea of one member wards. If a councillor is ill or lacks diligence, then the
residents could become disenfranchised. I would prefer larger 2 member wards. For where I live
I would combine Sutton Parkside with Sutton Boldmere. (Parkside is also a name for a part of
the city - so there is a possibility of confusion).
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Personal Details:
Name:

Gregory Hickman

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
It is an absolute nonsense that all of Sutton Park should fall into Four Oaks and Maney Wards.
I feel very strongly that the areas inside Boldmere Gate (including the area up to the drain
from Wyndley Pool) and Banners Gate should fall into Boldmere and Parkside Wards
respectively. This would make sense right up to the 152 trig point or perhaps right up to the
dissecting railway line.
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

SUSAN HICKMAN

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: Glebe Farm Residents Group

Comment text:
I am a resident of Glebe Farm and a member of the Glebe Farm Residents Group; please see
below our objections to the proposed Boundary change for Glebe Farm and Tile Cross. The
proposed Boundary change for Glebe Farm and Tile Cross has now got parts of Stechford &
Yardley North, Ward End and Alum Rock Wards included in the proposed changes. These areas
have never been part of Glebe Farm or Tile Cross and I am very surprised that it is being
proposed by the Commission. I feel these areas would be better shared by the Saltley, Ward
End and Alum Rock Wards; these are very small wards especially Alum Rock and I am surprised
at how small these wards are in contrast to the proposed Glebe Farm and Tile Cross Ward. The
natural Boundary is the River Cole/Kingfisher Project; realistically it should be Stechford Retail
Park that would include some part of the Stechford & Yardely North Ward and the Railway Line
up to Lea Hall Train Station. In your Proposing New Wards Guidance 2015-08-04 PDF
Document; How to propose a pattern of Wards; part 3 Promoting effective and convenient local
government and reflecting electoral cycles page 11 Size of Ward or Division – You state "We
will look at the geographic size of the ward or division and try to ensure that it is not so large
that it would be difficult for a Councillor to represent. Similarly, in urban areas, a ward might
be so small in area that its Councillor might not be able to contribute effectively to the wider
business of the council." and page 12 'Detached Ward' – you state that "We are sometimes
presented with proposals to include two geographically separate areas in the same ward or
division. We will not usually accept a proposal of this kind as it is unlikely to meet our criteria
for promoting community identity and interests or delivering effective and convenient local
government." I think that this proposal falls into these categories and my views are shared by
others' within this Community. If you realistically think about it you are proposing to split
residents from Stechford & Yardley North, Ward End and Alum Rock Wards (Which the above
statement is also relevant) and putting them into Glebe Farm and Tile Cross; actually you’re
splitting 3 Wards and putting them all into another Ward. This is clearly completely
contradictory to what your statements above are stating in your criteria. I hope you will
consider my views has valid points and take note of your own set criteria as mentioned above;
when making your decisions on the proposed Boundary changes. There are also plans to build
250 – 300 Homes on the old Sewage Farm Site; which could potentially see 1,000 – 1,500 new
residents added to the Glebe Farm & Tile Cross Ward. Has this been taken into account when
assessing the number of residents for each ward? Will the new people moving in have any
connections with the local Community? In the ‘Birmingham Ward Draft recommendations 2015’
Summary under Analysis and Draft Recommendations on page 14 it states: Ward Name: Glebe
Farm & Tile Cross Number of Councillors: 2 Variance 2021: 6% Description: This ward includes
the communities of Glebe Farm, Kitt’s Green and Tile Cross, bounded by the Birmingham Loop
railway line to the south and the River Cole to the north. Detail: We received five submissions
that commented on this area of Birmingham, including four detailed proposals for warding
arrangements. The proposals that we received for this area differed quite significantly. In
considering our draft recommendations for this we visited this part of the city in order to
observe the evidence received. As part of our deliberations we examined whether we could
identify two single-member wards of Glebe Farm and Tile Cross. However, we could not identify
a sufficiently clear boundary between the two areas that would provide an acceptable level of
electoral equality. Accordingly, we propose a two-member Glebe Farm & Tile Cross ward based
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on one of the submissions that we received. We consider that this ward provides the best
balance between our statutory criteria in terms of both reflecting community identity and
providing a good level of electoral equality, while also allowing for effective and convenient local
government. There is no mention in these statements regarding including parts of the Stechford
& Yardley North, Alum Rock and Ward End Wards in this proposed Ward. This is very
misleading to residents and interested parties and I would like to know why this information
has been omitted. I am also concerned of the lack of literature through residents’ doors from
the Boundary Commission explaining these proposed changes and the lack of consultation via
Ward Councillors with their electorate. Please see the uploaded Map of the proposed Glebe Farm
and Tile Cross Ward with the highlighted areas shaded in. Thanks
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Ian Hicks

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
To whom it may concern, I write to you regarding the proposed changes to the Electoral
Districts of the West Midlands. I am particularly concerned about the proposed changes to
Moseley Ward. Moseley is a shining example of community cohesiveness. It amply demonstrates
the power of community spirit right 'across the piece', from individual efforts to those of the
small, medium and large businesses in and around Moseley. It is my view that the proposed
changes (which, quite unbelievably, exclude Moseley Village from the ward of Moseley) will tear
the heart out of a vibrant and eclectic community which has been established over more than a
century. In a world where fragmentation and isolation leads to increasing levels of chaos, I
urgently ask you to reconsider your plans, and allow Moseley to continue its development
unhindered by these proposed, divisive changes.
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Jane Hicks

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I wish to place on record a strong objection to the proposed boundary and name change for the
Moseley ward. My wife and I moved to Moseley some 35 years and enjoy being part of the
community of this historic district. It is ludicrous that this would place Moseley village, Moseley
parish church, Moseley Hall, Moseley park and all its commercial and social centres in a
differently named ward. Additionally the Baisaii Heath councillors will have alternative agendas
and therefore will not adequately represent the Moseley community. I trust that this boundary
change will NOT proceed as it would not reflect the wishes of the majority of Moseley residents.
S R Hicks J S Hicks
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Robert Higginson

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation
Name:

member of public; newsletter editor for North West Edgbaston
neighbourhood Forum; Candidate or Agent in Soho Ward.

Comment text:
Since the proposals have not followed my suggestion that Handsworth on both sides of Soho
Road and Holyhead Road needs to be united in a single Ward, apart from creating the new
Holyhead Ward at the West Bromwich end, here is s suggestion about the proposed Winson
Green Ward. NAME of proposed Winson Green Ward. Some people have said that they don't like
the name "Winson Green" for this, since the prison is the main landmark in Winson Green. A
possible alternative name could be HOCKLEY BROOK. This is a local landmark. Hockley Brook
rises in the vicinity of Black Patch, and is the historical boundary between Winson Green and
Handsworth. It leaves the present Soho Ward, and the proposed Winson Green Ward, near
Hockley Circus (bottom of Soho Hill). It was the main water supply for Hockley Pool at the time
when Soho House was built. SOUTHERN BOUNDARY of proposed Winson Green Ward As I read
your map, Dudley Road will be part of the proposed Summerfield Ward. But it is part of the
Winson Green community, and is now the main shopping area of Winson Green. It makes more
sense for Dudley Road to be part of Winson Green Ward. This change would make very little
difference to the voter numbers. Dudley Road is manily commercial premises. There are a
couple of dozen houses in a terrace on the south side, half a dozen houses in a hidden terrace
by Summerfield Park (these may prefer to be in Summerfield Ward), and a few flats over shops
on the north side. Only 50 to 100 voters would be affected by this change, which will make no
significant difference to the overall voter numbers in Winson Green Ward and Summerfield
Ward.
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Robert Higginson

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation
Name:

member of public; newsletter editor for North West Edgbaston
neighbourhood Forum; Candidate or Agent in Soho Ward.

Comment text:
I need to make some amendments to my previous comments on this current draft proposals. 1.
Name of proposed Winson Green Ward. My suggestion of "Hockley Brook" was because Winson
Green is too closely associated with the prison. Friends who live in the area would prefer the
old name "All Saints" as an alternative to "Winson Green" for this Ward. Hockley Brook is better
than Winson Green, but the local people would prefer the All Saints name. 2. Name of the
proposed Summerfield Ward. While I personally am happy with the name Summerfield, I have
friends who are emphatic that the name should be the old "Rotton Park Ward" and not
Summerfield. I would support a name change to Rotton Park. 3. Boundary of Summerfield Ward
and Winson Green Ward. I made my comments about the Dudley Road without examining the
map in sufficient detail. The principle remains the same - that Dudley Road is now the main
shopping centre of Winson Green, and therefore ought to be part of Winson Green Ward.
However, the present proposal is for the boundary to be the canal, on the north-east side of
Heath Street. This means that a change to include Dudley Road in Winson Green Ward involves
a far greater number of voters than my comments suggest. The principle remains the same, but
it is a more major change than my earlier comments suggested. 4. Boundary revisions
suggested by the Birmingham Conservative group. (Some of these comments use the Ward
names in the Conservative Group proposals.) Although I would prefer West Birmingham to have
2-Councillor Wards rather than single-Councillor Wards, the proposals from the Conservative
Group answer most if not all the problems I see in this general area. 4.1 The Conservative
proposal with West Handsworth and East Handsworth fully answer the issue which I raised in
my submission in the summer of 2015 (following the LGBCE presentation in Sutton Coldfield).
At present, Handsworth is a divided community because the Ward and Parliamentary boundary
follows the Soho Road and Holyhead Road. Last summer I said that Handsworth needed to be
united as a single community, according to the principles which the LGBCE is required to
consider. The Conservative Group proposal fully accords with the local community principle
which the LGBCE should follow, by uniting Handsworth. My difference with the Conservative
Group proposal is that I would prefer a 2-Councillor Handsworth Ward instead of two singleCouncillor Wards. I think that the possibility of having Councillors of different political parties in
the same Ward, as well as more frequent elections, is better for local democracy. 4.2 The
boundaries of Winson Green Ward. The Conservative Group proposal fully follows the guidelines
which the LGBCE is required to consider by uniting Winson Green as a natural community. The
suggested boundaries of Winson Green Ward ("All Saints Ward" would be the locally preferred
name) fit the local community by including Dudley Road within the Ward. It would be better to
include some of the area south of Dudley Road as well, but balancing voter numbers requires
this to be in Summerfield Ward. Both sides of Dudley Road should be within Winson Green
Ward. 4.3 Summerfield Ward and Edgbaston Reservoir Ward. In the Conservative Group
proposal, the suggested boundaries for these Wards work very well. Using Harborne Walkway
(the former branch railway) as a boundary works well in the present (since 2004) Wards, and
this is a very clear natural boundary. The Conservative Group proposal clearly identifies natural
communities, and proposes a pair of Wards which fully agree with the "natural communities"
criterion which the LGBCE has to consider. 4.4 Winson Green, Summerfield and Edgbaston
Reservoir Ward Proposals If the present thinking of the LGBCE included the option of some 3-
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Councillor Wards, I think that combining these 3 Wards, with the boundaries proposed by the
Conservative Group, would work well as a 3-Councillor Ward. Given the restriction to 2Councillors Wards, combining Summerfield Ward and Edgbaston Reservoir Ward as a single
Ward with 2 Councillors would work very well. It is bounded by Hagley Road on the south,
Dudley Road / Spring Hill on the north, and part of the Middleway at the City end. It brings the
democratic advantages of a 2-Councillor Ward over a single-Councillor Ward. This arrangement
leaves Winson Green Ward as a single-Councillor Ward. To get the democratic benefits of a 2Councillor Ward, the Winson Green Ward with the boundaries proposed by the Conservative
Group should be combined with the City Centre and Jewellery Quarter Ward (as proposed by
the Conservative Group) to make the most suitable resulting Ward. 5. It is probably clear from
my preceding comments that I think that the democratic process is not best served by single
Councillor Wards, and that 2 or 3 Councillor Wards are preferable. The present arrangement
which has an election almost every year keeps democracy alive. If single-Councillor Wards
means an election only once every 4 years, this is a big impediment to the democratic process.
Only sitting Councillors usually have the resources to send out leaflets more often than during
elections. Two or Three Councillor Wards improve local democracy. Firstly because they allow
the possibility of a Ward having Councillors of different political parties. My observation of
Birmingham Soho Ward over several years as a Candidate or an Election Agent is that my
friends among the Labour Party supporters and activists complain about the monolithic singleparty block of Labour Councillors not doing enough for the people of the Ward. They would like
to see a different Party win a Council seat just to provide some competition and make their
Councillors work. Which is one reason why I think that there should be no (or very few) singleCouncillor Wards as a result of this present review.

Uploaded Documents:
Download

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/7269

04/02/2016

Local Boundary Commission for England Consultation Portal

Page 1 of 1

Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Susan Higgins

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
As a resident of Moseley, my opinion is that the draft boundaries proposed will not work to
make the running of Moseley more efficient, convenient or accountable. In fact, the reverse will
be true. The draft proposals split the Moseley we love into five wards with six councillors.
Moseley as a whole will be unrepresented as an entirety and the small independent businesses
of which we are so proud will all be represented in a piecemeal fashion by different councillors.
Even the National press - (Sunday Times, 6th March 2015) cited Moseley as the best place in
the UK for city living and the Guardian too praised the suburb's 'village community'. Why try to
change this wonderful diverse sense of community identity by dividing it up. Instead please
reconsider the submission made jointly by the community groups in Moseley who all work hard
to make Moseley the place we know, love & identify with.
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Andrew Higgs

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Dear Commissioners, I would like to strongly express my opposition to the ward changes as
outlined in the current proposals. I live and and have run business premises in the Jewellery
Quarter for 8 years now, and am very familiar with community. There are very clear differences
in the makeup and needs of the communities of Winson Green and the JQ areas - and there is
a plainly stark division in physical, environmental, and economic makeup between the area
separated by Icknield Road which divides the environs of the JQ/city centre and the outer
suburban region. The JQ comprises mostly artisan stores and workshops, museums, jewellery
manufacturing heritage, professional workspace, new media businesses and professional flatted
residences. It also has a sensitive economy entirely based on maintaining a balance between
historical preservation and attracting tourism. Winson Green (as a region) comprises entirely
suburban living accommodation, recreational space, and ever growing numbers of shopping
retailers needed to support such a demographic. Neither area would benefit from decisions that
would ultimately be made at the detriment of the other, and I feel it would be an fraught
tension in the administration of the proposed new ward. Having reviewed the proposals
suggested by the JQNF and outlined here (http://jqnf.net/2016/01/09/jewellery-quarter-to-move
-to-winson-green-part-2-of-2/ and in the uploaded map they supply) I would strongly advocate
their suggestions; primarily the nomination of a single councillor for a smaller area of the JQ
and St Marks. This is a more natural grouping of the physical and separate communities and
would be a far more sensible division that would treat both the residents of Winson Green and
the residents of the Jewellery Quarter and environs with clearer and more representative voices.
I look forward to seeing the development of the plans, Yours sincerely, Andrew Higgs.
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Mayers, Mishka on behalf of reviews
02 February 2016 11:44
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Changes to North Birmingham Area

From: linda higgs
Sent: 31 January 2016 10:04
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Changes to North Birmingham Area

Dear Sirs
I have lived in Erdington my whole life, only moving within a two mile radius. While the centre of
Erdington has deteriorated beyond belief from the lovely 'Village' I grew up with, and which has been in
place since before Saxon times, I would still be sad to be 'moved' from the area on a whim for which I can
really see no actual gain or purpose. People generally have a sense of belonging to an area, especially if
they have lived there for a long time and become part of the community, and when the name of that
community has stood the test of time I see no advantage in carving it up and moving the boundaries.
I request that you change your proposals for the north Birmingham area to:
A Pype Hayes Ward including Birches Green, a Castle Vale Ward, a two member Erdington Ward, a Perry
Common Ward, a two member Gravelly Hill Ward, a two member Kingstanding Ward, a Stockland Green
Ward and a two memberOscott Ward. With an Erdington Ward which boundaries are the border of
Sutton Colodfield to the North, Court Lane to the West, to the South the traditional border with Gravelly
Hill/Birches Green of Wood End Road/Kingsbury Road is used. To the east the border is the border of Pype
Hayes, enabling Holly Park Drive and Quiney Drive to remain in Erdington.
Linda Higgs
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Clare Hill

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I have lived in Acocks Green all my life and would like to remain in Acocks Green and not
become Yardley West. Cannot imagine why there is a need to change the bounderies and to be
quite honest seems a waste of time andmoney as it would cost alot in administration to change
and implement newboundries/ addresses surely money could be spent on other more importent
changes or problems.
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
22 January 2016 08:49
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Yardley

‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐
From: Carole Hill
Sent: 21 January 2016 18:54
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Yardley
I am writing to oppose the suggestion to change the Boundaries.
I have lived in Yardley since I was 10 years old. I married at Yardley Old Church and own my house in Yardley.
I strongly oppose the suggestion that I will now be living in Stechford East.
I do hope this proposed plan will not happen.
Carole Hill

1

Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
08 February 2016 14:22
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Keep Erdington together

From: Joan Hill
Sent: 08 February 2016 09:02
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Keep Erdington together
Dear Sir/Madam

I am emailing to ask the commission to amend their plans for North Birmingham to represent a Castle Vale Ward, a
two member Erdington Ward, a two member Gravelly Hill Ward, two member Kingstanding Ward, two member
Oscott Ward, a Perry Common Ward, Pype Hayes Ward and a Stockland Green Ward. With the Erdington Ward
borders running from Court Lane in the West, Sutton in the North, Pype Hayes and Holly Lane in the East and
Kingsbury Road/Wood End Road in the South"

If the wards were changed to reflect this then that would ensure all of historic Erdington is retained within
the Erdington Ward.

Kind regards
Joan Hill

***********************************************************************

***********************************************************************
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Louise Hill

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I live in
which is currently in the Erdington ward and will move to Pype
Hayes. I have two real concerns with this. Firstly where we will be expected to vote. We have
already had the polling station shifted and feel that we will be expected to travel a distance to
get to a new one. More importantly I feel we are cut off at the park and will be the forgotten
limb. We have a Sutton postcode and are already in an Erdington ward the council Lord in
Erdington have been doing a great job but we are already forgotten at times (eg pavements
bring half done and the councillors gave already had to fight for street lighting on Orphanage
road. Being so isolated from the rest of Pype Hayes will mean this situation will get worse. This
would be an awful decision either leave us with Erdington or put us in with Sutton. I know that
numbers need to be considered but I feel we would be shifted because no one is going to kick
up a fuss and we will not make a negative news story. This will be detrimental to our little area
and this will not have been considered. How can we feel part of our ward when we have a
great big park in the way it is ridiculous.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6331

16/12/2015

Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Mayers, Mishka on behalf of reviews
21 January 2016 07:58
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Yardley

‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐
From:
Sent: Wednesday, January 20, 2016 5:19 PM
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Yardley
I strongly oppose the proposal to change the name of Yardley borough to anything else. I chose to live in Yardley and
have been here for 30 years . Yardley is an historic borough which dates back before the doomsday book and no one
should think they have the right to mess with it. It is my home,it has history and anyone with any sense should leave
it alone. Dear boundary planners if you feel the need to change names then do it to the borough that you live in and
leave mine alone.
Lawrence j Hill
YARDLEY
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Mayers, Mishka on behalf of reviews
05 February 2016 15:34
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Hall Green Ward Boundary Changes

From: Lisa Jayne Hill
Sent: 05 February 2016 14:54
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Cc:
Subject: Hall Green Ward Boundary Changes
I write in relation to the above and absolutely outraged to hear about the 'proposed changes' to Hall Green boundaries. I cannot understand why these changes are proposed
and for what purpose?? Having lived in the area for a number of years I am totally bewildered as to why these changes are even being proposed to be implemented - perhaps
someone might like to explain!!??
There will be no benefit to anyone if these changes are effected - I mean it has already been stated that we will lose the Railway Station, the Secondary School, the
Community Church and the Parade - all of which benefit the residents of Hall Green at the moment!
I was only notified of these proposed changes when I came home from work last Friday at 6 p.m. to find a leaflet had been posted through my letterbox - far too late for me
to attend any meeting at such short notice!!!
I very much object to these changes and wish to be notified of any further proposals as I intend to pursue my objections very strongly.
A very disgruntled Hall Green Resident
Lisa Hill
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Pat Hill

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I recently attended a packed meeting at Queensbridge School Moseley & would like to set out
my wholehearted rejection of the boundary plans for Moseley. They do not reflect our
community identity or provide for effective local government..even if you only look at the
representative element – citizens will have to deal with a total of five wards and six Councillors
when working in partnership for the Moseley area. That has consequences for getting things
done, and is precisely the opposite of what was intended when these changes were proposed by
Lord Kerslake a year ago Moseley was voted last year as the best suburb to live in in the
UK...we wish to maintain this....these proposals will destroy a vibrant cohesive community that
we are all proud of and will fight for

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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1/18/2016

Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
18 January 2016 08:45
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Boundary Changes, Moseley, Birmingham

‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐
From: Clare Hinchliffe
Sent: Saturday, January 16, 2016 6:44 PM
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Boundary Changes, Moseley, Birmingham
Moseley boundaries
The Review Officer,
Dear Sir or Madam,
I would like to disagree vehemently with the proposed boundary changes concerning Moseley. Moseley people see
themselves as Moseley people and a recent survey has confirmed this by asking people in different parts of Moseley
where they think they belonged. Why split up a population which wants to work together and works very well
together. So the second of the Government's three criteria,' to reflect local identity', has been ignored.
Moseley is well served by a number of groups which liaise with official bodies such as the planning department the
police, refuse and street cleaning. They look at such matters as new planning applications, businesses in the area,
development and regeneration, licensing, policing matters and refuse disposal and recycling. This means that
Moseley inhabitants have achieved quite a large measure of self determination. Local self‐determination is one of
the Government's key aims. However, the effectiveness of these groups would be disastrously impaired if on nearly
every matter they all had to deal with five or six different councillors, whose main interest was probably not in
Moseley. It follows that the third of the three Government criteria, ' to promote efficient local government' is being
ignored..
I think many Moseley inhabitants could possibly put up with fewer councillors but would not want these councillors
to have divided interests.
The changes put forward can only destroy decades of work by many, many dedicated people and make thousands
disorientated and unhappy. Moseley people want to be together and want to keep their identity. The proposed
restructuring is divisive and destructive.
Moreover I do not see why Birmingham as a whole should have poorer representation on its Council.
Yours sincerely,
Clare Hinchliffe
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Jo Hindley

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: Member of public

Comment text:
I support the position of Balsall Heath Forum. I do not support splitting Balsall Heath in two.
This would undermine all the positive work of the Neighbourhood Development Plan which was
voted for by two and a half thousand people! I think Balaall Heath should be kept whole
because it has a distinctive neighbourhood identity, I have lived in Balsall Heath for the past 20
years and am proud to be a Balsall Heathan. I think Balsall Heath could be combined with
Highgate as this would form a ward with a more natural identity and integrity.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Andrew Hitches-davies

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
The new boundaries are nonsensical. Total disregard over what gives an area its identify. You
can't have the historic centre of Moseley not in Moseley. Please actually find out something
about Birmingham and try again.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6386

17/12/2015

Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
04 February 2016 09:09
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Proposals for north Birmingham area

From: Hitchins Barry
Sent: 04 February 2016 08:58
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: FW: Proposals for north Birmingham area

To Whom it may concern.
Kindly change your proposals for the north Birmingham area to be - a Pype Hayes ward
including Birches Green, a Castle Vale Ward, a two member Erdington Ward, a Perry
Common ward, a two member Gravelly Hill ward, a two member KingstandingWard, a
Stockland Green ward and a two member Oscott ward.With an Erdington ward which
boundaries are the Border of Sutton Coldfield to the North, Court Lane to the west, to the
south the traditional border with Gravelly Hill/Birches Green off Wood End Road/Kingsbury
Road is used. To the east the border is the border of Pype Hays, enabling Holly Park Drive
and Quincey Drive to remain in Erdington.
Regards Barry Hitchins
Erdington

1

Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Mayers, Mishka on behalf of reviews
04 February 2016 07:48
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Proposals for north Birmingham area

‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐
From: jill hitchins [
Sent: 03 February 2016 20:16
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Proposals for north Birmingham area
Kindly change your proposals for the north Birmingham area to be ‐ a Pype Hayes ward including Birches Green, a
Castle Vale Ward, a two member Erdington Ward, a Perry Common ward, a two member Gravelly Hill ward, a two
member KingstandingWard, a Stockland Green ward and a two member Oscott ward.With an Erdington ward which
boundaries are the Border of Sutton Coldfield to the North, Court Lane to the west, to the south the traditional
border with Gravelly Hill/Birches Green off Wood End Road/Kingsbury Road is used. To the east the border is the
border of Pype Hays, enabling Holly Park Drive and Quincey Drive to remain in Erdington.
Regards Jill Hitchins
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Jack Hobbs

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Ridiculous There is no way people who live in the very desirable Edgbaston Area would ever
want to change the ward to Summerfield, which is not only the name of one of the grottiest
parks in existence but also of a horrific budget supermarket. This ward and what it includes
would lend itself to having the same reputation and desirability as Ladywood, Winson Green and
Spark Brook, rather than what we deserve of Harborne and Moseley I know this sounds very
snobby and middle class but you can imagine our concern that this area which has built up a
fantastic reputation and is a lovely neighborhood is in danger of becoming associated with much
worse areas of Birmingham. We do not want our neighborhood to decline by grouping us with
much worse places Please let us keep our name, it is incredibly important to us. We do not
want to be Summerfield Thanks

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Jane Hobbs

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
The proposed boundaries do not acknowledge Moseley as a business community. It will be
difficult for traders to continue to work together to facilitate improvements if premises fall
under different wards. The village centre has a distinct character and Moseley's community
groups and projects are also numerous and thriving. It seems perverse to disrupt all this. I
hope the Commission will take note of the uniform opposition of Moseley residents and traders
to the current proposal.

Uploaded Documents:
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https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/7738

11/02/2016

Local Boundary Commission for England Consultation Portal

Page 1 of 2

Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Trevor Hocking

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Dear Review Officer, I wish to object most strongly to the proposals for the existing Moseley
and Kings Heath ward, in which a part of Moseley has been separated off as a one councillor
ward and separated from the rest of the geographical area that I know, and has long been
described, from the Doomsday Book onwards, as Moseley. Parts of this well-identified and longestablished area have been distribute to five other wards. As far as I can determine, the
proposals for Moseley only satisfy the first criterion used in the Boundary Review, i.e. getting
the numbers right, but completely ignore the other two criteria relating to identity and
functionality. This is clearly unacceptable in terms of the review process and will seriously harm
the future well-being of Moseley. I am particularly concerned about the following: 1. The
proposals destroy Moseley as a coherent entity - the main residential area of Moseley is
completely separated from the high street area (Moseley Village - the name says it all) - the
shops, businesses, leisure facilities and transport hub that the residents use and should have a
say in governing. This is highly damaging to local democracy. 2. Important areas used by
Moseley residents - Moseley Park and Pool, Canon Hill Park, Moor Green Allotments, schools,
medical facilities are no longer in Moseley. 3. If implemented, the proposals wreck the identity
of Moseley - residents and visitors will no longer know how to describe Moseley, will feel that
their association with the area is reduced and their commitment to the well-being of the area
compromised. Suburban areas such as Moseley, covered by a large organisational structure like
Birmingham City Council, must have a strong identity in order to function effectively as a unit
of society. 4. The proposals will damage the social cohesion of Moseley. The area depends on a
large number of voluntary groups, working together, to deliver services that can no longer be
provided by the local authority. These groups are currently well-organised and interact through
existing structures such as the Moseley Forum. These structures and the social groups they
represent will be torn apart by the proposed changes. 5. The services provided by the City
Council will be fragmented with respect to the the existing arrangements. Areas that are
currently served by one group or facility will be served by a number of different units,
increasing the likelihood of confusion, mistakes and inefficiencies. 6. Instead of being served by
three councillors, all with a clear brief to represent the interests of Moseley, the area currently
known as Moseley will be served by at least six councillors, only one of whom will have a clear
remit to serve the proposed area to be known as Moseley. This will inevitably affect adversely
how Moseley is governed - conflicts of interest and areas of confusion are highly likely to arise
which will not be to the benefit of Moseley or the surrounding wards. 7. If one of the drivers of
this boundary review is to improve the way that Birmingham is governed, I do not believe that
structural re-organisation is the best response. Re-organisation takes a lot of time and energy
and detracts from the real issues of improving systems and getting the right people in the right
roles. There is a danger that Birmingham will be transformed from one structure that does not
work as well as it should to another structure that still doesn't work effectively. Address the
issues that will have a real impact; do not destroy well-identified and socially cohesive entities
without good reason. Meet your own criteria for review. Please rethink!
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

John Hodgetts

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
The boundary name of Yardley should remain as it is since I am sure that changing it to
Stechford would immediately reduce the value of property and increase all insurance cover
premiums.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Franca Hodgson

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I am completely opposed to the new ward boundary changes. The new boundary change will
push my address into Weoley Castle Ward which bears no relation to the local services that I
use. In fact I feel that although I fall under Bartley Green Ward this is also incorrect. My
address is in fact Harborne as my house deeds show, and my local church is St Mary's Roman
Catholic Church who have confirmed that my address falls within the parish of Harborne. My
children were baptised at St Mary's Church, Harborne and went to school at St Mary's,
Harborne. All the local services I use eg Library, local shops, school, church etc are in
Harborne. My house falls within the jurisdiction of Harborne and therefore in my view my house
should fall within Harborne Ward. It makes no sense whatsoever to be part of Weoley Castle
Ward when I have never been to Weoley Castle or used any services there. I have no
knowledge of that area and feel that it would not make any sense to me or my neighbours. I
have also signed a petition on behalf of our road (
) that a neighbour is
organising that opposes the move to Weoley Castle and suggests Harborne Ward as the most
suitable Ward.
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Charlotte Hodivala

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Dear boundary commission As a resident of Whitehouse Common I want to raise the exclusion
of our community from the original draft wards. The first proposal saw every community in
Sutton Coldfield except my own represented. My house on
appears to be on the
border of Reddicap and Roughley wards - neither of which accurately reflect where I actually
live. I have children going to Whitehouse Common school (which you have put in Maney ward!)
and have been a long standing resident of Whitehouse Common. I have nothing in common
with Roughley (which is quite some way away from my house) and do not consider my home to
be in Reddicap either. From attending public meetings I understand there is a proposal being
backed by several political parties and residents groups to create a Sutton Whitehouse Common
Ward and I fully support this. To have our communities in Sutton split with my own home area
completely wiped off the map seems odd given the importance placed on representing
communities. Sutton Coldfield is somewhat under-represented as it is with only 10 councillors
proposed for the Town when clearly we need 11. I would therefore urge the Boundary
Commission to follow the plans that I believe have been submitted to create a Sutton
Whitehouse Common ward as an 11th seat in Sutton Coldfield which better represents where I
live. The original proposals have me on the boundary of two communities where I do not live
and with my children being educated in a third community. I am Whitehouse Common through
and through and I would like to see my area represented.
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Cyrus Hodivala

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
To whom it may concern I write very simply to request a change in the proposals for the
Sutton Coldfield area. For the last 9 years I have lived on
in Whitehouse Common
and my children both attend school in Whitehouse Common. However Whitehouse Common is
not included in the current proposals. A new Sutton Whitehouse Common Ward is clearly
needed, particularly as I believe that Sutton Coldfield is under-represented with larger wards
than Birmingham. 10 councillors would represent the Town in Birmingham under the first draft
instead of the 11 we should have. Proper and detailed proposals have been submitted from
political parties and local resident groups for an 11th seat in Whitehouse Common and I 100%
support these. Please redraw the Sutton Coldfield area with this 11th seat so that the area
where I have lived for nearly a decade and my children go to school are represented.
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Wolfgang Hogler

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
As a resident of Moseley, I am writing to strongly object to the proposed boundary changes to
Moseley ward. I live at
, close to the centre of Moseley village, and understand
that under the proposed new boundaries my road would fall under 'Balsall Heath & Cannon Hill'.
The proposed change would harm the fantastic Moseley community, and destroy Moseley's well
deserved reputation as the best urban area to live in Britain (Sunday times), since it would be
split apart. Second on the list of best urban areas was the London suburb of Mayfair. I suggest
you imagine splitting up Mayfair and merge part of it with neighbouring Soho, where house
prices are half those of Mayfair. Moseley is a brilliant place to live in, and I bought my house
because of the great community, the village atmosphere, and as an investment. All of these
aspects would be harmed or endangered and thus I strongly object the proposed ward plan. In
addition, the partnership between the Moseley Society and Moseley councillors which created
two Moseley conservation areas would be broken, and the volunteers who monitor planning
applications would have a totally unnecessary increase in their workload. The centre of Moseley
must be Moseley ward, and Reddings Road is certainly part of Moseley.

Uploaded Documents:
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Mayers, Mishka on behalf of reviews
09 February 2016 09:21
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Boundary Changes

From: P HOLDER
Sent: 08 February 2016 22:03
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Boundary Changes
"We ask the commission to amend their plans for North Birmingham to represent a Castle Vale Ward, a two
member Erdington Ward, a two member Gravelly Hill Ward, two member Kingstanding Ward, two member
Oscott Ward, a Perry Common Ward, Pype Hayes Ward and a Stockland Green Ward. With the Erdington Ward
borders running from Court Lane in the West, Sutton in the North, Pype Hayes and Holly Lane in the East and
Kingsbury Road/Wood End Road in the South"
Pete Holder
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Luke Holland

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
The ward of Moseley and Kings Heath is an area with a strong identity and this is shown by the
amount of dedicated volunteers and groups - Moseley Forum, Moseley Lights, The Moseley
Society, Kings Heath Residents Forum, Kings Heath Transition Group, Kings Heath Residents
Forum Road Safety Group, Sustainable Moseley, Moseley Farmers Market, Moseley B13 Magazine
to name but a few! Over 500 local residents attended a meeting organised by Moseley Forum to
discuss your proposals, a testament to the strong feeling and opposition within the community
to your proposals which ignore the local centre of Moseley and places the area known as
Moseley Village in a completely separate ward! It also worries me that Kings Heath and Moseley
are both only one member wards. Personally I disagree with 1 member wards for many reasons
but understand that they are going to be pushed onto us. But having both Moseley and Kings
Heath as one member wards will be unfair on the electorate who (as stated before) have are
very active and take alot of pride in their areas. Having a single member ward will therefore
make it hard for one person to attend and be active in all these groups. You will have received
many letters and objections from across Moseley and Kings Heath, I asked you take this into
consideration and alter your proposals.
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Mark Holland

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: n/a

Comment text:
I would like to begin with how badly these fundamental changes to the Birmingham ‘Structure’
have been advertised. Having only heard about these Boundary proposals a few weeks ago,
when these alternatives have been considered since the beginning of 2015, is quite alarming, as
these changes will almost certainly have an adverse affect us. The occasional article in a local
newspaper, which we do not receive, is not in my view sufficient consultation. On the contrary,
I would argue that Birmingham Council are trying to pass it through the back door, as they
know it will create a lot of opposition. I live in St Augustine's Edgbaston conservation area,
Rotton Park Road, where in order to change a window I need to fill in countless numbers of
online forms, so why are Birmingham Council not required to at least inform everybody
individually of major changes to our Council ward’s. This should have been done through a door
-to-door and lamp-post leafleting campaign. You have asked us to reflect on three main areas
Reflection of local community; I have lived in Harborne and Edgbaston for the last 15 years. I
moved to this area from London, as my wife was raised in Harborne, had family here and felt
that Birmingham would offer more opportunities for our children. Initially I missed London
however very quickly I considered Harborne, now Edgbaston, to be home and enjoy all that this
city has to offer. We have always taken pride in where we live and interacted with the local
community. We moved to our current house 4 years ago as we wanted a ‘Forever house’ in
Edgbaston, arguably the most prominent part of Birmingham. Formed during the civil war, it is
renowned for its grand properties, green streets and hard working, successful individuals. The
fact that the Hagley Road, expanded as an access route to the city in recent years, delineates
part of it, makes it an irrelevance in deciding where the Edgbaston Boundary should lie. St
Augustine's Edgbaston Conservation Area comprises of extremely sought after properties in
keeping with other Edgbaston properties, not like those featured on the TV program “Benefits
Street”, which is part of the proposed new Summerfield area. This new Summerfield areas
populace would be too diverse and could never be expected to have any form of common
interaction. I live and belong in Edgbaston and I am presently represented by a councilor that
represents like-minded people whom I relate to, as I believe do all that live within this area.
Additionally I do not understand why the new Edgbaston proposal adds the area from Harborne
Park Road to Metchley Lane and yet removes this existing part?? Surely an Edgbaston
conservation area with residents that support Edgbaston should remain within it. Finally, by
changing our ward to include areas such as “Benefits Street” would almost certainly have a
detrimental affect on insurance costs and property prices, which cannot be just or fair. How will
this proposal maintain electoral equality: Electoral equality is not about equalizing headcount. It
is about creating areas of equal needs. Some will be smaller yet will require closer
management. Crime rates, social and economic issues will vary everywhere. Simply cutting a
cake into equal slices will not create an anymore-fairer solution. On the contrary, your
headcount statistics for Summerfield appear to indicate that it would be larger than the
remaining Edgbaston ward. Residents have spotted the ‘Wandering’ line behind commercial
properties to the north of the Hagley Road. Why have you chosen to include local businesses
north of the Hagley rd within Edgbaston and yet excluded the residents? Your policy clearly
states that defined boundaries should be used.. This, in addition to keeping St Augustine
Edgbaston conservation area within Edgbaston, makes it possible for you to keep our area of
Edgbaston north of the Hagley road together with the rest of Edgbaston in your new proposals
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without going outside your own guidance. As for the relatively small cost saving on councilors
salaries, I would suggest that keeping the existing boundaries and potentially reducing each
area to a single councilor with floating assistants would be far more practicable. Assistants
could initially guest between wards until a sensible manning balance is found. Surely even with
the existing set-up, some wards are far busier than others. Appropriateness of proposed names;
For reasons stated in previous paragraphs, I do not believe that it would be fair to remove our
area from the existing Edgbaston Ward. Surely by removing the additional portion of Harborne,
which is an extremely densely populated area, back to the Harborne Ward, would be more
sensible as each area would retain its existing identity. Alternatively, a North Edgbaston or
Edgbaston Reservoir, which people would recognize and relate to, could be more acceptable. I
would argue however that this is a poor second choice to us being retained within Edgbaston
ward where we belong. As for the only real media coverage of this subject, concerning
Edgbaston cricket ground, I would argue that it is irrelevant which ward it lies in as it has no
residents and its public value will not change. If you were to re-include it and not us as 100
year plus residents, I would find it grossly immoral that you will have bowed to propaganda
pressure. Please consider my request to remain in Edgbaston. Remove the triangle of Harborne
you have unfairly included in the newly proposed ward and keep Edgbaston as it has been since
the civil war!
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Natasha Holland

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: n/a

Comment text:
Firstly I would like to state how poorly these proposed changes have been communicated to
Birmingham residents. It appears that dialogue and activity has been ongoing with the council
since spring 2015 but I only became aware of this review, as a result of the Kerslake report, at
the end of December 2015 and even then only from my neighbours. When raising this issue
with our current councillors and MP we were told that the Boundary Commission were leading
on communication in the city. I do not believe consultation has therefore been conducted
properly by yourselves. The odd article in a local newspaper that no one reads does not
constitute consultation in my view. When I recently made a small change to our house that was
not visible from the road this required planning permission as we live within the St Augustine's
Edgbaston conversation area and posters on lamp posts and leafletting of neighbours was
required. However when something as fundamental as our council wards which impacts my
representation to the local government and in future I expect change to our MP constituency
how is it right that you conduct virtually no communication with us as residents in an effected
area. I will categorise my further objections in the three buckets you requested: Reflection of
local community: I am the fourth generation of my family to live in Edgbaston or Harborne. In
fact my Great Grandfather designed and produced in the jewellery quarter Birmingham the
stained glass windows which currently sit in Edgbaston Old Church. Edgbaston has been a
thriving village since the civil war and a solid Victorian suburb with clear boundaries for over
100 years. The Hagley Road expanded as an arterial route in the city much more recently is an
arbitrary divide you are choosing to use and is not the physical boundary of Edgbaston in which
I live on Rotton Park Road. This newly created area of Summerfield which exists only as an
area on a map has absolutely no cohesion, community, common social or central heart. It runs
from the desireable victorian family homes in which myself and my neighbours live to the road
featured in the TV program “Benefits Street”. Summerfield is not a name or term anyone locally
recognises. Therefore it is NO reflection of a local community. When I leave my house I would
always turn right to the current Edgbaston area where my doctor, my bank, the QE hospital
where my children were born, my children’s school, my parents, my tennis club are all based.
Turning right to this made up area of Summerfield is not my local community and in which I
never venture. So how on earth would two councillors represent the interests and views of this
disparate area made up of a mis-mash of four current wards. The area to the north of the
current Edgbaston ward which you have chosen to chop off from the current Edgbaston ward
should stay in Edgbaston. You should remove the area of Harborne from Harborne Park Road to
Metchley Lane which you have for some unfathomable reason added to Edgbaston should be
removed and put back in Harbone to accommodate our remaining in our current ward with our
Edgbaston MP Gisela Stuart. This area of north Edgbaston from Portland Road, Rotton Park
Road to Monument Road which you propose to chop off Edgbaston is an area which used to be
socially deprived, a red light district but the locally families, of which 90 have got together very
quickly to form the North Edgbaston Residents Group have invested emotionally and financially
in bringing this area back to a desirable area of mixed social and ethnic groups and family
homes. I live in St Augustine’s Edgbaston Conservation area, and it bemuses me as to why you
would put an Edgbaston conservation area in a different ward to the other Edgbaston
conservation areas. How will this proposal maintain electoral equality: Electoral equality in my
view is not just about equalizing headcount in an area. By chopping off bits of four very
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different existing wards and just combining them together to create this new area called
Summerfield does not help electoral equality as a reduced number of councilors will have to
deal with wildly varying issues, crime rates, social and economic issues. I would suggest it
would be virtually impossible to coalesce a single council strategy to keep all these groups
happy and fairly represented as the balancing act will end up with compromises so great that
no one will be fairly assisted by council policy. You may be saving a small amount of money on
councilor salaries but the returning benefit to this new Summerfield area will be significantly
reduced. I note you have kept local businesses on the Hagley Road in the proposed remaining
Edgbaston ward whilst you have chopped out the residents. Why have you done this ? your
policy states clearly defined boundaries should be used so a zig zag line behind commercial
properties to the north of the Hagley has not gone unnoticed by residents. Headcount statistics
for Summerfield appear to indicate that it would be larger than the remaining Edgbaston ward
which again makes it possible for you to keep our area of Edgbaston north of the Hagley road
together with the rest of Edgbaston in your new proposals without going outside your own
guidance. Appropriateness of proposed names As stated previously I believe that it is perfectly
possible to retain what is not much more than the northern tip of Edgbaston in the remaining
Edgbaston ward without moving it to Summerfield. This can be achieved by removing the highly
densely populated area of Harborne, which includes houses built in the 1950s and 1960s and
more recent times back to Harborne. When houses which have sat in the Edgbaston ward for
over 100 years are proposed to be chopped out. No sense. However, if you persist with this
disappointing proposal then the area should be called North Edgbaston or Edgbaston Reservoir
which people would understand and relate to. However this is a poor second to us being
retained within Edgbaston ward and would only suit a smaller one councilor area which could be
created in the local vicinity. Lastly there has been much media hype about the Edgbaston
cricket ground being moved back into Edgbaston ward. The last time I looked, no one lived at
the cricket ground and it would be grossly unfair for residents such as me who do live in
Edgbaston ward to be kicked out on the basis you bow to PR pressure to put the cricket ground
back in. Please consider my request to remain in Edgbaston by removing the triangle of
Harborne you have arbitrarily included in the newly proposed ward.
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

stephen hollingsworth

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Yardley has always been Yardley not stechford east please think again this will cause our
insurance to rise also affect house prices not a happy person Mr s hollingsworth
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Malcolm and Juliet Holmes

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
We are responding as private individuals and our response is on the uploaded document
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RESPONSE TO LGBC CONSULTATION – BIRMINGHAM
Mr M W Holmes
Mrs J A Holmes

We are responding, as invited, to the draft proposals for the redrawing of ward boundaries in
Birmingham, with particular reference to the South east area and the changes which affect the
current Moseley/ King’s Heath and Springfield Wards. We have come late to this consultation but
wish, nevertheless to register out strong objection to the proposed changes set out by the LGBC, and
to express our support for the alternative previously put forward by the Moseley Community
Groups.
To begin with, we wish to draw attention to the responses to those community proposals, as set out
in the table summary on the LGBC website. These conclude with a standard sentence, in relation to
both the new Moseley and the new Sparkhill South (currently Springfield): ‘having considered all
the evidence we received… we have taken the view that the detailed proposals we received
appeared to divide communities in Moseley/this part of the city…….. we decided to explore
alternative warding arrangements for this area…’ This might as well have been expressed as: ‘we
have ignored the evidence from those who know the community and decided to pursue our own
agenda’! In reality, it is the draft proposals which perpetuate existing divisions in the community and
instigate new ones and which fly in the face of the statutory obligation to ‘create a pattern of wards
which reflect the interests and identities of local communities’.
The Moseley Community Groups proposed the restitution of Wake Green Rd, from the junction with
Yardley Wood Rd to Swanshurst Lane, as the eastern boundary of Moseley ward. As residents within
the triangle formed by this extension of the current boundary, we strongly support this for the
following reasons:
1. This triangle encompasses Moseley Bog and playing field, the iconic open space which has always
been identified with Moseley, and is heavily used and supported by Moseley residents for dog
walking, leisure activities and volunteering to maintain the woodland environment. It is right that
this area should be part of the ward with the same name.
2. For those of us living in this triangle, as for others living further up, Wake Green Rd is the major
artery into Moseley Village, as can be attested by the volume of traffic to be observed at the busy
times of day. That is why Moseley was, and remains, the natural focus of our social (restaurants,
coffee shops and pubs ,Farmers’ Market), cultural (St Mary’s Church, St Columba’s church and hall,
Moseley Exchange) and economic (Post Office, bank) lives. We are not drawn to the Stratford Rd,
which has its very different social and cultural attractions and provides a focal point for Sparkhill.
The two communities therefore have some different problems and aims.
3. As a development of the last point, Moseley Village is clearly a physically recognisable hub for the
surrounding area and provides a centre for a community feeling which is reflected in the many active

groups which have grown up over the years, some of which have contributed to submissions made
to LGBC. It is an identity which is understood by those living in the area, and recognised by those
outside and its extent is signified outside the village by longstanding names like Moseley Bog,
Moseley Park and Pool, Moseley Golf Course – these reflect historic associations which are
meaningful to this day and these places must be part of a ward with the designation of Moseley. It is
quite astonishing that the draft proposal for such a ward should exclude not only all of these but
Moseley Village itself and then declare that this was done to avoid dividing communities in Moseley!
4. Springfield ward is a recent political construct, which had no community integrity of its own and
has developed none since its creation. The decision having been taken to break it up and abandon
the name, the opportunity should now be taken to address that failure by creating wards which are
based on recognisable communities, in accordance with the wishes of those communities – Moseley,
Sparkhill, and Hall Green, which also fulfil the obligation of delivering electoral equality.
In view of the above we strongly urge that Wake Green Rd be established as the boundary of a
redefined Moseley, and that in the light of point 3, in particular, the remaining boundaries be also
reconsidered in line with the Moseley Communities submission. The Commission might currently be
seen to have been too persuaded by a desire to balance electoral numbers in creating the bizarre
entity it proposes to be described as ‘Moseley’ and this imbalance should be redressed, especially as
it results in equally unnatural new wards to west and east – ‘Cannon Hill and Balsall Heath’, ‘North
Sparkhill’ and ‘South Sparkhill’.
Thank you,
Malcolm and Juliet Holmes
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Susan Holmes

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I am writing to protest most strongly about the extraordinary proposals that have been put
forward for new ward boundaries affecting the Moseley area of Birmingham. While your
proposals may give the required number of voters for each ward, they completely ignore the
requirement to reflect community identity and to provide for effective and convenient local
government. Moseley as a community goes back for centuries. While it has changed in
character over the years, becoming a suburb of Birmingham rather than a discrete village by
early in the last century, its strong sense of community has remained. People with a Moseley
address are very proud to be part of that community and have no wish to be sabotaged by
misplaced political expedience. We have many community organisations and play host to a very
successful monthly Farmers’ Market. It was not for nothing that Moseley was nominated in 2015
by the Sunday Telegraph as the Best Urban Place to live. Your proposals would completely
destroy this spirit of community. You are proposing to separate the shopping centre and village
green from much of its traditional hinterland and split ancient Moseley into five different wards
sharing six councillors. Without exception, each of these proposed new wards incorporates parts
of other suburbs which, in turn, are part of other communities distinct from Moseley. Such a
move would be a catastrophic change, with no councillor or councillors having undivided
loyalties, able to represent all of Moseley and fight wholeheartedly for what it needs. Any
proposals affecting Moseley would need six councillors to be lobbied. Moreover, these councillors
would each have an increased workload and busier diaries because they would need to attend
meetings affecting more than one community. Where the interests of one community may be in
conflict with those of its neighbour, the councillor(s) could find his/her position completely
untenable. If electoral districts CSC, CSD and CSE were removed from the current Moseley and
Kings Heath ward, this would leave, as a new Moseley only ward, an electorate of roughly the
right size to be represented by two councillors.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6885

20/01/2016

Local Boundary Commission for England Consultation Portal

Page 1 of 1

Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Joe Holyoak

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: Joe Holyoak architect and urban designer

Comment text:
I was the Coordinator for the Balsall Heath Forum for the Balsall Heath Neighbourhood Plan,
which was adopted by the City Council in December, and which is the first neighbourhood plan
in Birmingham. It covers the district of Balsall Heath, which is about half of the electoral ward
of Sparkbrook. If the current ward boundary proposals are adopted, the neighbourhood plan will
be divided between two wards. This will inevitably make it more difficult to implement.
Birmingham, in common with other authorities, is moving towards a more decentralised pattern
of governance, with more decision-making devolved towards local areas. Neighbourhood
planning is part of that pattern. So I would have expected that neighbourhood plans like ours,
and the Moseley Big Plan, which is a similar local plan which borders ours to the south, would
be the basis on which ward boundaries were drawn. Instead, they are proposed to be arbitarily
cut up into pieces, making them next to meaningless. Please think again, and this time take
local neighbourhood planning into account. Joe Holyoak
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Joe Holyoak

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: Joe Holyoak architect and urban designer

Comment text:
I wrote a submission yesterday objecting to the Birmingham ward boundary changes proposed,
on the basis that they ignore the existence of recent local and neighbourhood plans made for
Balsall Heath and Moseley, and would cut those plans to pieces. I support the alternative
proposal which has been made by Balsall Heath Forum: to keep the area of Balsall Heath
covered by the neighbourhood plan intact, and to join it to Highgate in order to achieve the
necessary ward population figure.
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Personal Details:
Name:

Wendy Hopkins

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Leave Moseley boundaries where they currently are, & have been since before I can remember!
I work in Moseley, and changing it's name will affect my business adversely. Leave Moseley as
Moseley !
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Michelle Horsley

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
We feel a Pype Hayes/Birches Green Ward bordered by Walmley to the North, Kingsbury
Road/Wood Lane to the West, Bromford Lane to the South and rear of Woodcote Road to the
East is best for our community. Based on the local Norton Shopping Centre on Tyburn Road.
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
14 January 2016 16:09
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Yardley boundaries

From:
Sent: 14 January 2016 16:01
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Yardley boundaries

Dear sirs
I do not want the area where I live to be called Stechford East.I want it to remain in Yardley where it has
always been and l feel very strongly about this.
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Personal Details:
Name:

Jill Horton

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I have lived in Moseley for the last 15 years. I love living here and was not surprised that is
was voted the best urban area to live in the the Uk by a national newspaper. I am very
concerned about the proposals which see the thriving centre of Moseley with it's shops great
cafes, pubs and restaurants not actually in Moseley any more. The boundary changes would
also see the local church in a different ward and the C of E school attached to the church in
another ward! Moseley park is also in Balsall Heath ward and Balsall Heath park in Moseley
ward. I consider myself a resident of Moseley and the new proposals would put me in another
ward despite being in a Moseley conservation area. The people of Moseley are very active and
form a great community. Moseley is lovely because the people who live here care about where
they live. We have an award winning farmers market, the best pub landlord in the UK for 2015,
award winning Moseley in Bloom and many groups and societies who work very hard to make
this a fantastic place to live. I have attended a meeting today organised by the Moseley Forum,
which hundreds of people turned up for and we were all of one mind. Moseley is a real
community created by the people who live here. We have done precisely what the government
says it wants people to do, we have worked together using our skills, expertise, interests and
time to make Moseley the place it is and we do not want the new boundary proposals forced on
to us.I support the proposals put forward by the Moseley Forum which puts the centre of
Moseley at the centre of the ward, which would seem to be common sense and would meet the
second and third considerations as set out in legislation for the electoral review concerned with
reflecting the local community and providing convenient local government.
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Name:

Rebecca Horton-Worby

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Firstly, thank-you for respecting the Sutton Coldfield boundaries in the proposal. Living in
postcode area (Boldmere) I find it very strange that Sutton Park is to come under the remit of
Four Oaks when in fact the local access points to the park have local facilities and points of
interest. It would make more sense to divide the park up with Banners Gate, Vesey, Trinity and
Four Oaks all taking a segment of it. I also feel that as Vesey has historical connections to it
that this name should be kept as a name of ward. Also the name Sutton Parkside isn't suitable
for one such ward as in fact there are multiple wards which could be classed as "parkside". As
such if there was an incident at Boldmere gate then the police from Four Oaks would deal with
it and not the local Vesey team who have local knowledge.
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
22 January 2016 08:49
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Hall green boundary changes

‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐
From:
Sent: 21 January 2016 20:51
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Hall green boundary changes
Hi
I just wanted to say that I am strongly disagree for the proposal of changing hall green boundary to Tyseley.
When I heard about this I was very upset and heart broken.
I have lived 14 years in Hall green, go to the hall green United community church, traveling from hall green station,
use to go to hall green compus, shop at hall green Parade etc.
I have strongly feel belong to hall green community and feel very upset if it changes to Tyseley.
I am hoping boundary commission think again about this and review the case.
Thank you
Kind regards
Hossean
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
08 February 2016 14:32
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Proposed Birmingham boundary changes

‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐
From: Alison Houghton
Sent: 07 February 2016 17:58
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Cc:
Subject: Proposed Birmingham boundary changes
Dear Review Officer,
With reference to the proposed changes to Edgbaston boundaries, which would affect me, I would like to provide
my objections for the following reasons:
1. I gather there has been public consultation, but would like to point out I only found out about the proposal from a
neighbour very recently. I have had no letter, email or seen any posters locally. As this is changing the identity of my
home, I would have liked to have been involved from the start of the process, not the end as I now find myself.
2. We have lived in Edgbaston for 15‐16 years now and enjoy being part of this historical and diverse area. I came to
Birmingham to go to university in Edgbaston, my two children were born in Edgbaston and went to school here too.
It is part and parcel of our lives. We shop, socialise and enjoy walking around this picturesque area. Most
importantly for us is our business, which for 15‐16 years has been run from our home and has a good reputation in
Edgbaston. I am worried about the impact a new address and area could have upon us.
3. I am unclear how our local councillors may be affected but I have had great support from Gisela Stuart. Having
voted it would be distressing to lose the very people we have chosen.
4. If the name of the ward is to be changed I think consultation and research into appropriate names should be
made. Summerfield probably just referred to one of the farmers fields, whilst we have centuries of fascinating
history to this area, with no doubt many suitable names. Possibly residents would feel more of a sense of ownership
to their locality if they had an input, if they are to lose the name of the place they chose to live.
5. I have tried to leave my views online so I could use your map tool but find I keep being diverted to a twitter
account which I am unable to use. If I could, I think I would opt to keep the area north of the Hagley Road within
Edgbaston and perhaps remove some parts of Harborne, which I see as a separate village.
6. Although I understand that the new wards are attempting to reflect the current communities, as a long time
resident I have seen the area change so much over the years. I think a difficulty of merging a family area with that of
houses of multiple occupancy is that it will be very difficult to represent such a diverse residency.
I hope that you will take my views into account and look forward to hearing from you soon.
Alison Houghton
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Personal Details:
Name:

Richard Houghton

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
1. Our neighbourhood in
has historically always been part of Edgbaston. 2.
We understand that we may be removed from Edgbaston but other areas of Harborne and
Quinton would be added. This makes no sense at all if the idea is to make more equal areas !!
3. A change to our area will call for expensive change of address administration for many
people and businesses for no good reason.
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Personal Details:
Name:

Mark Houldcorft

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: St Pauls Community Development Trust

Comment text:
I support Balsall Heath Forums submission that spitting the area of Balsall Heath in two and
joining it to to separate wards as proposed by the Boundary Commision is a detrimental move
for the community of Balsall Heath including people, orgaganisations and businesses based in
the area. Balsall Heath Forums suggestion of redrawing boundary lines to joinn together the
wards of Balsall Heath and Highgate would be more beneficial to the wards and fulfil the criteria
proposed by the boundary commision.
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Neil Howard

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
At the time of the Domesday Survey of 1086 Birmingham and Edgbaston were separate and
mutually independent manors. Then or later we have records that they were separatet parishes.
The distinction was retained until 1868 when St Augustine's parish was carved out of St
Bartholemews, Edgbaston, on both sides of Hagley Rd. In "A History in maps, Birmingham" by
Paul Leslie Line (The History Press 2009) one of the earliest maps to include our area, North
Edgbaston, in 1836 shows that the parish of Edgbaston was bounded by Islington, Five Ways
junction, Ladywood Rd., the line of Reservoir Rd. and then along a line across Rotton Pk to the
Bear Inn in Bearwood (modern names). Everything south of that was in Edgbaston. An earlier
map of 1810 shows the land north of the boundary line was in the parish of Biirmingham.
CLEARLY THIS IS A VERY OLD COMMUNITY BOUNDARY still reflected today in the friendship and
community links of the people of North Edgbaston today. This district in which we live was for a
long time known as Rotton Park (within North Edgbaston). Summerfield Park is a recent
municipal creation using the name of Summerfield house which did not stand on the same
ground but under Summerfield Road. The name Summerfield has no historical connection with
North Edgbaston and very little with the area in which it stands which used to be Birmingham
Heath. Summerfiel;d Park, unlike Edgbaston Reservoir, is not used for recreational purposes by
many, if any, people living in North Edgbaston. I object to the proposed changes on the basis
of Community identity.
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Mayers, Mishka on behalf of reviews
25 January 2016 08:07
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Yarbley Birmingham.

From: Diane Howarth
Sent: 24 January 2016 19:41
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Yarbley Birmingham.
Dear Review Officer,
I am apalled and disgusted that the Boundary Commission are proposing to scrap the borough of Yardley. We in Yardley are proud
to be called Yardley, My daughter was married at Yardley Old Church, this parish and church goes back a 1000 years and has a
rich heritage as Yardley, mentioned in the doomsday book. I would implore you to reconsider these plans as a matter of urgency.
Yours sincerely
Mrs Diane Howarth
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Name:

stuart howarth

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Sir, My wife and I wish to register our outright objection to the proposed Ward Boundary
changes currently under consideration after the Kerslake Enquiry for the Boundary Commission.
The commission has ignored two of the main considerations i.e. reflecting community identity
and providing for effective and convenient local government and also the recent submission
made on behalf of the community groups who work extremely hard and with the community's
best interests in mind to ensure that Moseley, its village and surrounding environment works
smoothly and coherently. These groups include; The Moseley Society The Moseley Forum
Moseley in Bloom The Moseley Gardens Moseley Regeneration Group Moseley Faith Groups
Moseley Businesses These groups strive to ensure alignment of local services; police,fire, street
wardens and the myriad of policies regarding licensing,conservation and protection of historic
buildings and the built and natural environment so dear to the hearts and cherished by us
Moseleyites. The work undertaken by the bodies mentioned above will be seriously undermined
and disrupted by the reorganisation/splitting of the area presently enclosed in the Moseley
ward. We strongly object to this intrusion by the Commission which it seems only jerrymanders
to the present governments desire to place more councillors of their colour in government. We
feel that the good and similar work being undertaken by the neighbouring wards i.e. Cannon
Hill, Sparkbrook, Sparkhill and Kings Heath, who have their own agendas and elected councillors
will similarly be affected by these proposed changes. We are yours Stuart and Brenda Howarth,

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/7436

08/02/2016

Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Mayers, Mishka on behalf of reviews
02 February 2016 10:19
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Comments on Electoral Review of Birmingham

From: Jean Howell
Sent: 01 February 2016 11:30
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Comments on Electoral Review of Birmingham

COMMENTS REFER TO DRAFT RECOMMENDATIONS FOR SUTTON COLDFIELD AREA

I live in the current Vesey ward and will be affected by your draft proposals. I will be resident in the
proposed new Sutton Parklands Ward. I give below my comments, objections and recommendations to
ensure that any changes reflect the needs and wishes of the local community.

1. I welcome the retention of the existing boundary for Sutton Coldfield
2.I recognise the need for some change to the existing arrangements
3. The draft recommendations are of a political nature and are not independent of the wishes of the
Labour controlled Birmingham City Council.
4 The draft recommendations fail to respect the identity of the area and the historically precious name of
Vesey. Named after Bishop Vesey, who was born and died in Sutton Coldfield and was adviser to Henry
V111. To totally ignore our history for political expediency is totally unacceptable and an act of cultural
vandalism.
5.The recommendations totally fail to recognise the community links within the current Vesey ward. Our
community and shopping links are with both Boldmere and Sutton Park which will be in other Wards.
6.The recommendations leave the new Sutton Parklands Ward completely out on a limb. It will be ripe for
predatory political actions by the Local Authority to slice off Sutton parklands and change the Sutton
Coldfield Boundary at some future date, irrespective of the current proposal to retain the Sutton Coldfield
boundary intact.
7. The slicing off of the historic Sutton Park to another separate ward is unacceptable. Sutton Park is also
a site of Special Scientific Interest and has its historical roots in this area. Even the proposed naming of
the new ward is ‘Parklands’ and therefore acknowledges the ties and links to the area, Yet, Sutton Park will
not form part of the Parklands Ward. This is a Nonsense.!!
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8. Over the last few years, the current Banners Gate Residents have made financial contributions to the
facilities and amenities within Sutton Park and therefore its retention of the park within the Ward should
be maintained,
9.The draft recommendations establish conflicts of interest with the newly established Sutton Coldfield
Town Council.
10 In view of its size, Sutton Coldfield will be under represented on Birmingham City Council which will
obviously lead to unfair decisions and lack of investment in the area.
11. I recommend, that the Local Government Boundary Commission recognise and protect the historic
name of Vesey.
12. I recommend that the establishment of the Sutton Parklands Ward and the Sutton Boldmere Ward
and the slicing off of part of Sutton Park be totally abandoned and in its place amalgamate the two areas
and the sliced off Sutton Park area into one. This should be called VESEY WARD, thereby retaining the
historic and much loved name
13. The recommendation at 12. above would provide a 2 Councillor Ward thereby fulfilling one of the
aims of the Electoral Review, that of reducing the number of councillors on Birmingham City Council.

The current proposals do not meet the criteria the Boundary Commission must follow,namely:
‐‐‐To deliver electoral equality where each councillor represents roughly the same numbers of electors as
others across the city.
‐‐‐That the pattern of the wards should, as far as possible, reflect the interests and identities of local
communities.
‐‐‐ That the electoral arrangements should provide for effective and convenient local government.

My recommendations listed above to re‐unite the proposed Parklands Ward , the Boldmere Ward and
Sutton Park under the historic name of VESEY represented by 2 Councillors fully meet the Boundary
commission criteria.

Please acknowledge receipt of this e‐mail.
Yours Sincerely
Jean Howell
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Mayers, Mishka on behalf of reviews
03 February 2016 09:18
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Selly Park needs its own councillor.

‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐
From: Maura
Sent: 02 February 2016 20:00
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Selly Park needs its own councillor.

Sent from my iPad. Dear Sir or Madam,
Please reconsider the proposed 2 councillor ward of Bournbrook and Selly Park. It would be much better if they
were 2 separate wards, each with their own councillor. The 2 localities are very different and would be best
represented by a person who lived in the ward and understood the issues of local concern. A local councillor could
put the interests of Bournbrook residents first and the other councillor could focus on the interests of Selly Park
residents. Being neighbouring wards the councillors could cooperate on any common issues.
Bournbrook and Selly Park are separate postal areas and local government should mean the best localised
representation of the people. Therefore it would be beneficial to local democracy to have two one councillor wards.
This is an important decision which I hope you can get right as it will affect thousands of people for a long time.
Please consider our arguments in favour of two one ‐ councillor wards. We would be grateful if you could let us
know your decision.
Yours faithfully Mr. And Mrs. Adrian and Maura Howley.
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Anna HRABOWECKYJ

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I strongly oppose the changes suggested for Moseley Ward. You have done some simple maths
with polling districts to carve the city in to new wards but anyone with a Maths GCSE could
have done that. You need to take a more intelligent (ie using intelligence in this case - about
Moseley) approach. What the proposals fail to address is the other 2 criteria by which DCLG has
asked you to be guided. These are firstly, that it supports existing thriving communities of
place and secondly, that it enables good quality local governance. Your formulaic, mathematical
approach doesn't come anywhere near achieving these criteria. In fact, exactly the opposite.
The 'sums say it all' approach will destroy our existing community and cripple our good local
governance. Taking Moseley out of Moseley and calling somewhere else by our name -is about
as counterproductive as you could get. Don't treat the name Moseley like a monopoly counter people will know what you call Moseley, isn't and the real Moseley which you want to rename,
must stay in 'Moseley'. The proposals would gut this community, make a laughing stock of
natural boundaries, make governance impossible and disenfranchise local people like me. Please
pay attention to the factors below, and revisit your proposals. Factor 1 – Moseley – an organic
and historical village and needs to keep the integrity of its conservation areas Moseley
developed from a rural village into a suburb between 1850 and 1910, stimulated by the new
railway line and trams linking Moseley with the centre of Birmingham. Large country estates
were split up and sold off for housing developments – notably that of Moseley Hall – which is
now used as a hospital. The lake and surrounding parkland also remains thanks to a group of
local residents who formed the Moseley Park and Pool Company to save it from development –
a group which endures to this day. Birmingham City Council has since established two
Conservation Areas in Moseley to help preserve this historic environment: • Moseley
Conservation Area: http://www.birmingham.gov.uk/moseleyca • St. Agnes Moseley Conservation
Area: http://www.birmingham.gov.uk/stagnesca Both of the links above include maps that
indicate the boundaries of the conservation areas. With this in mind, a Moseley ward boundary
that does not encompass the two Moseley conservation areas is pulling apart an area with over
150 years of historical cohesion and resonance. Factor 2 – Moseley – Destination, culture and
economy Moseley is one of the few wards in the city that is a visitor destination and is well
known to visitors beyond the city boundaries. Moseley Village is a popular local centre, with a
thriving café culture, nightlife and award-winning Farmers’ Market. It attracts festivals of
national significance to Moseley Park & Pool, and contains venues that are recognised across the
city, notably the Prince of Wales and Tipu Sultan. It is also a desirable location to base a
business, thanks to the Moseley Exchange co-working space, which enables start-ups to have a
flexible base while establishing their business. The Moseley economy is recognised in two
supplementary planning documents: • Moseley SPD:
http://www.birmingham.gov.uk/moseleyspd • Shopping and Local Centres SPD:
http://www.birmingham.gov.uk/spdlocalcentres There is also a ‘living’ Moseley regeneration
strategy, ‘Making Moseley’: http://www.moseleycdt.com/sites/default/files/Making%
20Moseley_Sept2014.pdf You will note that the Moseley SPD boundary encompasses all of the
area of Moseley that sits in the current ward of Moseley & Kings Heath, whereas the Shopping
and Local Centres SPD focuses on a more tightly-defined zone around the centre, as would be
expected. If there is a ward called Moseley, it is unthinkable that it should not contain the
centre of Moseley where all these activities are located. It would actively sabotage the
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thoughtful and consistent approach that residents, businesses and the Council have taken to
economic development in this part of the city, at a time when we have real opportunities to
accelerate this, particularly in line with the reopening of Moseley Station as a mooted element
of the HS2 connectivity package: http://centreofenterprise.com/wp-content/uploads/2015/07/HS2
-Connectivity-Package.pdf Factor 3 – Moseley, an engaged community, a civic legacy, an active
community Moseley is not just its buildings, its parks and its streets. It is its people and what
they do, how they shape themselves around the physical space. Citizens organise themselves
around the shared locality of Moseley in myriad ways, to nurture and develop the place they
live in and love: Moseley Forum, Moseley Community Development Trust, The Moseley Society,
Moseley in Bloom, Moseley Park & Pool, Moseley Festival, Sustainable Moseley, Moseley Arts
Market, Moseley Farmers Market, Moseley B13 Magazine, Moseley Regeneration Group, Moseley
in Lights, Moseley Community Alcohol Project, Moseley Timebank. The list is impressive and
goes on, each group adding something wonderful and vital to life in the area. If Moseley is
shredded into 5 separate pieces, it will definitely reduce the capacity of our groups to engage
cohesively This will inevitably have a knock on effect on levels of volunteering. Current healthy
levels of volunteering will decrease from the sheer weariness of having to address 5 different
ward committees to get anything done. There is a strong shared sense of what the place is, a
huge amount of passion and activity around that place – be it cultural, environmental, economic
or social – and these proposals parcel that space up in a way that is at best bewildering, and
at worst, active sabotage of a place that genuinely works very well. Do reconsider the
extremely negative consequences arising from changes you have proposed. Work out something
that preserves this vibrant well known community and works with the grain and integrity of
Moseley, instead of tearing it to shreds

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Ged Hughes

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Like many people in the different historical areas of Birmingham, I, as well as many of my
neighbours, feel very strongly against the planned changes to the Acocks Green Ward.
Birmingham is made up of historic villages that evolved over time, with their own identity and
giving the residents each a sense of belonging. In the Acocks Green Ward we have the Westley
Vale Millennium Green and many people which many local people make the most of and is part
of the Acocks Green Village in Bloom judging route. We have many community organisations
that work in collaboration with very supportive Councillors on lots of different issues, bringing
the community together. We have a Conservation Area Campaign, A very well supported and
highly regarded Acocks Green Neighourhood Forum (www.acocks-green-neighbourhoodforum.org), an Acocks Green Focus Group, Acocks Green Village in Bloom and Acocks Green
Carnival, Acocks Green Village Partnership. The backbone to these are the supportive councillors
who live and support the local Ward. This new division will definitely be a negative step,
dividing projects and the community with the new boundaries. It is understood that there needs
to be changes, but the most important thing is to keep the B27 postcode together and if the
changes have to take place, to lose Gospel Lane area or Yarnfield area, which are areas that
have separate identities. Please reconsider these decisions. These changes affect our day to day
lives and can only be a negative move for, what at the moment, is a thriving community.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Mike HUGHES

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
As a blind man despite promises I still am unable to engage in this process, the maps are seen
by my technology as pictures and as such cannot be read, how am I supposed to have my say
on this important issue?

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Katherine Hull

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
My postcode is
I much prefer the new/proposed wards as I feel disenfranchised in the
outgoing ward (currently I am at the extremity of a long finger of land miles away from the
centre of the ward which is an area of Birmingham I hardly ever pass through, and never have
cause to visit). So the proposed boundary changes are an improvement. However, the new
name is ''Summerfield' which is on the edge of the proposed ward. Why not give the new ward
a name from a more central part of it eg 'Portland'? Also, why not use the Hagley Road as a
boundary all the way along, instead of the back gardens of some properties?

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Mayers, Mishka on behalf of reviews
21 January 2016 07:57
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Boundary changes and hall green

‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐
From: Huma
Sent: Wednesday, January 20, 2016 9:48 PM
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Boundary changes and hall green
I have received a leaflet regarding the change of hall green to become the new Tyseley ward. I would just like to
express my views on this. I have been a resident of Hall Green all my life and I am proud to be a resident of hall
green and don't wish to loose my local identity with this change. We are not Tyseley and Tyseley should be a
separate boundary to hall green and have its own identity. If we become Tyseley all of our insurances including car
insurance will go up. Our roads will become like those of Tyseley unlike the state we have them here in hall green.
I'm strongly against this decision and wish to continue being a Hall green resident.
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
08 February 2016 17:05
Pascoe, Mark
FW:

From: Garvey Humphrey
Sent: 08 February 2016 15:39
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Cc: Bobby Alden
Subject:

As a resident of Erdington and together with other residents of Erdington, we ask the commission
to amend their plans for North Birmingham to represent a Castle Vale Ward, a two member
Erdington Ward, a two member Gravelly Hill Ward, two member Kingstanding Ward, two member
Oscott Ward, a Perry Common Ward, Pype Hayes Ward and a Stockland Green Ward. With the
Erdington Ward borders running from Court Lane in the West, Sutton in the North, Pype Hayes
and Holly Lane in the East and Kingsbury Road/Wood End Road in the South
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Mayers, Mishka on behalf of reviews
27 January 2016 11:42
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Birmingham and Hall Green Boundary changes

From: hunt derek
Sent: 27 January 2016 10:49
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Birmingham and Hall Green Boundary changes

I disagree with the proposed boundary changes for Hall Green which make no logical sense.
They will destroy the local community identity and cause a great deal of resentment amongst all of the
residents of Hall Green.
How you can justify a new ward of Tyseley which is separated from actual Tyseley by part of Acocks Green
in the new boundary map is beyond me!
I have not found anyone who is in favour or accepts these new boundaries or Tyseley as an appropriate
name for part of HALL GREEN!
It is stated that these changes will not affect property prices but no EVIDENCE is provided to support this
statement.
Please think again and consider the anger and passion that this has generated amongst residents, consider the
history and special identity of Hall Green and do not rip the heart out of the community and its people.
KEEP HALL GREEN AS HALL GREEN!
Yours faithfully
Derek Hunt
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Margaret Hunt

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Dividing Erdington will destroy it. We as a community work together well, splitting it into
separate areas will make life very difficult. You obviously don't understand Birmingham very
well. We have historic and modern areas working well together. I object to the redrafting
proposals.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Mayers, Mishka on behalf of reviews
29 January 2016 12:18
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Hall Green

‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐
From: Steve Hunt
Sent: 29 January 2016 12:09
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Hall Green
Dear Sir
I live in
Hall Green Birmingham and have done for 20 years.If this becomes Tyseley.
1 My house price will go down
2 House insurance will go up
3 Car and van insurance will go up.
If I wanted to live in Tyseley I would have bought a house there.
I WANT TO STAY IN HALL GREEN.
Regards
Steve Hunt
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Mayers, Mishka on behalf of reviews
03 February 2016 09:19
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Consultation Response: Proposed Changes to Hall Green

From: dzenana [
Sent: 02 February 2016 16:59
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Consultation Response: Proposed Changes to Hall Green

For the attention of the Boundary Commission,

I am writing to you to highlight my profound disappointment at the proposals for the Hall Green ward to be
split into three wards – Hall Green North, Hall Green South and Tyseley. I am against splitting this ward into
three for a number of valid reasons, particularly as Hall Green has a great historic past which must be
preserved.

Firstly, I would like to state that my preference is for the status quo to remain and believe that Hall Green
should remain in its entirety.
The reasons I am against such a split is that I have lived in Hall Green for many years and it is an area of great
historic interest. Hall Green’s origins date back to the 16th century. The first record of Hawe Green dates back
to 1562, taking its name from a medieval family whose moated hall stood at the junction of School Road and
Fox Hollies Road.
The modern centre of Hall Green has spread along the Stratford Road. This route is of great antiquity and was
mentioned in the Yardley Charter of 972 AD . For 1000 years, people have travelled through Hall Green. For
years, it was the main route into Birmingham. Although Hall Green as a residential district is a mid-20thcentury suburban development, very many residential areas in the north of the ward were built between 1910
and the 1920s. It is very proud of its Arts and Crafts buildings.

The Church of the Ascension is a Grade II* Listed building is over 300 years old dating from 1703. It remains
one of the few neo-classical church buildings in the city. The streets around the church form the important
Hall Green Conservation Area.
In addition, there has been a Hall Green school for 300 years. There’s been a station in Hall Green for over
100 years. Hall Green United Community Church has existed for nearly 100 years. Hall Green Parade has
existed for over 100 years and Sarehole Mill dates back more than 250 years. With this in mind, a Hall Green
ward boundary that does not encompass the whole Hall Green conservation area and the historic buildings
mentioned is ripping apart an area with over 300 years of historical importance.

1

Recently Hall Green has undergone great demographic changes. For many years, community
organisations have been working hard to forge good community links between the different faiths in the
community and the different generations. The number of young people in the ward has grown considerably
in the last ten years. It now needs a period of real stability so that the community cohesion of the area can
continue to be nurtured and fostered.
The community group WeAreB28 have worked very hard to bridge the divide caused by the Stratford Road
and now the Boundary Commission are intending to undo all this good work by creating Hall Green North
and South – the divide being the Stratford Road.
Hall Green is composed of residents and community members who enjoy taking an active part in their
community, whether the activities being offered by the various religious organisations, the schools, the
Library, South & City College, Fircones, a centre providing activities for senior residents, Beechcraft Tennis
& Multi Sports club and community events such as the Arts Festivals and various community markets as
well as the annual Middle Earth Festival.

Hall Green has only one council asset – Hall Green Library – but it is rich in religious community buildings
and also has Highfield Hall. If the ward of Tyseley is created, Hall Green will lose South & City College,
Sarehole Mill, Hall Green School, Hall Green station, Hall Green parade, Hall Green Medical Centre and Hall
Green United Community church (the former Methodist church). Everyone in Hall Green will be affected by
these changes.

I am aware that certain electoral changes need to be made but I would stress the great importance of retaining
the name of ‘Hall Green’ if it comes to a split. I support calling the wards Hall Green east or west and support
the Labour Groups proposals.

I sincerely hope for the good of the local community and the preservation of a great local history that the
Boundary Commission reviews its proposals for the Hall Green area.

Yours Sincerely,

Dzenana Hurem
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
18 January 2016 08:46
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Review of ward boundaries Yardley North

‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐
From: lesley Husbands
Sent: Saturday, January 16, 2016 1:07 PM
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Review of ward boundaries Yardley North
Dear Sirs,
I am writing to say that I am not happy with the proposal to merge part of North Yardley with East Stechford. This
proposal makes no sense. We have on our door step a church that is Saxon in origin and 1000 years old and the first
conservation area to be granted in Birmingham. The parish of Yardley was in existence before Domesday and long
before Mr De Bermingham gave the city its name. We are proud of our historic links and would not wish to lose the
historic name of Yardley. We also stand to be separated from the Yew Tree under the current proposals. The Yew
Tree has long been an integral part of North Yardley and many strong links have been formed between the church
and local community, which has its own strong identity.
I request that the proposals be redrawn to preserve North Yardley in its entirety and to preserve our name of
Yardley.
Yours faithfully
Lesley Husbands ‐Mrs
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Farida Hussain

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Dear sir I have seen the Tyseley boundery lines and agree they are ok Thanks Farida

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

fawzah Hussain

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Currently where I live we fall moseley/Springfield. Changing the boundaries we will lose the
identity of the community where we have raised our children. We are recognised Springfield and
we are proud to be part of this community and intend to prevent this change.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Imran Hussain

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: Sparkbrookcic

Comment text:
I like the new boundary change it would be very easy to get hold of our cllrs to get things
done without looking at your other fellow cllrs to see whe does the work.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Kaleem Hussain

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: N/A

Comment text:
The new ward boundaries do show a positive change. I feel that
under the B20
post code should be part of the Handsworth Wood ward as amongst many residents living here
it is deemed to be such and hence it is important the boundary commission takes this into
account.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6951

25/01/2016

Local Boundary Commission for England Consultation Portal

Page 1 of 1

Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Mahboob Hussain

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
My name is Mahboob Hussain and I have been working on community projects in Washwood
Heath Ward for many years in particular around environmental improvements. I work very
closely with West Midlands Police and community organisations such as Faith Watch, a multifaith organisations representing faith institutions in the local area. I have been informed of the
Boundary Commission draft proposals and am not happy that you have decided to split
Washwood Heath Ward and more so, you have decided to split Alum Rock Road between two
new wards. From the work I do in the community, Alum Road is a good community, we get on
with each other, we feel a sense of identity to Alum Road. The Alum Rock neighbourhood that I
have worked with for many years is either side of Alum Rock Road thus both Saltley and Alum
Rock in your draft proposals. The issues on either side are similar, the services on either side
are accessed by residents on both sides, I plea to you to unite our community into one ward.
Thank you in advance.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
22 February 2016 08:44
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Hall Green Boundary Changes

From: sabhia hussain
Sent: 20 February 2016 15:34
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Re: Hall Green Boundary Changes

Dear Whom it May Concern,
Following the recent proposals to change the boundaries of electoral wards thereby extending Tyseley in
to Hall Green, we as a family felt it of paramount importance to write and express our objections.
Within the last few weeks we purchased our new family home on
after living in our
previous residence for a total of 25 years. The decision to search for a property within Hall Green was one
of substantial purpose; the great history of the area, the prestige the area holds and the strong community
were but a few of the attractions to the area. When we fell in love with our new home after the long and
emotional process of saving money, trying to find an available property suitable for our needs, sorting
lengthy administrative requirements such as mortgages and contracts etc., it was with great pride that we
could finally call ourselves residents of Hall Green only to find out that this could potentially change!
Everything that drew us to the area during the years previous to our move are direct connotations to the
name of the area, which you are currently proposing to take away.
Ever since our first visit to Sarehole Mill when our children were young, moving to the area has been
something each member of our family has aspired to. After years of pursuing and finally achieving this to
have it taken away in a proposal that not only ruins the current very well established identity of the area,
but also is extremely counter productive to the efficacy of the local government is an idea that is hugely
disappointing and upsetting.
The train station, the local school, the church (despite the fact that we ourselves are not Christian yet
completely agree with its need and importance from both a religious and cultural regard), and the medical
centre are all preceeded with the name "Hall Green" for a reason and in our opinion, there are no reasons
that supercede the significance of this.
On a further note, if we as new residents feel so passionately opposed to the proposal, the feelings and
objections of those who have spent significant proportions of their lives within the area must only be
stronger.
We urge you, as a family new to the area on behalf of all those other individuals that aspire to make the
same move we did, to keep Hall Green as Hall Green. If nothing else, surely the history of the area that has
laid foundation to the present strong community identity is inherent to the shared belief between not only
residents within the area, but all residents of Birmingham itself, that Hall Green will always be Hall Green
and that is how it should remain.
Yours Sincerely,
The Hussain Family
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
04 February 2016 15:50
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Hall Green boundary changes

From: Zahid Hussain
Sent: 04 February 2016 15:33
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Hall Green boundary changes

To whom it may concern,
I am a hall green resident and have lived on

for 10 years now.

I am deeply concerned over the proposed boundary changes re‐naming my area to Tyseley.
Please consider the below reasons.


Hall green has a great history and is easily recognised due to the fame of the J.R.R. Tolkien books. Along
with Sarehole mill, the area is recognised by anyone due to this. Changing the name of the area would ruin
this recognisiion and familiarity.

Buildings such as The Church of the ascention which is a Grade II* Listed building for over 300 years old dating
from 1703, Hall Green Conservation Areas, Hall Green school, Hall Green station, Hall Green United
Community Church, Hall Green Parade are apart of this identity these sites Reflect our community identity
and the new boundary proposals would be destroying over 300 years of historical importance and
completely change the identity and what people associate the area with, the tradition, heritage and the
historical importance of the area would be completely ruined if the proposed change was to go through.


The hall Green area has transformed massively since I moved here with professional, hardworking young
people like myself moving in and renovating outdated houses to a modern standard, the area itself has
gone through demographic changes, a wide mix of faiths and religions off all different backgrounds and
generations, changing the area would ruin this, instead it should be cherished and promoted. The
community has integrated and worked to create relationships created by the Startford road divide calling
an area north and south would ruin community cohesion especially when it comes to events that we have
attended and enjoyed within our community such as the annual Middle Earth Festival and community Arts
Festivals and various community markets.
 Not only would we be losing the identity of an area we cherish and love our home we are losing the
heritage and history that comes with it by changing the name.



Other factors have also not been considered, we have had three councilors representing the Hall Green
ward for a long time and they have been outstanding, mainly living in the area and being passionate about
it. Why aren’t proposals in place for MPs or councillors to take on more than one area in order to reduce
1

the number of mps? Why are the local residents, the identity and historical importance of the area being
sacrificed for this?
 I can understand the reasons behind equal‐sized constituencies but why are we paying for this to
happen by losing our heritage and identity of our area. Why aren’t proposals in place for MPs or
councilor’s to take on more than one area in order to reduce the number?


I find the proposed boundary changes very concerning, if I wanted to live in tyesely I would have bought a
house in tyesely which would have cost considerably less and saved me a lot on mortgage payments, if
house prices drop and we can measure this if the proposed boundary changes go through who will
compensate for this?



Insurance companies still operate on quoting customers more money due to the area they live in how
would this affect our car and home insurance policies? and who will compensate for paying more if the
area was changed to tyesley.
Hall Green’s origins date back to the 16th century, the historic buildings, recognition of the area, The
modern centre of Hall Green which has spread along the Stratford Road, people have travelled through
Hall Green for years With this in mind, a Hall Green ward boundary would destroy an area with over 300
years of historical importance and ruin community identity, culture, and an effective local government.
Regards
Zahid Hussain
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Steven Hutchins

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I strongly oppose of the change the historic name of Yardley which has been around for almost
1000 to East Stechford

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
22 January 2016 08:48
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Birmingham consultation: HALL GREEN

From: Tom W Huxley
Sent: 21 January 2016 21:17
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Birmingham consultation: HALL GREEN

Dear Review Board,

I am writing with regard to the three wards that have been proposed to occupy the space that is currently
Hall Green. Having looked carefully at the suggestions, and knowing the area very well, I believe the
LGBCE has for the most part given Hall Green an imperfect but overall fair settlement as three individual
wards, each comprised of a distinct set of demographics and each of equal size. I strongly believe having
smaller single member wards will allow for better and more accountable governance than the current setup
of one large ward serving 20,000 people.

The names, however, are a little bit odd. I think a great of local tension could be easily resolved if you
renamed the Northmost ward, currently “Tyseley”, to something with the name “Hall Green” as part of it.
This is because an awful lot of Hall Green is in that ward and very little (if any) of it identifies as Tyseley.
You could call it Hall Green North, meaning the ward currently marked as Hall Green North would have to
be renamed as something else, perhaps Hall Green East or Hall Green Central. Alternatively the ward
currently marked as "Tyseley" could be renamed as Hall Green Parade, in honour of the well-known historic
row of shops that runs through it. Any way you do this, I am confident residents would be satisfied as long
as “Hall Green” is part of the name.

However I must separately complain about the behaviour of the current Hall Green councillors. They are
clearly aghast at the news that the number of councillors is going to be cut as they know it means at least 15
members of the ruling Labour group will lose their seat on the council, forever. They have therefore been
stirring up as much trouble as they possibly can about the issue:

- using their front group WeAreB28 (run by a man who is also the local Labour Party chairman, and his
wife) to produce a video claiming that Hall Green landmarks “won’t be in Hall Green any more” and that
Hall Green station would be “renamed“
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- distributing leaflets about a boundary changes meeting solely to the area that’s currently marked on the
proposals as “Tyseley”, claiming the proposals “will take away our local identity” – but not advertising the
meeting anywhere else in the ward

- falsely claiming during that meeting that Birmingham is the only place in the country undergoing a
boundary review

- falsely claiming during that meeting that the LGBCE was proposing to move Cole Valley Road into
Billesley when in fact it was the Labour group’s own proposals which did this

- claiming that the Council Leader would be planning to demand that the entire review be scrapped in a
meeting with the Local Government Minister the next day, when in fact Cllr Clancy had told the scrutiny
committee something very different that same day

- strongly suggesting that house prices would fall for those who end up in the “Tyseley” ward

- presenting the Labour Party’s revised proposals for the wards without declaring them as such and inviting
attendees to sign petitions endorsing them

I trust that the LGBCE will take all of this into account when reviewing submissions from Hall Green
residents. There has been some disgraceful scaremongering and manipulation going on and I believe the
three sitting councillors have abused their incumbency in order to do it. The local Labour Party has already
had a ridiculous amount of its proposal approved by the LGBCE and many of us will be very upset if they
get even more of their way on this issue.

Kind regards

Tom W Huxley
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ann hyland

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I have lived in Edgbaston all my life, I attend Edgbaston Oratory, my daughter goes to
Edgbaston High School, I am a member of Edgbaston Priory, I support Warwickshire at
Edgbaston Cricket Club. I live in
, Edgbaston. I identify with the area and have
no desire to live in SUMMERFIELD, which I haven't until recently even heard of. Ann Hyland
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