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Proposed Boundary Changes: Acocks Green Ward
Submission from Acocks Green Focus Group: a local campaign group in Acocks Green. £7.50
a year membership is open to residents and to those who work or carry on a business in Acocks
Green. The group meets monthly to consider local issues, especially those which affect the
structure or appearance of Acocks Green and is currently working on a Conservation Area
proposal, with the full knowledge and support of Birmingham City Council.
Overview
In drawing up this proposal we referred closely to page 8, paragraph 2, of the pamphlet: How
to Propose a Pattern of Wards issued by the Local Government Boundary Commission.
Points drawn from here include especially.



Transport links – we share a lot of public transport – and there are many important bus
links in the centre of the Village (It seems worth noting that ‘The Green’ was originally
established as a bus terminus.)
Community Groups/Shared Interests - Acocks Green both north and south of the
Warwick Road operates as a highly cohesive unit with a strong sense of its own
identity and shared history.

In expansion of this second, we have two neighbourhood forums, one north and one south of
the A41 (Warwick Road) which runs through the centre of the area. These two groups work
together and with all the other groups referred to below here. Delegates from one forum
regularly attend the meetings of the other, but also key representatives from both forums
constantly meet in a variety of other local contexts. There are many organisations however
which cover the whole of the area. Acocks Green History Society covers the history of the
whole of Acocks Green and runs active education in the form of talks, publications and a very
comprehensive website. As part of a Heritage Lottery funded initiative it has also just
produced a new set of boards involving a history walk detailing history from both sides of The
Green. The Gold award winning Acocks Green in Bloom does considerable work in both
decorating, and helping to maintain in good shape ,the centre of Acocks Green and its
membership is drawn from again from the north and south of the Village. The newly
established Fox Hollies Park Association in the south has been strongly supported by Acocks
Green in Bloom, Acocks Green Neighbourhood Forum, and supporters of The Millennium
Green on the north side of Acocks Green. The work of the Acocks Green BID manager and
Board: liaison with traders, general street and street furniture maintenance, entertainments
and events, and with it the complementary work of the community based Acocks Green
Village Partnership (which represents all local groups, churches councillors and West
Midlands travel) are all focussed on the centre of the Village, which is used by all.
Other key institutions include Acocks Green Library in the centre which is used by all in
Acocks Green and The Friends of Acocks Green Library, with its own active agenda has
membership from both south and north Acocks Green as well Fox Hollies Community
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Association is based in the South of the Ward and provides a range of services for children and
young people, used by both sides of the ward, and has an environmental centre, and city farm,
but also has active management participation from the north, where two of the trustees live.
Finally there is the Ward Committee itself, which also serves as a forum deciding on some
local funding, but where issues right across the village may be raised directly with the same
councillors.
Acocks Green Focus Group which campaigns for the fixed features and aesthetics of the area
is not as a ‘hands on’ group but continually scrutinises plans for the whole of the area,
opposing destruction of important period buildings and works to protect trees and green open
spaces also playing a key role across the whole of the area. The group puts forward its own
proposals for improvements as well and was initially instrumental in the pioneering of the
present ‘Smart Route’ scheme but, as noted above, is also currently working to establish a
Conservation Area (currently in the north. It is hoped that another will later follow in the south
of the area.) Again, all of these activities are widely supported by other groups in Acocks
Green and information is freely passed between groups and discussed at the Ward Committee
meetings.
There is a strong core of around forty individuals operating on both sides of the Warwick Road
and the focal point of ‘The Green’ on the Warwick Road in the central shopping area, who
communicate rapidly together, and with councillors, if there is any perceived threat to the area,
but who also support positive initiatives. The centre of the village is particularly complex and
is particularly likely to benefit from the continued involvement of two councillors, rather than
one. (And terms like ‘The Green’ and ‘The Village’ are regularly and freely used across the
B27 area of Acocks Green.)
Finally, but very importantly there is also an extremely popular , and community-strength
building, annual carnival taking place in Fox Hollies recreation ground on the South side of
the ward: widely acknowledged as the village social event of the year for over forty years.
Again, the Carnival Committee and those running stalls and entertainments and attending it are
from both sides of the Village. The area is generally peaceable and enjoys low reported crime.
It would seem fair to say that whilst by no means the wealthiest area in the City it is a settled
and stable one which enjoys a lot of active and highly organised citizen participation.
It also seems worth noting that when The Green itself was under threat from a road widening
scheme in 2004 it was people from both sides of the then recently unified Acocks Green who
came together to successfully campaign for the survival of this much loved flower-bedded and
tree-covered traffic island, surrounded by shops and in recent years this has been extensively
tended and enhanced by Acocks Green in Bloom.
Suggested New Boundaries
We want to retain our identity and coherence as a community, continuing to have single Ward
meetings and a set of (two) councillors focussing on the whole community so that issues can
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continue to be discussed collectively, and collective decisions taken. Community involvement
has always been centred on the B27 postcode part of the Ward. Identifiable boundaries: are
the canal on the current and obvious boundary on the North side, and that should stay. Losing
most of the B11 and Tyseley post-coded Yarnfield – sub-area CAA (currently 2,623 electors)
on the West side would remove a considerable number of the excess electors in an area not
traditionally identified with Acocks Green, and where participation in Acocks Green events is
currently low.
However, there has been support for the inclusion of the Bus Station, always identified as a
part of Acocks Green, and a part of its history and the way it functions. There has been some
support for making the railway branch line out to Hall Green, Shirley and Earlswood on the
West side into a new boundary. This would be likely to add around another approximately 100
properties, in the B27 area here, including part of Mayfield Road and Ninfield Road off it.
In the South there is a sub-area CAE, estimated to be 1,888 electors in a few years, so we are
assuming around 1,688 now, which is largely B28 and Hall Green identified. (Glaisdale Road,
Edenbridge Road, Woodford Green Road, Lulworth Road, Studland Road etc.) However, a
small part of this, which projects oddly into the Acocks Green area, including Vicarage Grove
and Marie Drive, carries the B27 postcode and occupants here generally seem to take part in
Acocks Green rather than Hall Green activities. It would seem sensible to chop this small B27
section (Around another 100 properties or 200 electors) out of B28, probably at Lulworth
Road, and to retain it in Acocks Green. However, losing most of our B11 and B28 sections
would remove around 2000 electors on 2021 projected figures, without affecting cultural
identity or communications in the area, leaving an electorate of about 18,000, or a nominal
9,000 per councillor in a 2 councillor Ward.

Local Government Boundary Commission

On behalf of the Acocks Green Neighbourhood Forum
At a recent open meeting of the members of Acocks Green Ward, where the proposals to reduce the
number of councillors in Birmingham were outlined. It was expressed that the hub of the current
ward centred around what is known locally as “The Green” should not be effected despite the
natural thorough fare of the A41 Warwick Road passing through and that the name Acocks Green
not disappear in any reorganisation. .
The delineation of the ward has some natural boundaries. The Grand Union Canal on the north side
until it meets the boundary line with Solihull. This boundary line continues along Gospel Lane until
it joins Redstone Farm Road. From here the ward boundary should follow the Postal boundary line
between B27 and B28 until it meets the A4040 Fox Hollies Road. The boundary line should then be
the central reservation northwards towards the B4514 Olton Boulevard and then left towards Spring
Road Railway Station before following the railway line towards the Warwick Road and along
Stockfield Road until it meets the Grand Union Canal.
These boundary changes would mean:
1) The Edenbridge and Pitmaston Estates along with the area around Curtis Gardens moving
into Hall Green.
2) The Yarnfield estate moving into the Tyseley area where most of electorate consider it to be.
The above amendments would produce an electorate near to the 16,000 limit for a 2 member ward
as envisaged by the proposal to reduce overall councillors to 100 members.
Since the last ward reorganisation, when the areas either side of the natural thoroughfare the A41
Warwick Road were brought together around what is locally called “The Green”, the electorate
have a hub around which life operates. Whether they live to the north or south of the A41 they come
together to do their shopping, entertaining or business. The library, banks, solicitors, schools and
churches together with all other facilities are found here.
Sometimes known as “The Village” the recent development of the A41 through the centralised
shopping area has improved the environment and safety with the local Business Improvement
District incentive (Village BID) working with all groups to this end.
The folk of Acocks Green have moved considerably forward in their outlook since the last ward
review. This is a very diverse ward in many ways. People, language, ethnicity, housing, age and
social backgrounds. In moving forward there has been greater representation, membership and
collaboration between groups who seek to raise the image of the ward without internal conflict.
Such groups are the Acocks Green Focus Group who champion the preservation of the heritage of
the ward along with ensuring the fixed environment around us help to improve our pleasure of
living in this ward.
The Acocks Green in Bloom organisation which has been born out of like-minded members of our
society to bring a little colour into all our lives.
The Village Partnership which has developed the commercial and trading along with the local

Business Incentive Development initiative known as the Village BID to produce enthusiasm for the
users of the area by tackling cleanliness and safety through links with the Council and Police and
Fire Services.
The various neighbourhood groups centred on roads or estates within the current ward format know
that they can operate together without having to outdo each other and this brings groups together for
tasks like the Canal clean-up and the opening of public spaces like the Millennium Park and Fox
Hollies Park through trusts and friends of these areas .
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Ian Jeffries

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: Acocks Green Village BID Co Ltd

Comment text:
Acocks Green Ward Boundaries submission to the Boundary Commission review of Birmingham
by Acocks Green Village BID Co Ltd (Business Improvement District) The BID area is the main
commercial centre of the Village which is the main shopping centre for the vast majority of the
existing Ward . The only exception to this would seem to be the Yarnfield estate were residents
there signed a petition in favour of a new Morrisons superstore on Spring Road, on the grounds
that the existing shopping centre was too far away from them. The BID is supported in its work
to create a vibrant shopping centre for the community by the AGVP. The AGVP (Acocks Green
Village Partnership) is a bi-monthly meeting of community groups, statutory bodies and private
sector representatives from across the Ward that meets to coordinate activity and in particular
formalise links between the community and the BID. The AGVP elects a Community Director to
the BID Board (one of 15 directors) and the AGVP group led to the development of a BID in
2011. The BID’s current term runs from Jan 2012 to Dec 2016. The AGVP with support from
the BID has also promoted a history trail and heritage trail boards with funding from the
Heritage Lottery Fund which is due to be in place this November. The BID has also worked with
the AGVP and resident volunteers on Acocks Green in Bloom which this year achieved a Gold
award, going from Bronze when it first entered 4 years ago. The Ward itself has 2 active
Neighbourhood Forums which cover the whole of the ward other than the Yarnfield area. The
Acocks Green History Society covers the whole of the ward as does the Acocks Green Focus
group. The BID board of directors see logic in removing the Yarnfield estate from the existing
Ward boundaries. The Yarnfield estate forms the majority of the existing CAA electoral district.
However the natural Boundary would be the railway line, which would mean that Broad Road
including the Acocks Green bus station would remain in the new Acocks Green Ward. The bus
station manager is involved in the AGVP and public transport routes are important for the BID
as it actively serves the shopping centre and ultimately the businesses that fund it. The BID’s
other suggestion would be the removal of the B28 post code part of the CAE electoral district,
as it is on the edge of the existing Ward and a higher percentage of residents are likely to look
to Hall Green for shopping and services than Acocks Green Village. While regretting the
proposed changes we think that these make the most sensible boundaries and we would favour
a 2 Councillor Ward.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6059

28/09/2015

ACOCKS GREEN VILLAGE PARTNERSHIP
Proposed Boundary Changes for Acocks Green Ward
From the full meeting held on 22nd September 2015
Firstly it is important to acknowledge the importance of the centre of Acocks Green, which
for many years was the terminus for trams and buses and also the last settlement before the
boundary of Birmingham gave way to Warwickshire and now the West Midlands
conurbation.
Secondly the area was at one time divided down the middle of Warwick Road and this caused
many problems for the unity of the centre, not least the lack of cohesion. There are many
groups like the Acocks Green Neighbourhood Forum, the Acocks Green Focus Group a local
history society, Acocks Green Library, the local police and National Express who regular met
with local churches and resident associations, plus the carnival group, to ensure that Acocks
Green is well represented and puts a united face in aspects of its improvements. The group
also regular meets with our local councillors and this assists with maintaining solidarity of the
area.
It is therefore vital to the well-being of the area that both North and South of Warwick Road
stays in the same ward, we do not need a repeat of the problems that besieged Acocks Green
when this was not the case some years ago. No one visitor or trader knew who manged what
and how to get things done, so we must not visit this situation again.
Birmingham as the biggest conurbation in Europe has many problems with neighbourhoods
working together, but in Acocks Green all work for the well-being of the whole area and this
is best served by doing so as one whole area and not being fragmented, round the main
central area of “The Village” (the main shopping area.)
Acocks Green has recently been awarded Gold from the RHS and this is thanks to the
volunteers who regular met and work to improve and beautify the pavements and streets of
the area. We also have folk who work in Fox Hollies Park and the Millennium Green one
being on the south side the other on the north of the main centre. Staying as one unit will
mean the area can continue to flourish.

Chair: David Treadwell, Treasurer: Ian Jefferies, Secretary: Sheila Huckfield-Powell
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The BID Manager works very hard with her team to ensure the whole district is welcoming to
all who come to the area. Whether they are there for business or leisure activities, the
facilities are monitored to ensure safety and that it is as clean and tidy as possible, this is
something all would like to build upon in the coming years which would not be the case if the
centre was divided.
Acocks Green has a flourishing conservation group that works closely with the history
society to assist with ensure changes are done sympathetically and not as an eye sore. All try
to ensure that the history of the area is maintained and to that purpose we are about to install
a history trail that all can follow.
The group fully understands that to maintain our area some changes are needed and having
looked at the plan and discussed this with our elected representatives as to size and area the
group would like to make the following suggestions.


To use the railway line on the one side of the area thus including Shaftmoor Lane in
Acocks Green, but losing the rest of B11, and retaining the Bus Depot which has
always historically been in Acocks Green. This is area CAA on the map.



If we also lose B28 and retain Shirley Road from Lulworth Road, to include Marie
Drive and Vicarage Drive, down to the centre of Acocks Green this is area CAE on
the map. Leaving all other boundaries as they are this will ensure that Acocks Green
maintains its “Village” atmosphere.

These two adjustments would remove approximately 4000 electorate from Acocks Green
Ward and leave a suitable ward for two councillors to administer. The meeting on 22nd
September 2015 unanimously agreed these proposals be forwarded to you and that this best
identified the needs of Acocks Green and its electorate.
It was felt that Acocks Green historically being based very much around ”the Green” and
being more central for surrounding roads, should retain its uniqueness as far as possible.

Signed on behalf of the committee by the Chairman

Sheila Huckfield-Powell AMIM
Secretary to Acocks Green Village Partnership
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Abdullah Rehman

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: Balsall Heath Forum

Comment text:
The neighbourhood of Balsall Heath should be bounded by the roads inside Highgate Road,
Belgravia Middleway, Pershore Road, Edgbaston Road, Edgbaston Road East, Cromer Road,
Brighton Road, Ladypool Road, Church Road, Alder Road, Birchwood Crescent, Dennis Road,
Stoney Lane. This is the view of Balsall Heath Forum and is the neighbourhood we have been
working with for over 20 years. It is recognised by the residents as their neighbourhhood
boundary.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6036

22/09/2015

From the minutes of the Banners Gate Neighbourhood Forum meeting held in the
Hall of Banners Gate Primary School at 7.30 pm on Monday, 28th September, 2015.
Chairman of the Forum, Tony Willis.
Agenda item 6: Boundary Review of Birmingham
Residents were provided with the proposed map as produced by the Referendum
Group and a copy of Electoral Review of Birmingham.
Several points of order were raised by Cllr. Collin and Cllr. Hardie and were noted.
The Chairman had approached Mark Pascoe the Review Officer in London as to the
date of the deadline, 28th September, for submitting comments on boundary
changes. The Chairman explained that the Forum meetings had been held on the last
Monday in September for the past 17 years and in view of this Mr Pascoe has given
the Forum extra time to submit a proposal.
The Chairman went through the three criteria and an explanation of the map, which
lead to many questions from the floor. It was explained that the recommended
changes had been formed by the Referendum Group which comprised of all the
Forums in Sutton Coldfield, and the members of several political parties plus
independents. After further questions from the floor the Chairman then suggested a
proposal: “that we support the submission of suggestions for ward boundaries in the
Sutton Coldfield constituency of Birmingham for the ward Boundaries Review
Consultation, as made on behalf of the Sutton Coldfield Town Council Referendum
Group.”
It was suggested from the floor that the wording of the proposal should read that the
borders of Sutton Coldfield were sacrosanct. The Chairman put the suggestion to
the meeting and it was fully agreed.
The amended proposal now read: “that we support the submission of suggestions for
ward boundaries in the Sutton Coldfield constituency of Birmingham for the ward
Boundaries Review Consultation, as made on behalf of the Sutton Coldfield Town
Council Referendum Group, and that the Sutton Coldfield Town Council boundary is
sacrosanct.”
A vote by show of hands was then taken on the proposal and it was passed
unanimously, no votes against and no abstentions. One hundred and twenty four
residents were present according to the signed attendance sheets.
The Chairman thanked the assembly before continuing with the next item on the
agenda of the Forum meeting.

ELECTORAL REVIEW OF BIRMINGHAM
What is an electoral review?
The electoral review will recommend new electoral arrangements for Birmingham City Council.
Electoral arrangements are:
The total number of councillors to be elected to the council (which we call ‘council size’) – The
Commission has announced today that 100 councillors should be elected to Birmingham City
Council in the future (from 2018).
The other electoral arrangements of the council are:
The total number of wards.




The number of councillors representing each ward.
Ward boundaries.
Names of wards.

The next stage of the review is to re-draw ward boundaries to accommodate 100 city councillors.
We are asking local people and groups to put forward their suggestions for new wards, ward
boundaries and ward names across the whole city.
In drawing up a pattern of wards, the Commission must balance three criteria, which are set out in
law, namely:
 To deliver electoral equality where each councillor represents roughly the same number
of voters as others across the city – so if you are proposing a ward to accommodate one
councillor, it should contain roughly 8000 voters, a two-member ward should include around
16000 and so on. We would never expect to achieve perfect electoral equality but the
further away your proposal is from the target, the more evidence we would expect to see for
your proposal under the other two criteria below. Electorate data to help you take this into
consideration is available on our website.




That the pattern of wards should, as far as possible, reflect the interests and
identities of local communities – we would be interested in hearing evidence of
community ties (local group activities, issues that affect a local area, shared facilities and
amenities etc.)
That the electoral arrangements should provide for effective and convenient local
government – so that the ward could be represented effectively (it is easy to travel from
one part of the ward to the other, has recognisable boundaries, its name is clear and makes
sense to local people etc.)

We are asking local people and organisations for their views as to the best pattern of wards for
Birmingham which meet the criteria set out above.
The Commission will treat all submissions equally and will judge each case on its merits and
against the statutory criteria. If you wish to put forward a view, we would also urge you to ensure
that your submission is supported by evidence. For example, if you wish to argue that two
neighbourhoods should be included in the same ward, make sure you tell the Commission why
they should be together, providing evidence about community facilities, ties, organisations and
amenities, rather than simply asserting that they belong together.

Four Oaks
1. Little Aston
2. Hill Hook
3. Hill Village
4. Roughley
5. Mere Green
6. Four Oaks Estate
Trinity
7. Harvest Fields
8. Little Sutton
9. Whitehouse Common
10. Falcon Lodge
11. Reddicap
Town & Wylde Green
12. Moor Hall
13. Sutton Town
14. Maney
15. Wylde Green
New Hall
16. Berryfields & Springfield
17. New Hall
18. Walmley Village
19. Walmley Hall
20. Minworth
Vesey
21. Boldmere
22. New Oscott
23. Parklands
24. Banners Gate

Beech Lanes Neighbourhood Form
Representations to the Local Government Boundary Commission
Beech Lanes Neighbourhood Forum
The Beech Lanes Neighbourhood Forum was formed 12 years ago to bring together the residents of the
area in Quinton Ward shown on the map below. The question of the changes in the ward boundaries
was discussed at a public meeting organised by the Neighbourhood Forum on Thursday 24th September.
The unanimous conclusion of the meeting was that representations should be made to the Boundary
Commission, requesting that the area be moved from Quinton Ward to a ward based in Harborne, to
which historically, culturally and emotionally the area belongs.

The area is bounded on the north by Hagley Road West (A456), on the east by Lordswood Road
(A4040), on the south by Court Oak Road (A4123) and the west by Wolverhampton Road South (also
A4123). This is a compact residential area, with housing comprising a mixture of Victorian houses,
Edwardian terraced housing, 1930s semis, 1940s executive houses and 1960s modern houses and
flats. A new development of 122 homes is being built on the area formerly occupied by the
Martineau Education Centre in Balden Road.
Geographically this area is in Harborne, but has been placed in Quinton Ward.

The area of the Neighbourhood Forum is situated in the north east corner of Quinton Ward and
consists of the whole of Polling District CXG and a small part of Polling District CXF. The
Neighbourhood Forum believes that the boundary between these two polling districts needs to be
redrawn because of the new development mentioned above. According to the map of Quinton
Ward, much of the development falls into Polling District CXF, but the only vehicle access will be in
Balden Road in Polling District CXG. The map below shows that the area of the Neighbourhood
Forum is out on a limb from Quinton Ward.

The residents of the Neighbourhood Forum consider themselves to be residents of the community of
Harborne, having no affinity with Quinton. Historically, going back to the Doomsday Book and
before, the area is in Harborne; and it was only at the last boundary revision, or the one before that,
that the area was moved into Quinton Ward. For the residents of the Neighbourhood Forum,
shopping, banking, community library, etc., are all centred on Harborne High Street. Bus services
along both Lordswood Road and Court Oak Road all run to Harborne. The Neighbourhood Forum is
in the parish of St Faith and St Laurence, Harborne, the parish church of which is in the area;
residents also attend other Harborne churches.
Within the Neighbourhood Forum area are also situated the campus of Queen Alexandra College,
Harborne, and the offices of the Harborne Parish Lands Charity, a charity dating back to the 16th
century.
It is understood that the Boundary Commission is mainly concerned with how communities operate
and interact in the present. However, the Forum believes that the views of the area residents are
well illustrated by some historical facts. On the next page is a historical map of the area. This map is
a composite of the Ordinance Survey Maps (Godfrey Edition) of Quinton 1902 on the left and
Harborne 1901 on the right.

As will be seen from the map below, the main road running at the top of the map described as Beech
Lane (which is now Hagley Road West) is an ancient county boundary and is still to this day the
boundary of the City of Birmingham.

The boundary then turns south down Balden Road before diverting to the west across fields and
round ‘Allotment Gardens’, which still exist. Heading south again, the boundary crosses Court Oak
Road at its present junction with Wolverhampton Road South. The Boundary Post is marked ‘BP’ on
the map. The area marked ‘Industrial School’ and ‘Tally Ho Club Ground’ later became the Martineau
Education Centre, the site of the new development mentioned above.
On Hagley Road West heading west there is currently displayed at the junction with Balden Road, a
local district sign saying QUINTON. Similarly, on Court Oak Road heading east, there is currently
displayed at the junction with Wolverhampton South, a local district sign saying HARBORNE. Both
these signs are correctly displayed according to the old maps.
Although Wolverhampton Road South was not historically in Harborne, the residents of that road
and the roads which connect Wolverhampton Road South and Balden Road do regard themselves as
‘Harbornites’ and are part of the community of the Beech Lanes Neighbourhood Forum.

Harborne Ward
Although not at present part of the Harborne Ward, the Beech Lanes Neighbourhood Forum does
feel qualified to comment on that Ward, because of its wish to be included in that Ward. A study of
the Harborne Ward map does show an anomaly, which the Neighbourhood Forum wishes to bring to
the attention of the Boundary Commission.

Located in the north of the Ward shown as Polling Districts CLI and CLJ is an area which is not, and
never has been, part of Harborne. This is the area north of the Hagley Road (A456). The Hagley Road
is a major commuter route from the west into Birmingham carrying a considerable amount of traffic,

and this forms a physical and psychological barrier. The residents to the north of the Hagley Road
are not, and do not regard themselves as being, part of the Harborne community, and probably the
vast majority of them never have cause to visit Harborne High Street. Almost certainly as a
community they do much of their shopping, banking, visiting medical practices, etc., in Bearwood, a
major shopping area just over the boundary in Sandwell Metropolitan Borough. The neighbourhood
forum covering that area have never used the name Harborne and call themselves North West
Edgbaston Neighbourhood Forum, which is geographically more accurate. Birmingham City Council
rightly show at the city boundary, on both Hagley Road and Sandon Road, a local district sign saying
EDGBASTON.
It is noted that this part of the Ward borders on to Soho Ward and Ladywood Ward. In fact this area
probably has no affinity with either Soho or Ladywood. The suggestion that the Beech Lanes
Neighbourhood Forum puts forward, although this has not been discussed with those residents or
their neighbourhood forum, is that the area north of the Hagley Road from Barnsley Road to either
Portland Road or Monument Road becomes a single-member ward, reviving the name ‘Rotton Park
Ward’, which is a name recognised in the area and was the name of a previous ward of Birmingham
City Council.
Conclusion
The Beech Lanes Neighbourhood Forum request that the Boundary Commission consider favourably
moving the area of the Beech Lanes Neighbourhood Forum from the present Quinton Ward to a new
ward based on Harborne.
The Beech Lanes Neighbourhood Forum recognise that the decision already made to reduce the size
of Birmingham City Council from 120 members to 100 members will inevitably mean that Harborne
will become either a two-member ward or two one-member wards. The Neighbourhood Forum
would prefer a two-member ward, but if the decision is made to have two one-member wards, then
it is considered preferable to divide the two wards along (Harborne) High Street, giving both wards
‘ownership’ of the High Street.

Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Attachments:

reviews
07 September 2015 09:21
Pascoe, Mark
Bowden, Tim
FW: Birmingham Review - Aston suggested changes
Boundary CommissionReviewSept15.doc; AstonWardBoundarySept15.JPG

‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐
From:
Sent: 04 September 2015 13:17
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Birmingham Review ‐ Aston suggested changes
Dear Sirs,
Thank you for sending a large map showing the current ward boundaries in the B6 B7 area. I have now consulted
widely and found the current Boundary of Aston ward is not appropriate and some radical changes have been
suggested aimed at bringing into one ward community the communities around Aston that use Aston for Faith
organisations, recreation and shopping.
I have been surprised by the consensus about ward size and name.
Aston is the areas name going back to the medieval period (it was a large agricultural manor between what is now
Birmingham City Centre and Water Orton in Warwickshire) and is a clearly recognised place (Aston Villa. Aston Hall,
Aston Conservation Area, Aston station, Aston Cross, Aston Hippodrome and so on).
The Ward should be increased in size and retain 3 councillors. It is considered that this together with 'all out'
elections every 4 years will encourage the dominant political party to select candidates that more appropriately
reflect the ethnicity and faiths in the ward population.
The attached letter proves a detailed explanation and the map illustrates the suggested changes. (Letter and map to
follow in the post).
The other matter that I hope you will brief the appropriate person about is to change the Birmingham Parliamentary
constituency names from place names to geographic areas, eg Birmingham Ladywood becomes Birmingham Central
If there are any queries please do not hesitate to contact me on

With best wishes
Nigel Cripps
Hon Co Sec CAN DO 4:13
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Company No 07508388 Charity No 1141676

Local Government Boundary Commission for England
14th Floor
Millbank Tower
Millbank
London
SW1P 4QP
Dear Sir,
Birmingham City Council – Initial Consultation on Ward Boundaries
Aston – Nechells area.
Thank you for inviting comments as part of the initial consultation on Ward
Boundaries.
1 - Background
CAN DO 4:13 is a charitable company limited by guarantee. The Charity’s
first objective is to
1) Prevention and/or relief of poverty and need in Parish of Aston and
Nechells and the immediate surrounding area.
CAN DO 4:13 has met this objective by running an advice centre and the
Trussell Trust accredited Aston & Nechells Food bank.
The 3 directors of CAN DO 4:13 are all members of the Parochial Church
Council (PCC) the governing body of the Church of England Parish of Aston
& Nechells.

1

2 - Methodology.
We have gathered together information of where the clients we have helped
live. Our activities have been delivered from the advice centre in Frederick
Road (Aston Ward), and the Food bank Distribution Centres in Gladstone
Street (Aston but in Nechells Ward) and Wardlow Road (Duddeston but in
Nechells Ward).
In addition we have consulted members of the PCC. The PCC does not meet
until October 12th when this letter and these proposals will be presented for
formal adoption. We have consulted widely, consequently it is considered
extremely unlikely that there will be any changes.
Some further information has been gained from other organisations,
principally where pupils live who are enrolled at the two Church of England
Primary schools in the ecclesiastical Parish and the Aston and Nechells
Churches working together partnerships.
3 - Current arrangements.
The current ward arrangement does not work for the following reasons.
1 – At local elections Aston and Nechells wards have massive majorities and
the elected members are not very active in the community.
2 – The ward boundaries divide communities and have inappropriately
rebadged areas. For example the medieval Aston village with its infrastructure
is in Perry Barr Ward. Aston railway station and Aston Cross are in Nechells
ward
3 – City Councillors in Aston and Nechells wards are generally unresponsive
about problems that are outside a narrow ethnic and religious group.
4 – Nechells ward covers a ridiculously large and diverse area. It includes the
proposed HS2 city centre station, the yuppie housing developments around
Digbeth and two areas with some of the worst poverty in the City adjacent to
Small Heath and Duddeston the area north of Landor Street. While the
present arrangement is an interesting gathering of diversity the arrangement
does not work.
We advocate that there is major change in ward boundaries.
4 - Proposal for change – the reason for a 3 councillor ward.
i.

ii.

We favour the retention of Aston (the areas name going back to
medieval times) Ward as a 3 councillor ward. At present all the
councillors are drawn from one ethnic and religious group. All-out
elections having 3 councillors will give the controlling group an
opportunity to choose a group of candidates that are more
representative of the ethnic and religious mix of the area.
When there are problems it is likely that one councillor will respond.
(With 3 Wards (9 councillors) involved generally one out of 3
2

iii.

councillors from each ward will respond but it is very variable and
seems to depend upon their personal interest.
With a one out each time election the voter is likely to vote for the party
irrespective of that particular councillor’s performance. With 3
councillors standing in the same election, if the controlling group have
not deselected a candidate the ‘party faithful’ will be able to vote out a
poor performing person and use their vote to elect someone else.

5 – Proposal for change – the ward boundary.
a. Witton should be returned to Aston Ward. This can be easily achieved
by taking out of Perry Barr the area bounded by – Witton Lane, Aston
Expressway (A38(M), M6 motorway and Brookvale Road.
b. a. above is the bulk of the residential population but there are two
other areas with very small populations that could also be transferred
as part of Witton into Aston ward,
a. The Witton IMI site. This would involve removing from Perry
Barr the land bounded by, the railway line, Aldridge Road and
the M6 motorway.
b. Witton Cemetery. That is the land bounded by Collage Road,
the Ridgway, Brookvale Road and the M6 motorway.
c. Witton lakes, (Aston’s original water supply now a public park and
surrounding housing). The M6 and cemetery are barriers so people
living in this area are more orientated towards Stockland Green and
Erdington so it would be inappropriate to include this area in Aston
Ward.
d. North Nechells, (Nechells proper and Nechells Green). Until the last
boundary change all to the west of the Lichfield Road (A38) was in
Aston Ward (includes Aston railway station and Aston Cross). The
reality is that the area to the East of the A38 has few amenities except
junior schools and churches. Residents tend to use amenities in Aston
and bus routes encourage them to use the Tesco store in Witton and
take recreation in Aston Park and its conservation area. This area has
more affinity with Aston than the rest of the current Nechells ward. The
M6 is a massive barrier to the north, so is the A47 Heartlands Parkway
– railway to the East. This area has always been seen as part of Aston
and should be moved into Aston ward. That is the land bounded by the
A38(M), M6, A47 (Heartlands Parkway) or Railway, B4132, B4144.
e. Duddeston. This area is isolated from the rest of Nechells and Saltley
ward by railways and canals. In comparison with North Nechells,
Duddeston has better infrastructure but some poor housing with high
and low rise flats. It is very deprived. Heartland Academy a secondary
school (adjacent to Duddeston railway station) draws pupils from
Aston, the NHS provides its domiciliary services (eg District Nurses) for
this area are based in Aston Health Centre and there is shopping
traffic using the train to the Tesco store in Witton. This is not as
important as moving North Nechells into Aston but it would make
sense if the numbers permit to also incorporate this area into Aston. In
times gone by it was part of Aston. This land is bounded by A38(M),
Middleway (A4540), the railway adjacent to Lawley Street, railway to,
A47, B4132, B4144.
3

f. Land inside the Middleway (A4540). The Middleway is a very busy dual
and 3 lane carriageway road that is pedestrian unfriendly. It is a
massive barrier that people don’t cross. In Nechells Ward the land
inside the Middleway should be transferred to a new City Centre ward.
In Aston ward the residents i south of New John Street West are part
of the City Centre and should be transferred to a new City Centre
Ward.
g. Newtown. The present boundary between the Aston and Lozells and
east Handsworth ward runs through the Lozells community. Lozells
Road is a thriving shopping area and centre of the local community.
We suggest the Newtown – Lozells part of Aston ward should move
into Lozells and East Handsworth ward. This is land bounded by A34,
New John Street West, B4515 and the strange incursion into Lozells
and East Handsworth ending at Carlyle Road.
6 – Parliamentary Constituencies
The local area names given to Birmingham’s Parliamentary constituencies
are misleading and in two instances mention places that are unrecognisable
as major centres in the community. It is preferable to adopt the approach in
Coventry, Wolverhampton and Leeds by using geographic names eg
Ladywood becomes Birmingham Central, Perry Barr becomes Birmingham
North West and so on
7 - Conclusions
i.
ii.
iii.

iv.

The review presents an opportunity to correct some poor decision
taken at the last review that divided communities
Aston ward should be enlarged and remain a 3 councillor ward
To achieve a ward area that more reflects the community and is
enclosed by significant features the priorities for change to Aston Ward
are
a. Add Witton
b. Remove the parts of the ward inside the Middleway
c. Add North Nechells
d. Add Duddeston
e. Remove Lozells to the north of the Middleway
Birmingham’s Parliamentary constituencies should be renamed to suit
their geography eg Ladywood should be Birmingham Central

This is the view of this charity and the Governing Body of the Church of
England Parish of Aston & Nechells. In the unlikely event of the Parish
making changes at a meeting on October 12th I will advise you immediately.
The directors of the charity are
Chair - Revd Canon Dr Andrew Jolley (also chair of the PCC)
Treasurer - Mr Geoffrey Miller (also lay chair of the PCC)
Secretary – Mr Nigel Cripps (also PCC Hon Projects Officer)
Yours Faithfully

4

Nigel Cripps Secretary CAN DO 4:13
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Anne Haigh

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: Community Partnership for Selly Oak

Comment text:
Selly Oak Ward – Birmingham City Council. I am writing this submission on behalf of
Community Partnership for Selly Oak (CP4SO). This is an alliance of around 14 community
groups who work in partnership on common issues affecting Selly Oak and its neighbours, while
each group retains its own local responsibility for its more local issues. The group includes a
residents group of the Weoley Hill polling district that input to the discussion as well. As a
group at a recent committee meeting we discussed the Electoral Review and what we wanted as
a community group for a ward. Currently Selly Oak Ward has 3 councillors serving around
17,500 voters, with a projected growth to approx. 22,000 in 2021. Selly Oak is an area
consisting predominantly of housing with shopping mostly concentrated around local shops and
a couple of shopping parks. There are parks and sports fields, and a few small industrial parks.
There is no longer a traditional high street area on the main road through Selly Oak as that
area is now dominated by premises serving mostly the student population with takeaways,
convenience stores and rental agents being the majority. Smaller roads on Oak Tree Lane and
Raddlebarn Road provide smaller centres of independent shows in addition to the retail parks on
Chapel Lane, and being built on Aston Webb Boulevard. The housing has a mix of residents as
one area of Selly Oak, Bournbrook, is dominated by houses of multiple occupancy, (80%)
mostly let to students of University of Birmingham that is just over the current ward boundary
in Edgbaston. Other areas are mostly family housing, with rented and owner occupied. Key
points from the discussion of CP4SO were that all parts of the existing ward are affected by the
same issues in the ward, i.e. no area has its own unique problems. These can relate to large
developments planned within the ward and on sites bordering the ward e.g. QE Hospital and the
University of Birmingham. Having such a large student population also encourages certain
businesses e.g. convenience stores and takeaways, catering for the students, which create other
challenges the ward has to deal with. There is also considerable growth planned for new
student accommodation in halls and studio flats as well as existing houses are being developed
into HMOs. We would therefore want to keep the existing ward as one ward. We understand
this would mean that additional areas need to be brought in to raise the voter levels to around
24,000 to warrant a 3 councillor ward, as there are no significant areas to lose that aren’t
affected by the challenges, to reduce to 16,00 for a 2 councillor ward. One area we definitely
want to see included in the new Selly Oak Ward is all of the old Selly Oak Hospital site which is
planned to be a major housing development (already under construction). Currently the existing
ward boundary splits this site as it follows Raddlebarn Road. However Raddlebarn Road is not a
major division and the impact of development on one side will be felt by the other. Both sides
are being developed as one master plan, as can be seen at this website: http://www.associated
-architects.co.uk/projects/masterplan/selly-oak-masterplan/ CP4SO feel very strongly that this
whole site should be part of Selly Oak ward to ensure common issues that may occur are dealt
with in a united way, rather than being split between two wards. The new boundary would run
along the bottom of Camp wood Close and the Sand Pits so they would stay in Bournville Ward.
However the old Woodlands site, which is part of the new development, would move into the
new Selly Oak Ward. We did consider how to lower the numbers down to 16,000 by shedding
the polling districts of CYF and CYI to the east of the existing ward. However these areas are
separated from their eastern neighbours by the natural boundary of the River Rea, running
through the playing fields, so are more naturally aligned to Selly Oak, and its community
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resources. Their neighbourhood community group feel strongly that they want to stay with Selly
Oak because of the common challenges. The only other existing polling area we could consider
shedding is CYB as there is a natural barrier from the rest of the ward along the route of the
former Lapal canal. This route remains waterlogged so has not become a walkway linking it to
Selly Oak Park, unlike on northern boundary of this area where paths do cross the Bourne
Brook. Options to increase the size to 24,000 include reverting to a parish boundary that would
bring areas from both Weoley Castle ward and Bournville ward into the new Selly Oak ward.
These would be all of the polling areas of DNK, DNI and part of CFA. The proposal would be to
take the ward boundary along Bournville Lane, Woodbrooke Road, Sycamore Road and
Laburnum Road in CFA with the northern part of that area moving into Selly Oak ward and the
remaining area staying with Bournville Ward. The figures for this Option 1 are: Polling district
Existing ward Electorate DEC 2014 Electorate 2021 CFA (Partial) BOURNVILLE 1,063 1,145 CYA
SELLY OAK 1,813 1,875 CYC SELLY OAK 2,427 3,166 CYD SELLY OAK 3,830 6,007 CYE SELLY
OAK 1,785 1,880 CYF SELLY OAK 1,234 1,384 CYG SELLY OAK 1,726 1,942 CYH SELLY OAK
966 1,391 CYI SELLY OAK 1,949 2,222 CYJ SELLY OAK 1,084 1,195 DNI WEOLEY 1,039 1,100
DNK WEOLEY 739 831 19,655 24,137 If this is too great an area then the polling area of DNK
could stay with Weoley Ward as Lodge Hill Cemetery does form a natural boundary to most of
the houses in that polling area being part of Selly Oak. The figures for this Option 2 are:
Polling district Existing ward Electorate DEC 2014 Electorate 2021 CFA (Partial) BOURNVILLE
1,063 1,145 CYA SELLY OAK 1,813 1,875 CYC SELLY OAK 2,427 3,166 CYD SELLY OAK 3,830
6,007 CYE SELLY OAK 1,785 1,880 CYF SELLY OAK 1,234 1,384 CYG SELLY OAK 1,726 1,942
CYH SELLY OAK 966 1,391 CYI SELLY OAK 1,949 2,222 CYJ SELLY OAK 1,084 1,195 DNI
WEOLEY 1,039 1,100 18,916 23,306 If these proposals are not acceptable because of other
interested groups’ comments, an alternative would be to bring into the ward the polling areas
containing the University itself (CHD), and also the hospital area (CHJ), as both sites have a
significant impact on the ward through their users – whether staff, students, patients or
visitors. We would still want to keep the entire old hospital site. Most of that will already be in
Selly Oak figures for 2021 so the figures for Option 3 are: Polling district Existing ward
Electorate DEC 2014 Electorate 2021 CHD EDGBASTON 250 2,285 CHJ EDGBASTON 343 282
CYA SELLY OAK 1,813 1,875 CYC SELLY OAK 2,427 3,166 CYD SELLY OAK 3,830 6,007 CYE
SELLY OAK 1,785 1,880 CYF SELLY OAK 1,234 1,384 CYG SELLY OAK 1,726 1,942 CYH SELLY
OAK 966 1,391 CYI SELLY OAK 1,949 2,222 CYJ SELLY OAK 1,084 1,195 17,407 23,627 I have
tried to draw lines on the map on-line to indicate our preferences however I can’t get it to
work so hopefully the descriptions included are sufficient. Produced by Anne Haigh, Treasurer,
Community Partnership for Selly Oak.
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Postcode:
Organisation Name: Fox Hollies Green Neighbourhood Forum

Comment text:
Commission review of Birmingham by Fox Hollies Green Neighbourhood Forum The Fox Hollies
Green Neighbourhood Forum strongly believes that the area covered by the current Acocks
Green Ward should be kept together as far as possible. We believe that since the last boundary
review we have had a largely cohesive ward in which groups across the ward work well
together and have seen a strong growth in community activity. We believe that we have been
well supported and represented by our councillors and consider the loss of councillors to be a
retrograde step for a City that already has the highest number of electors per elected
representative of anywhere in Europe. However as the reduction in Councillors seems to be an
already done deal without any regard to the views of the citizens of Birmingham we will put
forward proposals that seek to minimise the harm. The Acocks Green Village Partnership is a by
monthly meeting of community groups, statutory bodies and private sector representatives from
across the ward that meets to coordinate activity and in particular formalise links between the
community and the Business Improvement District. The AGVP elects a Community Director to
the BID Board. And its predecessor oversaw the development of the BID. The AGVP has also
promoted a history trail and Boards with funding from the Heritage Lottery fund which is due to
be in place this November. The Trail covers the history of the whole area with the exception of
the Yarnfield estate and some areas to the South of the ward. As well as people from across
the ward supporting the development of a Conservation Area (with residents undertaking the
area) the AGVP has also hosted the Acocks Green in Bloom which this year was awarded gold.
This would have been unimaginable at the time of the last boundary review. The only part of
the existing ward that does not send a representative from its Neighbourhood Forum and or
BID is the Yarnfield estate. The BID itself is based on the main commercial centre of the Green
which is the main shopping centre for the vast majority of the ward. The only exception to this
would seem to be the Yarnfield estate were residents there signed a petition in favour of a new
Morrisons on Spring Road, on the grounds that the existing shopping centre was to far from
them, Morrisons have now put this site up for sale. The ward itself has 2 active Neighbourhood
Forums which cover the whole of the ward other than the Yarnfield area. The Yarnfield area
used to be part of the Fox Hollies Green Neighbourhood Forum but about ten years ago set up
a separate Forum as they considered themselves to be a separate area, however this is no
longer active. The Acocks Green History Group covers the whole of the ward as does the Acocks
Green Focus group. The community managed Millennium Green is used by and has volunteers
from across the ward as does the Friends of Fox Hollies Park. The annual Acocks Green Carnival
is organised by community members from across the ward and is attended by people from all
parts of the existing ward. While the Fox hollies Community Forum building predominantly
provides activities for people from the Fox Hollies part of the ward it is also used by residents
from across the existing ward and has board members who live across the ward. Thus we
would see a logic in removing the Yarnfield estate from the existing ward boundaries. The
Yarnfield estate forms the majority of the existing CAA electoral district. However the natural
Boundary would be the railway line which would mean that Broad Road including the Acocks
Green bus station would remain in the new Acocks Green ward. This could also split the small
Fox Hollies Shopping centre. At present there are just a couple of shops on the western side of
the railway but if the proposed supermarket development on the (now for sale) Morrisons site
did go ahead this would suggest that this site should be included in the new Acocks Green
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Ward with the Fox Hollies shopping centre. Having considered the only changes that make any
real sense this still does not reduce the size of the ward sufficiently for your requirements. Our
only other suggestion would be the removal of the B 28 post code part of the CAE electoral
district, even though this is part of the existing Fox Hollies Green Neighbourhood Forum area. It
is on the edge of the existing ward and may move people and a higher percentage of residents
are likely to look to Hall Green for shopping and services. While regretting the proposed
changes we think that these make the most sensible boundaries for a 2 Councillor ward. Jon
Morris Chair Fox Hollies Green Neighbourhood Forum.
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Acocks Green Ward Boundaries submission to the Boundary
Commission review of Birmingham by Fox Hollies Green
Neighbourhood Forum
The Fox Hollies Green Neighbourhood Forum strongly believes that the area covered
by the current Acocks Green Ward should be kept together as far as possible. We
believe that since the last boundary review we have had a largely cohesive ward in
which groups across the ward work well together and have seen a strong growth in
community activity. We believe that we have been well supported and represented by
our councillors and consider the loss of councillors to be a retrograde step for a City
that already has the highest number of electors per elected representative of anywhere
in Europe.
However as the reduction in Councillors seems to be an already done deal without any
regard to the views of the citizens of Birmingham we will put forward proposals that
seek to minimise the harm.
The Acocks Green Village Partnership is a by monthly meeting of community groups,
statutory bodies and private sector representatives from across the ward that meets to
coordinate activity and in particular formalise links between the community and the
Business Improvement District. The AGVP elects a Community Director to the BID
Board. And its predecessor oversaw the development of the BID. The AGVP has also
promoted a history trail and Boards with funding from the Heritage Lottery fund
which is due to be in place this November. The Trail covers the history of the whole
area with the exception of the Yarnfield estate and some areas to the South of the
ward. As well as people from across the ward supporting the development of a
Conservation Area (with residents undertaking the area) the AGVP has also hosted
the Acocks Green in Bloom which this year was awarded gold. This would have been
unimaginable at the time of the last boundary review. The only part of the existing
ward that does not send a representative from its Neighbourhood Forum and or BID is
the Yarnfield estate.
The BID itself is based on the main commercial centre of the Green which is the main
shopping centre for the vast majority of the ward. The only exception to this would
seem to be the Yarnfield estate were residents there signed a petition in favour of a
new Morrisons on Spring Road, on the grounds that the existing shopping centre was
to far from them, Morrisons have now put this site up for sale.
The ward itself has 2 active Neighbourhood Forums which cover the whole of the
ward other than the Yarnfield area. The Yarnfield area used to be part of the Fox
Hollies Green Neighbourhood Forum but about ten years ago set up a separate Forum
as they considered themselves to be a separate area, however this is no longer active.
The Acocks Green History Group covers the whole of the ward as does the Acocks
Green Focus group.
The community managed Millennium Green is used by and has volunteers from
across the ward as does the Friends of Fox Hollies Park. The annual Acocks Green
Carnival is organised by community members from across the ward and is attended
by people from all parts of the existing ward.

While the Fox hollies Community Forum building predominantly provides activities
for people from the Fox Hollies part of the ward it is also used by residents from
across the existing ward and has board members who live across the ward.
Thus we would see a logic in removing the Yarnfield estate from the existing ward
boundaries. The Yarnfield estate forms the majority of the existing CAA electoral
district. However the natural Boundary would be the railway line which would mean
that Broad Road including the Acocks Green bus station would remain in the new
Acocks Green ward. This could also split the small Fox Hollies Shopping centre. At
present there are just a couple of shops on the western side of the railway but if the
proposed supermarket development on the (now for sale) Morrisons site did go ahead
this would suggest that this site should be included in the new Acocks Green Ward
with the Fox Hollies shopping centre.
Having considered the only changes that make any real sense this still does not reduce
the size of the ward sufficiently for your requirements. Our only other suggestion
would be the removal of the B 28 post code part of the CAE electoral district, even
though this is part of the existing Fox Hollies Green Neighbourhood Forum area. It is
on the edge of the existing ward and may move people and a higher percentage of
residents are likely to look to Hall Green for shopping and services.
While regretting the proposed changes we think that these make the most sensible
boundaries for a 2 Councillor ward.
Jon Morris Chair Fox Hollies Green Neighbourhood Forum.
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Comment text:
For the committee of the Friends of Black Patch Park I have been asked to make
recommendations to alter the boundary of Soho Ward in Birmingham to include this park,
which, until 1974, was inside Birmingham. Black Patch Park is presently inside Sandwell MBC,
bounded by Foundry Lane, Woodburn Road, Perrott Street and Kitchener Street, at grid
reference SP038888. I’ve not marked the consultation map with specific details as the Boundary
Commission may, via other consultations, have an expert understanding of ways to include this
green space in Birmingham’s Soho Ward. The argument for including Black Patch Park within
Soho, has been informed by discussion with Soho Ward members, Cllrs Sharon Thompson and
Charman Lal, who, with us, argue that most users of the park, and those most likely to
approach their councillors about = the park and its unused community centre are nearby
residents of Birmingham. Over 20 years all but a few Sandwell residents, once living next to
the Black Patch, have moved. The main users of this potentially attractive small green space
are separated from it, not by geography, but by a council boundary that we propose should be
changed.
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Anwar Karim

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: Heathfield Neighbourhood Forum

Feature Annotations

1: Lozells

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

Map Features:

Annotation 1:

Lozells

Comment text:
I am the Secretary of the Heathfield Neighbourhood Forum which is in the Lozells & East Handsworth Ward. I also own a business on Heathfield Road which is in
the Lozells neighbourhood of the ward. I am also a Community Ward for a community organisation in the Ward. I am of the opinion that there should be an
electoral ward called Lozells including both sides of Lozells Road. The issues of social deprivation in this area are very similar. The demographics of the
community are very similar. Lozells has previously been split into two wards creating a divide of a community that is not reflective of a natural community.
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Qatib Ali

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: Heathfield Youth Project

Feature Annotations

3:4:Handsworth
Ward
Birchfield
Ward
2:
1: Lozells Ward

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

Map Features:

Annotation 1:

Lozells Ward

Annotation 2:
Annotation 3:

Handsworth Ward

Annotation 4:

Birchfield Ward

Comment text:
Annotation 1: Lozells is a distinct community that runs either side of Lozells Road. Currently some bit of it is in Aston Ward and most of it in Lozells & East
Handsworth Ward. Lozells School, which is situated alongside Holte School and Mayfield School, all three catering for children from Lozells, are based in Aston
Ward which is not the best way. I would strongly recommend a Lozells Ward which is likely to be big enough for one councillor as my calculations have it as
around 11000-12000 residents. The issues within this area are very similar for the residents. Annotation 3: Handsworth is currently split between three electoral
wards and two parliamentary constituencies running either side of Soho Road which is a distinct centre for Handsworth. East Handsworth in Lozells & East
Handsworth Ward, West Handsworth in Handsworth Wood Ward and Soho Finger in Soho Ward. The issues and demographics for the area I have defined and
illustrated are very similar with its centre being Soho Road. Handsworth library, Handsworth leisure centre and Handsworth campus of South and City College
Birmingham are the key service provisions within this area. The size and population of this ward are big enough to be represented by three councillors.
Annotation 4: The Birchfield area which runs either side of Birchfield Road is also a distinct community with the Birchfield shopping centre and One Stop Shopping
centre both being integral to its identity. Currently, the neighbourhood sits either side of the Birchfield Road in Lozells & East Handsworth Ward and Aston Ward.
This ward should be big enough for two councillors.
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Proposal for the boundaries of the Moseley Ward, Birmingham

29 September 2015

Proposal to the Local Government Commission for England
Amendments to the boundaries relating to:
City of Birmingham, Moseley Ward
Submitted jointly by and on behalf of:
Moseley Forum
The Moseley Society
The Moseley ReGen Group
The Moseley Community Development Trust
The Moseley Businesses
Background
The Central Moseley Neighbourhood Forum [now Moseley Forum] was established in
1998 by Birmingham City Council to involve people living within its designated area
(see Appendix B) in issues affecting the area and the community within it. That area was
defined after public consultation and has subsequently been amended (February 2001) to
reflect the views of residents.
The Moseley Society [the Society] was formally constituted in 1979 and was registered
as a charity in 1982. Its principal objectives relate to the area of Moseley and are to
promote high standards of planning and architecture; to secure the preservation,
protection, development and improvement of features of historic or public interest and to
educate the public in local geography, history, natural history and architecture.
The Moseley Community Development Trust designates the Moseley area as the same as
for the Moseley Society and is defined on the attached map [Appendix C].
The Forum and the Society recognise the remit of the Local Government Commission for
England and, in particular, its criteria in determining ward boundaries: a) to reflect the
interests and identity of the community and b) to serve effective and convenient local
government. The issue of ward boundaries has long been a concern in the area following
decisions taken in the 1970s before any of the organisations mentioned above were
formed. Until the creation Moseley and Kings Heath Ward in 2004, Moseley had been
split by a boundary that had removed a quarter of the area into a different Ward and
different constituency. This issue was raised many times at meetings of the Moseley
Society and, after its formation in 1998, at meetings of the Forum. There was a specific
consultation to identify the area set out in this proposal and the underlying reasons and
factors at public meetings of the Forum on 20th February 2001 and the Society in 2001.
This proposal was originally presented and agreed at public meetings of the Forum at its
AGM and of the Society in 2001.
As a result of our proposals, the Boundary Commission agreed with our findings but
removed the eastern part alongside Wake Green Road in order to reduce the size of the
new ‘Moseley and Kings Heath Ward’ because it would have been too large.
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Proposal
It is proposed that there be a Moseley Ward of Birmingham City Council with boundaries
as defined on the map attached at Appendix A. (outlined in blue)
Boundaries should follow natural features such as rivers and should never be drawn down
the middle of a road unless it constitutes a major divide between communities. Both sides
of a road should be therefore included in one specific ward as followed in this proposal.
In broad terms the area is defined by the natural boundaries of the river Rea to the west
and river Cole to the east with part of the southern boundary defined by the natural
boundary of Highbury Park and Moseley Golf Course. Other boundaries are formed by
main roads wherever possible BUT for Wake Green road in the East to include both sides
of the road due to the strong identity felt by both sides to Moseley. (See Appendix A and
B). Apart from the area where Moseley becomes Billesley, with Swanshurst Lane being
the generally agreed boundary between the two, it is having a B13 postcode that makes
residents think they live in Moseley.
It is felt that the proposal comprises the distinct area of Moseley as recognised by the
local community and is surrounded by other distinct areas, namely: Edgbaston, Balsall
Heath, Sparkhill, Hall Green, Billesley and Kings Heath.
Underpinning rationale
a) The interests and identity of the community:


Geographical focus
The area of Moseley is centred around ‘Moseley Village’, the area along Alcester
Road, Woodbridge Road and St Mary’s Row in which are situated the shops, pubs,
restaurants, parish church and Community Development Trust building. Hidden
behind the Victoria Parade shops on Alcester Road is Moseley Park and Pool, for
which many local residents are key holders. On the corner of Alcester Road and St
Mary’s Row is the ‘Green’, a paved and seated area bordered with grass, shrubs and
trees, which was initiated, designed and sponsored by local people. It is considered
that the majority of people within the proposed boundaries would see the Village as
their natural geographical focus.



Representative and community institutions
The Forum was established in 1998 by Birmingham City Council to represent the
views of the people living within its designated area (see Appendix B). That area was
defined after public consultation and has subsequently been amended (February 2001)
to reflect the views of residents by adding two additional areas around Moseley Bog
in the east and Moor Green Lane in the southwest. The Forum area lies entirely
within the proposed boundaries.
2

Proposal for the boundaries of the Moseley Ward, Birmingham

29 September 2015

The Moseley Society has been established since 1979 and represents the views of its
members primarily on planning and conservation issues. Its designated area is shown
on the map at Appendix C and lies entirely within the proposed boundaries.
Moseley Community Development Trust was founded as a company and a charity in
2001 with aims including the economic regeneration of Moseley Village and the
support of local community and voluntary groups. It operates in the geographical area
defined in its constitution (Appendix D) which is almost exactly that of the proposed
ward boundaries.
Moseley B13 magazine has been published monthly since 1973 and covers the area
proposed in its distribution and content of ‘all things Moseley’.


Retail
Shops are situated in the area along Alcester Road, Woodbridge Road and St Mary’s
Row in the centre of the proposed area. This is the natural local shopping centre for
people living within the proposed boundaries. It is recognised that people within the
proposed area will travel to the larger shopping centre in Kings Heath or to very large
supermarkets further out, but the Village contains the perceived local shops. A
Moseley Traders Association was re-established in 1996 to represent the interests of
retailers within Moseley and its members are all located within the proposed
boundaries. A Farmers’ Market, set up by the Forum, is held on the Green every last
Saturday and has enhanced the Village as a centre for the community.



Social
The Village also acts as the social centre of Moseley with a variety of pubs and
restaurants along both sides of Alcester road and up Woodbridge Road and St Mary’s
Row. Moseley is recognised as a distinct social centre both by local residents and by
many from other parts of the city who are attracted to the Village particularly on
Friday and Saturday nights.
The Moseley Festival has become an annual event ever since 1973, now held in July
so as to fit in with other annual events – Moseley in Bloom Open Gardens, Mostly
Jazz, Funk & Soul Festival and Moseley Folk Festival. Moseley Festival runs over a
two week period and includes a wide range of activities, including a large street fair.
The festival attracts, in the main, people from within the proposed ward boundaries.



Education
There are a number of schools in the Moseley area which serve local children and
which are situated within the proposed boundaries. The primary schools are: Park
Hill, St Martin de Porres RC, Moseley Church of England, King David, St John & St
Monica Primary, Moor Green and St Bernard’s RC on Wake Green Rd (in the
eastern section to be added – they see themselves as Moseley). The secondary
schools are Queensbridge, and Moseley School. In addition there are two schools for
children with special needs at Uffculme (all age) and Fox Hollies (secondary). There
3
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are also several key nurseries within the proposed boundaries. It is felt that these are
considered to be Moseley schools and should all be within the ward. It is particularly
strange that, under current boundaries, Moseley School is not within Moseley ward.
This would change if the boundary were to follow the course of the River Cole up to
College Road. However,
The proposed boundaries have been drawn so that Kings Heath Junior & Infant
School lies outside the boundaries as it more properly belongs to a Kings Heath
Ward.


Religious identity
There is a strong identity among the Christian churches in Moseley which often
combine in ventures such as Joint Services, Carol Singing, Charity Collections,
Music evenings and concerts. The churches are: St Mary’s, St Columba’s, Calvary
Church of God, Riverside, Hope Chapel, St Anne’s and St Agnes.
There are strong Moseley identities in the Buddhist Centre in Park Road and the
Mosque in Church Rd both of which lie in ‘North Moseley’.



Health
G P practices used by Moseley residents are: Wake Green Surgery (North side of
Wake Green Rd), St Georges Surgery (School Road) and Moseley Medical Centre
(Salisbury Road).

b) The argument against dividing Moseley
We are aware that neighbouring wards may wish to increase their areas to include
part of Moseley. We believe that would be a retrograde step as before the changes in
2004, Moseley suffered from being split two ways. This affected:


Provision of services
Being split between two wards caused continual difficulties and anomalies in the
provision of services to the community. Balsall Heath, Kings Heath, Hall
Green/Springfield and Billesley are also distinct communities and different in their
needs and aspirations. The proposed ward boundaries would ensure that planning and
delivery of services for Moseley would address a distinct local community, while the
community can interact with a single ward infrastructure.
 Street repairs
The Forum encountered numerous examples of repairs being carried to roads,
paving and other street furniture up to but not across ward boundaries, particularly
where budgets are allocated to specific wards. This was particularly evident in the
Village, where we had seen paving and other street furniture repaired on one side
of the road but not the other.
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 Street cleaning
Similarly, street cleaning was organised on a ward basis leading to inefficiencies
in carrying out cleaning and anomalies and inconsistency in cleaning particularly
around the Moseley/Sparkhill boundary.
 Refuse collection
Bulk refuse collections are allocated on a ward basis. This became difficult as
Moseley was seen as a minority part of two separate wards. Thus the Forum was
consulted on bulk collections in one but not the other ward.


Local Democracy
In January 2001 Birmingham City Council published a Green Paper on devolution.
This set out proposals designed to;
“empower local communities to both influence decisions impacting on their area and
tackle local problems in their own way. To support this a key aim is to provide an
integrated, better resourced and locally based approach to community development.”
This restructuring of local democracy was ward based as its fundamental unit. At the
heart of proposals for local governance were the Strategic Partnerships. It is
considered that these should reflect strong communities, of which Moseley is one. If
Moseley is split then we would come under two different Strategic partnerships.
The paper stated that “it is imperative to the whole thrust of supporting and
empowering local communities that budget control and decision making should be
transferred to the local level.” This makes it even more important for the convenient
and effective provision of local services that the ward is a unit which encompasses a
distinct community area. It is submitted that the proposed boundaries do that and that
would enable these proposals for local service provision to be implemented as
envisaged.

c) How the proposal will serve effective and convenient local government


Community Planning
The Local Government Act 2000 requires local authorities to produce a community
strategy for promoting and improving the economic, social and environmental wellbeing of communities. The City Council recognises that in a city the size of
Birmingham this must have a strong local and community focus. This can only
realistically be effective if the community of Moseley is properly reflected by the
ward boundaries.



Neighbourhood Forum
The Forum was established by the council with a brief to consult and involve local
residents in issues affecting the areas in which they live. The Forum area has been
decided by local people as best representing their community. The Forum area used to
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fall equally between the Moseley and Sparkhill wards. This meant that the Forum had
to liase with two sets of councillors and two ward officers, and to send representatives
to two Ward Advisory Boards. In dealing with local issues it had often first to resolve
the problem of who was responsible – particularly as most issues relate to the centre
of the Village which was also divided between the two wards.
An example of the latter is that of the Moseley Farmers Market held once a month on
the ‘Green’. The ‘Green’ was right on the ward boundary and it would therefore pose
a problem regarding accountability and service provision.
In practice, the Forum was rarely consulted by councillors or officers from the
Sparkhill ward and did not therefore function as well as it might in respect of that half
of the Forum area.
Since 2004 the work of the Forum has been carried out with much greater
convenience and efficiency. Similarly, the work of councillors and officers was made
more convenient and efficient as they could work with Forum representatives devoted
solely to their ward. Forum consultation with its members produce feedback to the
council related directly to only one ward.


Planning
Planning applications are listed by ward. If Moseley were to be split in two, it would
make it difficult for people in Moseley to be aware of applications which might affect
them if they are just across the boundary. Being in one ward reduces the burden on
local groups such as the Forum and the Moseley Society. It has made the planning
process more open and effective for local people.
In 2014 the Moseley Supplementary Planning Document (Moseley SPD) was
adopted by Birmingham City Council Planning Department. The first such
community-led plan in Birmingham is described in the foreword by the Cabinet
Member as “testament to the positive value of community engagement. Local people,
together with their elected Ward Members, have worked closely with officers of the
City Council to deliver a vision for Moseley that will provide robust guidance for the
future’. Production of the SPD was a lengthy process and included a great deal of
consultation with residents within the area. However, the Appendix map D was
restricted in the East by the current ward boundary: it was allowed to extend the SPD
area to include the Moseley Bog: The original map included the eastern area as
proposed in Map A, as desired by residents.



Licensing
It is understood that licensing is dealt with on a ward basis. It would be more
convenient and efficient for applicants, officials, representatives and interested parties
to deal with matters in relation to one ward only.



Local Democracy
Before 2004, Moseley formed a minority part in the centre of Moseley Ward and a
small part on the edge of Sparkhill Ward.
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Political issues in Sparkhill revolved around the Stratford Road, there was little
political capital in taking account of the views of people in Moseley and as such the
Moseley part of the Ward was largely ignored. It appeared that people were
disenfranchised and certainly this is the feeling of residents that are still in the
Sparkhill Ward yet belong to Moseley down the eastern end of Wake Green Rd. To
quote a local resident “we’re in no man’s land!”
The area within the Moseley Ward is better represented by councillors, but it is the
perception of people in Moseley that more attention is paid to the larger area of Kings
Heath and the more deprived area of Balsall Heath.
Creating a ward covering Moseley along the proposed boundaries would allow
elected representatives for a distinct community. People would be re-enfranchised
and this would further stimulate local democracy. It is suggested that this too would
make local government more effective.

d) Summary





Moseley has always had a strong and vibrant identity. Despite being incorporated into
Greater Birmingham in 1911, it has sought to retain its ‘village feel’ keeping the
name for the centre of Moseley. The boundaries to Moseley have remained clear both
socially and geographically
The number of eligible voters in the proposed ward is 15,412 as at December 2014.
This would meet the requirements for a two councillor ward. See Appendix E
Apart from the Billesley area, it is having a B13 postcode (and a 449 telephone
number) that give people a sense of belonging to Moseley.
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Appendix A: Proposed Moseley ward Boundary (blue), current Moseley and Kings Heath Ward (red) and Moseley Forum (green)

Appendix B: Ward boundary and original Forum boundary with additions from 2004

Appendix C: Map showing the Operations Area of the Moseley Development Trust in 2000

Moseley SPD
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Appendix E: Number of people eligible to vote in the proposed new Moseley Ward
Description

Polling
district

Current
size
Dec 2104

Projected
size 2021

Existing Moseley Ward minus most of Kings Heath (although CSG contains some
of KH)
Russell/Salisbury/Railwayline/Queensbridge
Salisbury/Edgbaston/Alcester
Elizabeth/Shutlock
Alcester/Brighton/Railwayline/StMarysRow
Railwayline/Newport?Woodstock/YWdRd/WGrRd
RailwayLine/WGrRd/Billelsley/Greenhill/PatonGrove
RailwayLn/Elmfield/Greenhill/Billesley/Golfcourse/Springfield/Heathfield/KHHighSt
Billesley/Golfcourse/YWdRd/WakeGrRd

CSA
CSB
CSC
CSJ
CSK
CSI
CSG
CSH

2,424
1,416
601
1,128
3,595
1,372
2,462
1,176
14,174

2,689
1,596
636
1,348
3,841
1,478
2,745
1,236
15,569

14,174
1,238
15,412

15,569
1,414
16,983

2,135
1,189
1,070
4,394

2,408
1,336
1,176
4,920

Add in the part of Springfield Ward that includes Moseley Bog and Wake Green Rd
YWdRd/Swanshurst/WakeGrRd

DEH

Remainder which is all Kings Heath and should go to the Kings heath Ward
Kings Heath West of High Street
Institute Rd area
Kings Heath between Addison/Wheelers Lane

CSD
CSF
CSE
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Dal Singh Dhesy

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: Sikh Community & Youth Service UK

Comment text:
Electoral Review of Birmingham 1. We would strongly propose that there should be one
Councillor per ward and this will be sufficient, as one MP is able to manage a whole
constituency and we feel that one Councillor will be able to manage a Ward and this will also
save the taxpayer a lot of money. 2. Each constituency should consist of only 2 or 3 wards,
where necessary the wards should be made larger. 3. If any particular councillor or Mayor is
not doing their role effectively then there should be an option for constituents to request that
Councillor or Mayor to be replaced. 4. There should be an elected Mayor for the City of
Birmingham, not as current where they are appointed. 5. This proposal will save the City of
Birmingham a lot of tax payers money and will ensure that the Councillors have sufficient work.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/5856

12/08/2015
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Mohammed Ashraf

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: Sparkbrook CIC

Comment text:
This is a submission based upon local consultation with local residents – there are three
neighbourhood Forums that have very similar profiles in demographics and identity. As the map
shows it has a voter population of over 24,000 people. There are natural communities contained
within the boundary that are unique and distinct for the area and has over 200 different
communities living together; there are local retail centres that give the place a cultural identity
focus on textile and food. The issues facing local residents are the same with common social
barrier that prevent people from accessing and gaining opportunities The creation of this 3member ward or 3-single member wards will consolidate three neighbourhoods to act as a
single voice for the area as a whole. Each single member ward contains between 8,000 - 8,500
voter population. The three neighbourhood are Sparkbrook Central, Sparkhill Central and
Sparkhill North each having its geographical independence but strengthened by uniting these
three areas as a natural ward. I hope that the commission sees favourably this outline
boundary and considers this as part of the future design for a ward to be part of the new
structures for Birmingham

Uploaded Documents:
Download

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6055
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SPARKBROOK

SPRINGFIELD

MOSELEY

SOUTH
YARDLEY

DDA
DDB
DDC
DDD
DDE
DDF
DDG
DDH
DDI
DDJ
DEA
DEB
DEC
DED
DEE
DEF
DEG
DEH
DEI

2,448
959
2,156
1,279
1,428
1,872
2,156
2,111
2,357
2,768
2,871
2,637
1,347
1,121
4,427
3,854
1,336
1,238
1,423

CSA
CSB
CSH
CSI
CSJ
CSK

2424
1416
1176
1372
1128
3595

DCA
DCB
DCC
DCD
DCE
DCF
DCG
DCH
DCI
DCJ

1,573
2,125
1,768
1,931
1,547
2,374
995
3,962
1,539
2,109

2
1
3

Ward
DDC
DDD
CSJ
CSK
Total

1
2,156
1,279
1,128
3,595
8,158

Ward
DDF
DDG
DDH
DDI
Total

2
1,872
2,156
2,111
2,357
8,496

Ward
DEA
DEB
DED
DDE
Total

3
2,871
2,637
1,121
1,428
8,057

Grand
Total 24,711
11 postal
Districts

Chairman - David Jeffery

Secretary - Eric Deeson

SUBMISSION TO THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOUNDARY COMMISSION
New Council Wards for Birmingham

September 2015

We are the Still Waters Community in Harborne, incorporating Wood Lane, Elm Tree Road, Woodville Road,
the western end of Wentworth Road, and adjacent parts of Court Oak Road. The area is mainly residential but
surrounds the Queen Alexandra College campus and includes various associated organisations and others in the
third sector, as well as the Queen Mother Gardens sheltered housing scheme. Our name derives from the fact
that Wood Lane was originally Still Waters Lane. Our mission is to share local news, and discuss local issues
with local residents. We have been in existence for about eighteen months and hold regular quarterly meetings
to which all residents are invited.
Residents are concerned that Birmingham City Council now classes our area as Quinton - this has been the case
since the last time that the ward boundaries were altered, we believe in about 2002. In canvassing opinion for
this submission it was apparent that many residents had no idea that the City Council now classes us as
Quinton. In all other respects the area covered by our group is in Harborne and always has been - one resident
was born in Wood Lane over 80 years ago and there are many other people who have lived in the roads for over
40 years: all consider themselves Harbornites.
We acknowledge that communities change over time and also that perceptions can vary between individuals as
to the nature of their ties; however, we submit that the community to which we belong is as strongly part of
Harborne now as it ever was and nothing has happened recently to change that.
We welcome the opportunity you give us to "have our say on new council and ward boundaries". We note that
the Commission aims to ensure that the new council wards reflect, as far as possible, the interests and identities
of communities across Birmingham. We are also pleased that you will take into account local community
identities.
We have spoken to local residents in our area and know that the majority feel that our local community is
Harborne. As mentioned above some had no idea that the Council now lists this as Quinton.
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.

Our postal address and post code are Harborne "B17, Harborne, Birmingham" - Wikipedia.
Our only shopping centre is Harborne High Street.
For many, if not most, of our Christians, our parishes are Harborne.
For most of our children, our local schools are Harborne.
The Queen Alexandra College describe themselves as being in Harborne.
The Headquarters of the Harborne Parish Lands Charity is in Wood Lane.

7.
Our telephone code is 0121 427 (HAR) xxxx – Harborne.
8.
Many of us belong to and are active in the Harborne Society.
9.
Look up Harborne on Google and Wikipedia – the lists include a number of “Quinton” establishments
(such as the Anglican church) as in Harborne, while the only map shows this area as Harborne.
10.
Estate agents refer to the roads we represent as being in Harborne – for instance, Zoopla has "House
prices in Wood Lane, Harborne, Birmingham B17 9AY".
11.
Businesses in our area describe themselves as being in Harborne, for instance the Harborne Chiropractic
Clinic.
In short, we belong to Harborne – Harborne’s Village atmosphere is an important part of living here and we feel
part of that wider community. We feel that our elected representative should be representing our interests as
members of the "local community of Harborne" in which we reside and not the one up the road!

In response to the specific points in your News Release of 21st July:

We believe that the ward boundary between Quinton and Harborne should be returned to the pre - 2002
situation so that our part of Harborne is recognised as such for local government purposes as well as all others.

As is, we hope, apparent from what has been said above, we identify our local community as Harborne which is where we live.

Our local facilities, shopping centres, banks, farmers market (and so on) are in Harborne as are leisure
facilities such as the swimming pool and fitness centre.

If you would like any further information about our organisation or about what we set out above, please contact
our Chairman whose details appear above.

David Jeffery - Wood Lane
Eric Deeson - Woodville Road
Lincoln Boffey - Wentworth Road
Lillian Hands - Elm Tree Road
Christine Braithwaite - Wood Lane
Peter Worrall - Wood Lane
The steering group of the Still Waters Community – 21st September 2015
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Sandra Cooper

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: Stirchley Neighbourhood Forum

Comment text:
The question of Ward boundaries was discussed at a recent meeting of Stirchley Neighbourhood
Forum. There was general agreement that this was an opportunity to restore Stirchley to the
position it previously held when it was a well-recognised area rather than being a small part in
the corner of a larger Ward. This could be achieved by being a single Councillor Ward consisting
of the following electoral areas; CFH, CFK, CFI, CFJ and incorporating CYG and a small part of
CYI. This would mean that the boundaries would be defined by the canal from the southern
junction with Pershore Road at Breedon up to Umberslade Road, along Umberslade Road to
Warwards Lane, following Warwards Lane to St Stevens Road to the Dogpool junction with
Pershore Road and everything to south and east of Dads Lane. Then following the existing
Bournville ward boundary back to Pershore Road at the Breedon. This would make a reasonable
sized Ward using canal and road boundaries with the well known, well established area of
Stirchley with a number of community facilities such as a public library and churches at its
centre.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6051
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Ian Edwards

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: St. Paul's Community Development Trust

Feature Annotations

1: Proposed corner of Balsall
Heath

3: Proposed corner of Balsall
Heath
2: Proposed corner of Balsall
Heath
4: Proposed corner of Balsall
Heath

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

Map Features:

Annotation 1:

Proposed corner of Balsall Heath

Annotation 2:

Proposed corner of Balsall Heath

Annotation 3:

Proposed corner of Balsall Heath

Annotation 4:

Proposed corner of Balsall Heath

Comment text:
St. Paul’s Community Development Trust proposes the creation of a one Councillor Ward called Balsall Heath with a boundary based upon locally recognised roads
(marked on the attached map). Currently Balsall Heath is part of the Sparkbrook Ward. Anecdotal evidence points to residents feeling that they live in either
Balsall Heath or Sparkbrook, depending upon which side of the Stoney Lane border they live. There is very little contact between the areas; each has its own
Forum, transport links and facilities. There are a significant number of active residents, voluntary & community groups and charities that identify with and
primarily serve Balsall Heath. For example: • Balsall Heath is Our Planet aims to minimise Balsall Heath’s impact on the local environment. • Balsall Heath Forum
relates to residents, groups, schools, organisations and faith institutions within the boundary of the attached map and represents the area in dealings with local
and central government, such as developing the Balsall Heath Neighbourhood Plan. • Several residents’ associations represent their part of the area and receive
support from Balsall Heath Forum. • Balsall Heath Local History Society is a very active local group that promotes the history of the area and provides services to
schools and other groups interested in learning about that history. • St. Paul’s Community Development Trust, one of the area’s largest employers states that its
mission is to ‘To work for and with the community in Balsall Heath and nearby areas to help secure better opportunities and quality of life for all.’ It does this
through the provision of services for children, young people and families (such as nursery education, playschemes, support for parents and children under four
through the Balsall Heath Children’s Centre).The Trust further provides education, training, employment and volunteering opportunities for local people. • When
asked, residents will say that they live in Balsall Heath, not Sparkbrook. Many of the groups in Balsall Heath will collaborate where it is desirable for the interests
of Balsall Heath. For example: • Four groups came together to create Balsall Heath is Our Planet; residents created a street watch group to drive criminal activity
out of the area. • St. Paul’s community Development Trust was created from a merger of three existing groups working in the area. • St. Paul’s and the Jericho
Foundation worked together to refurbish a disused church hall to create a hub to develop, promote and support local young people in starting up social enterprise
businesses. The Balsall Heath Forum has widely consulted on and developed a Neighbourhood Plan, which is the subject of a referendum on 8th October. Balsall
Heath was one of the first ten areas in the country selected to develop such a plan. It is the first urban area to take its plan through to a referendum. It is the
first plan to be developed by a non-statutory authority. The Balsall Heath Neighbourhood Plan sets out a planning framework for Balsall Heath for the next 17
years. Research undertaken for the Neighbourhood Plan shows that people in Balsall Heath consider Ladypool Rd, Moseley Rd and Edward Rd as the important
local centres of the area. The plan can be viewed at www.balsallheathforum.info. The number 50 bus route (the busiest in Europe) runs through the centre of
Balsall Heath. Balsall Heath has its own library on the Moseley Road and currently its own swimming baths. Balsall Heath has its own parks and green spaces.
Balsall Heath has a local, national and international reputation as an area that embodies and promotes the values of the ‘Big Society’. This is something for which
the area has been known for decades. It has been visited by press, politicians of all parties and academics. There are many community events throughout the
year in Balsall Heath, but the biggest is the annual Balsall Heath Carnival which sets out to celebrate all that is good about the area. Now in its 39th year, one
of the most popular exhibits is old Carnival photos where generations of families will show their children and grandchildren photos of themselves when they were
young and taking part in Carnivals gone by. Although Moseley Road swimming baths are under threat of closure, a working group made up of several
organisations and individuals from Balsall Heath is collaborating with Historic England in an attempt to keep the baths open. There is a long standing Balsall
Heath Neighbourhood Strategic Partnership (NSP) in the area. It is made up of police, fire, city housing, other council officers, representatives of housing
associations and voluntary groups. The NSP sets out to tackle issues that affect the area in a strategic and joined up manner. Although the Edgbaston Cricket
ground does not currently lie in Balsall Heath, many residents believe that it should as its activities have a significant effect on local residents, especially on
match days.
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Mayers, Mishka on behalf of reviews
02 October 2015 15:13
Pascoe, Mark
Fuller, Heather
FW: Birmingham Boundary Review

From:
Sent: 01 October 2015 23:12
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Birmingham Boundary Review

Dear Commissioner,
I have been informed that a meeting took place on the evening of the 28th September, this being
run by the Banners Gate Neighbourhood Forum. The objective of the meeting was to discuss and
vote on the forthcoming boundary changes and the nature of the best pattern for the wards.
It seems that someone at the meeting stated that the WRA had agreed as part of a collective of
forums/Associations to the proposal that the Banners Gate forum had put forward to the boundary
commission.
The true facts are:





The WRA have not been consulted on the detail of these proposals and we do not support
them.
The WRA have been misrepresented in comments/submissions made by the Banners Gate
Neighbourhood Forum to the commissioner.
The BGNF at best, represent a small proportion of the Sutton Coldfield residents and have no
authority to speak for most residents and that includes Walmley residents.
The BGNF submission regarding new ward boundaries seems to have been seriously
politicised.

In summary the BGNF are perfectly entitled to present their views (and the political motivations
behind them) but they must not be allowed to pretend that they represent the views of a significant
number of Sutton Coldfield residents – they have not consulted widely.
We are a non-political organisation, where we endeavour to endure that our members are given
an informed and balanced view of any issues that may impact on them. We would not force our
own personal views on our membership which I feel is the case of the BGNF approach.
Yours sincerely,

Brian Storer
Walmley Residents Association (WRA)
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Proposed New Boundaries for Wylde Green.
The Wylde Green Neighbourhood Forum is the group of local residents supporting
the local community in the Wylde Green area of Sutton Coldfield. We are very active
in a range of issues such as addressing anti social behaviour, crime, litter and general
pride and aesthetics for the area. We hold several Public Meetings in our Community
Hall per year with speakers of local interest; these meetings are always well attended.
More details on our website, www.wyldegreen.com
New Boundary Defined. (See attached map of existing and proposed extended
boundary)
 Proposed border to the South
This will be the existing southern boundary of Wylde Green/ Sutton Coldfield.
 Proposed border to the West
The western border currently runs partly along the railway line and partly along
the Boulevard. We wish to extend the border further north along the railway line
up to Jockey Road with a slight easterly bend so that it meets the junction of
Goldieslie Road and Jockey Road. From here it passes easterly along the centre of
Jockey Road to the northern corner of Pilkington Avenue and Birmingham Road.
A major advantage of this is that Wylde Green Station would be in and serve the
proposed Wylde Green area. Its current situation outside Wylde Green is known
to be confusing to visitors.
 Proposed North-East and East border.
The border continues along both sides of Pilkington Avenue to its junction with
Maney Hill Road. It continues in a southerly direction along both sides of the
bottom section of Maney Hill Road as far as Wylde Green Road. It then continues
along both sides of Wylde Green Road as far as the railway line next to East View
Road. From here it follows the existing eastern boundary i.e. behind Bishop
Walsh School and south along Plants Brook Stream, over Penns Lane to meet the
southern boundary at the Sports Ground. Making the upper section of Wylde
Green Road part of Wylde Green again makes sense; the lower portion beyond
New Hall Valley Country Park has a closer link with Walmley.
Numbers of electorate in proposed new area of Wylde Green.
From the figures available we estimate that the area will be approaching the
required number of electorate for a one councillor region. Currently there are
proposals for a housing development on the golf course on our eastern side which
would increase this number as would, if considered desirable, the inclusion of that
part of Maney area bounded by Holland Road, Coles Lane, East View Road and
our proposed north-east boundary. This would create another natural boundary to
the Wylde Green area.
Interests and identities of the local community, Wylde Green.
 The proposed boundary would address the anomaly that currently exists in that
two land marks both have Wylde Green in their title but are not in Wylde
Green i.e. Wylde Green Station and Wylde Green Road.
 The central spine of the Wylde Green area is the main Birmingham Road
(A5127) which runs parallel to the railway line, both providing excellent
transport links to Sutton Town going through our proposed extended
boundary.
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The residents in the proposed extended northerly boundary are closely enough
linked to use the facilities and identify with Wylde Green. We know from
friends in the area that many of these residents already identify with Wylde
Green and use their many facilities.
Wylde Green has a well developed shopping and commercial area which
attracts residents from the length of A5127 and to the west and east of the new
boundary outlined. It has an infra structure which would cope adequately with
the proposed extended region i.e. good parking facilities which are free in the
shopping area and also has a range of local and national outlets and
commercial businesses. All this makes the area a popular place for residents
and a vibrant community centre.
Amenities accessible to the proposed extended boundary area are already
currently used by many of the residents from this region and include health
centres, dentists, chiropodists, hair dressers, dry cleaners, launderette, banks,
restaurants, public houses, schools, nurseries, residential developments for the
elderly and churches of a range of denominations. We also have an excellent
community hall and will have a second railway station.

Identifiable boundaries.
 The railway line creates a natural boundary to the west.
 To the east is New Hall Valley Country Park and the Plants Brook
Stream.
 The south border displays a sign depicting the Royal Town of Sutton
Coldfield which proudly identifies the area.
Summary
It is our belief that the present boundaries of Wylde Green represent a vibrant
community with several natural boundaries and that our proposals would not
compromise this. Residents in the extended region would still be close enough to
benefit from the range of amenities that Wylde Green can offer and be close enough
to identify with and feel part of its community due to the excellent transport links that
run through the centre of the region. The attached map will make this clear.
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