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Warrington
Personal Details:
Name:

Susan Kennedy

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I am very concerned to see the proposed boundary changes in Warrington South. The current
arrangement serves the communities well and before any decision is made one needs to
seriously look at the area and the criteria for change. The current arrangement for Hatton,
Stretton and Walton and Appleton meet the criteria for community identity and effective and
convenient local government. Merging Hatton, Stretton and Walton primarily with Appleton will
totally lose these two criteria. I know the area well, having stood to be a Councillor in Appleton
myself. Appleton is a massive geographical mixed area, to represent this community is a
challenging job in itself without having to consider the outlying areas of Hatton, Stretton and
Walton which are quite diverse with different identities and needs. There will also be problems
with Walton Parish being split between Stockton Heath and Appleton Wards. With regard to
population, this is difficult to predict at this stage with new developments in Appleton and
Stretton being planned in the next few years. I would ask that you seriously reconsider this
decision, as I am unable to see the value in change, only less effective local government for
residents.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6112
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Local Boundary Commission for England Consultation Portal

Page 1 of 1

Warrington
Personal Details:
Name:

Anthony Kinsella

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
These proposals will not increase fairness in local representation. By splitting a well defined
community such as Lymm in half, it would only result in confusion and a sense of division as to
who represents whom. Also, the way you are treated could be seen as a postcode lottery and a
perception of inequality may arise, even if the proposed jerrymandering was intended to do the
opposite. Please don't destroy our united community.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6127
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Warrington
Personal Details:
Name:

Ashok Kumar Malaiya

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Dear Sir / Madam I am writing to protest against the new boundary changes proposed for
Appleton. I live in
, one of the roads affected by the new proposed boundary..
We have enjoyed many years with the wonderful Councillors of Appleton and wish to continue
to do so. Also becoming a part of Stockton Heath is going to affect us financially eg lower
house price, higher taxi fare from airport , cost of address changeetc. From what I have
understood only Two and a half roads of current Appleton are being removed and a large chunk
would be added further south. If boundaries have to change for whatever reasons, then I would
suggest leaving Kingsley Drive, Birchdale Road etc. as they are and make new additions. I
sincerely hope that my views and protest will be given due consideration.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6119
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Warrington
Personal Details:
Name:

Steve Liput

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I think the proposed changes to Lymm are a good compromise and better than previous
versions I heard that would move parts of Lymm (Statham) off to other villages. This proposal
keeps Lymm as a reasonable distinct entity and will foster community cohesion in the growing
and popular village Steve

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/5981
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Warrington
Personal Details:
Name:

Angela Lord

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Lymm has its own identity, aims and interests and if we are split into two the cohesion of a
village will vanish. It is already being chipped away at by the new housing projects which
extend our boundaries. I would rather we stayed compact. That way council / parish plans,
ideas and suggestions would be more easily managed as a 'whole' Lymm.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6125
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Warrington
Personal Details:
Name:

Nilima Malaiya

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Dear Sir / Madam I am writing to protest against the new boundary changes proposed for
Appleton. I live in
, one of the roads affected by the new proposed boundary..
We have enjoyed many years with the wonderful Councillors of Appleton and wish to continue
to do so. Also becoming a part of Stockton Heath is going to affect us financially eg lower
house price, higher taxi fare from airport , cost of address changeetc. From what I have
understood only Two and a half roads of current Appleton are being removed and a large chunk
would be added further south. If boundaries have to change for whatever reasons, then I would
suggest leaving Kingsley Drive, Birchdale Road etc. as they are and make new additions. I
sincerely hope that my views and protest will be given due consideration. Yours sincerely N
Malaiya

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6118
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Warrington
Personal Details:
Name:

Christopher Marshall

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Please reconsider the proposal to split Lymm into 'Lymm North & Thelwall' and 'Lymm South'
wards. As a Heatley resident I'm far more affected by what is going on in the rest of Lymm,
particularly the center than by what is going on in Thelwall. I'm concerned that future
councillors for the 'Lymm North and Thelwall' ward would be less interested in what is
happening in Lymm and also that councillors for 'Lymm South' would be less likely to consider
the effect on Heatley, Oughtrington and Statham when there are issues involving the village
center. I'd ask that Lymm is kept as a single entity to match the structure of the communities
here. Maybe a better way to balance the numbers would be to give Lymm an extra councillor.
If this results in too few electors/councillor then maybe the western boundary with Thelwall and
Appleton could be adjusted a bit to compensate.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6140
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Warrington
Personal Details:
Name:

Denis McAllister

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I would like to object to the proposals for changes to the electoral boundaries for local
government in Warrington. I appreciate that you are trying to address the need for a balanced
representation; but this also needs to be a meaningful representation. To combine part of
Lymm with Thelwall serves to break up a long established local community. Lymm is a separate
village with its own discrete identity, and whilst close to Thelwall we are separated from it by
an area of open farmland. Prior to 1974 it was an Urban District Council, and thus has had an
independent existence for a long time. Not only is the proposed ward of Lymm North and
Thelwall long and thin without a definite centre, but councillors elected for that ward would
have to represent two communities who may feel differently on some issues. Residents of
Lymm are not complaining about a lack of representation but would complain about the loss of
identity.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6086

07/10/2015

PS A reminder too that largely through the efforts of Appleton Parish Council over many
years, Appleton and Appleton Thorn currently share many facilities, services, and amenities
ranging from shops, a community hall, scout huts, medical services, recreational space including
interconnecting pathways, sports fields which in turn lead to a strong sense of integration and
engagement between the 2 areas. Our residents just do not see similar opportunities with
Grappenhall.

TO:
Review Officer (Warrington),
Local Government Boundary Commission for England,
Millbank Tower,
London SW1P 4QP
Dear Sir,
As a member of Appleton Ward residents group, CARE, I am most concerned about the new
boundary proposals in which Appleton Thorn village is removed from the Appleton Ward and
becomes part of a reconfigured Grappenhall Ward.
Currently our village is in close proximity geographically, traditionally, politically, economically, and
even culturally to the rest of Appleton. Indeed you will notice we share a common name
together, largely from recognition of a shared history and heritage. We are much nearer to the
remainder of Appleton, less than 1 mile, than your proposal that we come under the jurisdiction of
1

Grappenhall, a village some 4 miles away from the centre of our village and with little shared
heritage. Indeed bonds between Appleton Thorn and Appleton are set to become even
stronger, as Warrington's 2014/ 15 Local Plan and SHLAA have both set out building
development plan proposals for the HCA land around the Blackcap Rd area just on the boundary
of our village which, if successful, will effectively mean that Appleton Thorn village will fully merge
with the rest of Appleton in the next few years. In contrast there is a significant green belt space of
several miles between Appleton Thorn and Grappenhall, space that means little prospect in the
way of merging territory, common interests, and shared values.
You state in your criteria for boundary changes that new proposals shall reflect the interests and
identities of local communities, and that electoral arrangements should provide for effective and
convenient local government. On this basis can you please explain the logic behind the proposed
electoral merger between Appleton Thorn and Grappenhall. Then we can share with the rest of
our community who are currently more than perplexed about the rationale for your proposals
Thank you for your consideration in advance.
Yours faithfully,
Dr Kevin T McAloon,
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Warrington
Personal Details:
Name:

John McMaster

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
The reason behind this is apparently to enhance electoral equality and "improve our lot". Has
anyone considered the revaluation of properties as a consequence of this exercise? House
owners that wake up to find they are now located in Grappenhall rather than Stockton Heath
will see the value of their property reduced immediately. As one of those house owners I
oppose the redrawing of boundaries simply so we can have another councillor. No objection to
having another councillor but there is no need to devalue peoples property to achieve this.
Anyone whose property is devalued due to this exercise should be financially compensated or
you need to find another way of introducing the extra councillor. John McMaster,

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6061

28/09/2015

Morrison, William
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
16 October 2015 08:41
Morrison, William
FW: Proposed changes to Warrington Boundaries

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Follow up
Flagged

‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐
From:
Sent: 15 October 2015 16:53
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Re: Proposed changes to Warrington Boundaries

I am emailing on behalf of myself, husband and 15 year old daughter, who have all been residents of
Warrington for many years. We all STRONGLY OPPOSE any changes to the boundary. We are proud to be
residents of Appleton and feel the changes will have detrimental affects on house prices. My husband has
his own business, with business cards and other stationery items that detail our address being in Appleton
and the new proposals would mean we would be re‐classified as Stockton Heath who will pay for new
stationery to be printed? We are also very happy with our parish councillors who keep us regularly
updated with local matters via the Focus magazine that covers the Appleton ward, if we were no longer in
Appleton we wouldn't receive this any more.
Please don't change the boundaries 'If it aint broke don't fix it springs to mind'.
Regards
Helen, Ken and Laura Mellor
Proud Appleton residents.
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Warrington
Personal Details:
Name:

Juliet Miles

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
i do not agree with the proposal to the Lymm district - to split the village in two would be
detrimental to the cohesiveness of the village and would detract from the excellent work our
councillors are doing on our behalf. Thelwall and Grappenhall also have their own identities and
these would also be diminished by the merger with parts of Lymm. It would place our
councillors in an invidious position where they may be Lymm south residents yet representing
Lymm north and obliged to support measures which they believe would be detrimental to Lymm
yet beneficial in some way to Thelwall. I also think that this is an attempt to merge the Lymm
and Thelwall areas so that the valuable green land which currently exists in both these areas
would then be considered to be part of the same district and less well protected than it might
be if we remained 2 separate wards. I accept that Lymm has grown considerably since the
boundary lines were drawn and thoroughly approve of increasing the number of councillors
which represent areas south of the borough but do not believe that Lymm should be joined with
any other area - make a Lymm North and South or East and West if necessary but do not
merge with another area, there are too many differences to make for a good working
relationship.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6018
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Warrington
Personal Details:
Name:

Anthony Morris

E-mail:

morris5aw@btinternet.com

Postcode:

WA4 5AW

Organisation Name: Homeowner and voter

Comment text:
The natural boundary should be along the Bridgewater canal. Community links are being
ignored. Several different borough councillors will represent parts of each parish. Property
values may change New housing Developments around Warrington which are many may well
alter the numbers of population and their balance

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6156
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Warrington
Personal Details:
Name:

Kevin Mottershead

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I have heard about the plans to split Lymm into to voting areas. Whilst I understand the desire
to achieve equal voting areas across Warrington I do not agree with splitting Lymm. The reason
is that Lymm is a distinct community which would not be reflected by this change.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6087

08/10/2015

Local Boundary Commission for England Consultation Portal

Page 1 of 1

Warrington
Personal Details:
Name:

Elizabeth Newton

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I am concerned about the loss of Walton, Stretton and Hatton Ward. I understand the need for
electoral equality, but one of the criteria refers to the need to reflect community interest and
identies and evidence of community links. The existing ward is more rural in nature than the
rest of Appleton, with which is suggested they are merged. The needs and interests of the
communities and the issues that arise are likely to be different to the more urban areas of
Warrington and we need Councillors who respect and understand those issues. There is a strong
sense of community in Walton, with local residents taking a keen interest in local matters and
how the area is managed. The 3 Parishes also act as a green lung for the rest of Warrington,
with facilities such as Walton Lea Gardens providing a strong local identity. There is a strong
friends group for the Walton Lea Gardens and an active Parish Council. The area needs to be
managed in a way that reflects its more rural characteristics and to have Councillors who
respect and understand this and the issues that arise. A more mixed ward as suggested by the
inclusion of this ward with Appleton, will inevitably mean that more time will be spent on the
busy, urban areas, perhaps to the neglect of the rest of the proposed new ward.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6078
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Warrington
Personal Details:
Name:

Shirley North

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Lymm is a distinct village in its own right; it has its own minor subdivisions, however, it
functions as complete entity. The councillors work together for the good of the village as a
whole. This suggestion will divide the village and its strength in its local Councillors would be
lost. The suggestions being made ignore the point that there is greenbelt land between Lymm
and Thelwall which does not have a centre as such, it has small trading areas. Lymm has a
mediaeval past which is embraced sand celebrated regularly through the year. By making this
suggestion which takes no account of local history and traditions, all that is being done is to
roughly equate the population numbers represented by local Councillors. The reallocation of
councillors will achieve the effect of losing the interest of many who have worked hard for the
village through many years, it divides the Parish. Thelwall and Grappenhall are distinct villages
with their own intricacies and nuances which new Councillors will need to learn, they will need
to gain the trust of the local population. It will even in all probability result in villages losing
the representatives that they know and trust. These villages have protective belts of green land
around them; locally we are fighting to retain this land as we wish to retain our separate
village identities. All that is happening here, is that a national body is trying to even up
population electoral numbers. If this was in a city the rational can be understood. To artificially
attempt to put together areas which have different needs, priorities and outlooks will result in
disharmony as the councillors will not be able to work as effectively as they do now. It also
means that the heart of the village will be looked after by fewer Councillors. This projected
reallocation will also increase the number of Councillors on Warrington Borough Council,
therefore increasing Council costs in Councillor Allowances at a time when Warrington Borough
Council is facing further budgetary cuts of £30,000,000.00 in the next three years. The voters
of Warrington are finding it difficult enough to fund what is happening without additional costs
being imposed because someone has had the idea of making areas more equal across the town.
This is a numbers exercise which is causing much upset within the village. It does not need to
be pushed through at all.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6020

21/09/2015

Mayers, Mishka
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

17 October 2015 12:42
reviews
Proposal to move Appleton Thorn into Grapenhall ward

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Follow up
Flagged

Dear Sirs
I think the proposal to move Appleton Thorn into Grapenhall ward should be reconsidered.
There are a couple of reasons for this:‐
Both Grapenhall villages and Appleton Thorn villages are likely to expand considerably in the future causing
imbalance in council or / elector balance There are no community links between Grapenhall and Appleton Thorn
Appleton Thorn currently resides in Appleton ward. This makes more sense than having Appleton Thorn in
Grapenhall as the name Appleton Thorn suggests its part of Appleton ward
Yours faithfully

1

Morrison, William
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
14 October 2015 14:23
Morrison, William
FW: Warrington Boundary review

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Follow up
Flagged

To whom it may concern
I would like to object to the proposals that mean significant parts of Great Sankey parish be carved up and
placed into Penketh Ward.
There is no justification for this... except to have a numerical balance of voters per councillor... which is
irrelevant when you consider that there is still variances across Warrington.
We were assured that the cultural boundaries would be respected and that communities would not be
torn apart but this is exactly what your proposals will do.
I ask you to main the existing ward boundaries of Great Sankey South ward on the following grounds:
a) Your proposals ignore the historical and culture boundaries of Great Sankey
b) Your proposals will move Great Sankey Primary School into the parish of Penketh... which means local
children will not have a school that links them to our historical village boundaries
c) Most of the people in the area regard themselves as being from Great Sankey and NOT Penketh
d) Great Sankey will lose more of its identity because other key community assets e.g. our Childrens Centre
will be classified as now being in Penketh.
Yours sincerely,
Hitesh N Patel

1

Morrison, William
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
07 October 2015 12:03
Morrison, William
FW: Electoral Review of Warrington Borough Council – Lymm

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Follow up
Flagged

From: IAN PEMBERTON
Sent: 07 October 2015 11:46
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Electoral Review of Warrington Borough Council – Lymm
As a resident of Lymm, I urge you to reconsider the proposal to divide the village into 2 wards.
Lymm is a strong community and has a distinct identity. I believe that people have a good knowledge of who
represents them on the borough council and what are their responsibilities. That would be lost if Lymm were split
along a boundary which is not recognised locally, and that would be bad for local democracy.
I believe it is possible to balance the number of voters with the number of councillors without dividing Lymm.

1

Peter R. Priestner
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Warrington
Personal Details:
Name:

Thomas Rutter

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Our household is extremely unhappy with the proposed boundary changes. We have just moved
into the area out of Latchford and would be deeply disappointed to be classed as Latchford
again. This would lower the price of out property and we are concerned about the changes this
would make to our local area.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6152
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Warrington
Personal Details:
Name:

Julian Sarkar

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I urge the Boundary Commission to withdraw its proposal to create 'Lymm North and
Thelwall'and 'Lymm South' wards as part of its review of Warrington Borough Council. I ask the
Commission to leave Lymm with its three councillors each representing the whole Parish of
Lymm. Whilst it is possible that the new proposal may deliver better electoral equality, it fails
badly on the other two criteria of "Community identity" and "effective and convenient local
Government". I moved to Lymm in 1996 and have been proudly involved ever since in a
village/ small town that has been very much associated with a distinct identity - Lymm. Why
change it for the sake of yet more bureaucracy that does not take into consideration the wishes
of its inhabitants? Yours , Julian Sarkar,

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6091

12/10/2015

Mayers, Mishka
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

graham savage
16 October 2015 10:07
reviews
Proposed Ward changes for Appleton Parish Council

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Follow up
Completed

My property is one which is scheduled to switch from Appleton to Stockton Heath under the proposed plan.
You state that " our review aims to deliver electoral equality for local voters".
Personally, that is not of any interest and I suspect that many other voters aren't interested either. This is
what the administrators want, not voters. Property prices in the parts of Appleton to be joined to Stockton
Heath are likely to fall by 5% or more as certain locations like Appleton have a premium value, as is
apparent in similar situations all over the UK. Also, I'm quite sure that residents of the outlying villages of
Hatton, Stretton and Walton who have always had their own Parish Councils will not relish being merged
into a much larger Appleton ward as their affairs will not receive the same dedicated time and attention to
deal with the specific needs of those 3 villages. The proposal to switch Appleton Thorn into Grappenhall is
crazy as Appleton's Parish Church is actually in Appleton Thorn.
You also state that " we also want to ensure that our proposals reflect the interests and identities of local
communities across Warrington".
The dididing line of the B

1
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Warrington
Personal Details:
Name:

Christine Schofield

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Lymm and Thelwall are distinctly different villages, with different histories and different
aspirations for the future. They need separate representation by local councillors to ensure each
community's interest is properly looked after. Local government should be based on more than
adding up the number of voters in an area.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6081
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Warrington
Personal Details:
Name:

Benjamin Selwood

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Dear Sir or Madam, After my initial correspondence I am very happy with the draft proposals.
The Lymm North & Thelwall wards and Lymm South wards seem to be democratically
proportionally better, as well as avoiding removing the community spirit of the existing Lymm
ward. Lymm North has many similarities with Thelwall, and the name "Lymm North and
Thelwall" is very well put. The proposal reflects the modern population of Lymm and
Warrington, as well as recognising the history of the area as a seperate Urban District. Yours
Sincerely, Mr Benjamin Leslie Selwood. (Lymm Resident)

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/5958
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Warrington
Personal Details:
Name:

Peter Smith

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Splitting Lymm into two is the most ridiculous suggestion that could be made. Lymm has its
own identity, as does Thelwall. Splitting this could be disastrous in the way we are governed by
our councillors. And what might happen to the green the surrounding Greenbelt under these
changes???? I am totally against this proposal.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6039
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Warrington
Personal Details:
Name:

Carol Sparkes

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Lymm is a very separate and distinct village community. It is madness to sub-divide our village
in this way and to join it onto any other entity. Please DO NOT do this.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6080

05/10/2015

September 8, 2015
Dear Sir,
Electoral Review of Warrington – Draft Recommendations
I refer to the above document and wish to comment on the proposals for a new Borough Council ward of
Lymm North and Thelwall.
I have been a Parish Councillor for Thelwall for over 25 years, and I have to say that the proposal does
not reflect community identity in any way, for the reasons I give below.
Lymm is a village in its own right; it happens to be administered from Warrington. On the other hand,
Thelwall is a suburb of Warrington that merges into Grappenhall, the adjacent suburb, so closely that
many residents believe they live in Thelwall but actually live in Grappenhall, and are unaware that they
do not. Thelwall looks west towards Grappenhall and Stockton Heath, not east towards Lymm. A brief
look at any of your own maps supports this point and the bus timetable will tell you the same thing. A
letter to you from Mr Colin Daniels makes the same point very well and provides the historical
background. The existing Grappenhall and Thelwall Parish Council works well and certainly expresses
real community identity; the turnout at local elections is very high.
Turning to your proposal for Lymm North and Thelwall more specifically, I would point out that a
proposal for a Borough Ward measuring at least 4 miles from end to end – even though the road is good,
as you say – makes no sense with regard to community identity. Furthermore, it not only divides Thelwall
from Grappenhall, which have a shared identity as I explained above, but also divides Lymm, which has
its own community identity, in two! I feel sure that comments you may receive from Lymm will be in the
same vein. So two distinct communities are each to be sawn in half in the name of electoral equality?
As Mr Daniels says; with respect, your proposal fails to meet your own criteria. It is a forced marriage if
ever I saw one and you need to think again.
Yours faithfully,

Clifford Taylor
Review Officer (Warrington)
Local Government Boundary Commission for England
14th Floor Millbank Tower, London SW1P 4QP
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Warrington
Personal Details:
Name:

Alan Tompkins

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
We strongly disagree with Lymm being split into two parts. Those in the 'north' side will feel
left out of the centre of the village which we all use extensively. We are proud of Lymm being
an historical village, with a community spirit evidenced by the number of activities - Dickensian
day, May Queen, Lymm festival, carols by The Cross etc, Schools are in both parts of the
village. It is surrounded by greenery on most of its borders and geographically separate from
Thelwall and Grappenhall. We don't mind it being mathematically under or over represented, we
just want it to remain as one village - we have lived here for 30 years and do not want to see
it split up - it seems crazy when there is no pressing need.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6038
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Morrison, William
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
16 October 2015 08:40
Morrison, William
FW: Warrington - Lymm

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Follow up
Flagged

From:
Sent: 15 October 2015 22:24
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Warrington ‐ Lymm

I like the fact that my vote will be more likely to count in the new proposals.
Richard Troth
Sent from Windows Mail
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Warrington
Personal Details:
Name:

anne turner

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

Comment text:
I feel that Lymm should be left with its 3 Councillors representing the whole of the parish
Lymm. i cannot see any benefit to dividing a community and the community needs to have a
cohesive strategy for the whole of Lymm. To divide Thelwall in two will not be beneficial to that
community and robs them of a clear community identity and representation.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6161

21/10/2015

Local Boundary Commission for England Consultation Portal
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Warrington
Personal Details:
Name:

Colin White

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I live in Appleton Thorn and don't really feel it is appropriate for it to be an outlying area of
Grappenhall. I feel as though the boundaries of the Appleton Borough Council ward should stay
the same as the Parish Council as this covers an established community, makes for an efficient
organisation and already had the correct elector/councillor balance.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6128

16/10/2015

Local Boundary Commission for England Consultation Portal
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Warrington
Personal Details:
Name:

Michael Williams

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I objectto the proposals for South Warrington as I do not feel theywill meet the criteria set by
the Boundary Commission.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6021

21/09/2015

Dear Sir,
I understand your use of population statistics to achieve a broad framework for representation voting
equality but I disagree with your suggestions for wards when mapping onto the location of residential
groups or communities. In my long experience of involvement with representing people they are not
interested in equality but are strongly interested in their community and its established relationships with
neighbouring communities, in knowing who are their councillors and where they can be contacted with
relative ease. You cannot satisfy this requirement by keeping slavishly to your statistical objectives. You
must listen to what the councillors and community want.
My interest is in the area south of the Ship Canal and in particular Lymm. It is completely wrong to put
Thelwall and north Lymm into a new ward. They are different communities and the work of a councillor
would be made onerous. There are no large residential developments which would alter the people
distribution being planned at present and any minor adjustments could be accommodated in the present
arrangements of wards.
There is no justification for changing representation which operates well and I feel sure that any
consultation with residents would confirm that.
Leave well alone.
yours sincerely
Neville Woodyatt
Former Parish councillor Lymm P. C.

1
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Warrington
Personal Details:
Name:

Maureen York

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I believe Appleton Thorn Village should remain within the Appleton boundary in order to
maintain the interests and identity of the current community. As a resident of Appleton Thorn I
am part of the Appleton community in that my children attended schools in Appleton, I do
volunteer work in Appleton, I attend a church in Appleton, I shop at Dudlows Green and the
public transport goes to Appleton.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6083

07/10/2015

