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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
28 January 2016 10:12
Pascoe, Mark
FW: OBJECTION (Boundary Changes to Hall Green - Burnaston Road)

From: Mo Abbass
Sent: 28 January 2016 10:01
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Cc:
Subject: RE: OBJECTION (Boundary Changes to Hall Green ‐

Good Morning,
I would like to strongly object the Boundary Commission's proposal which will affect my house (
). I read with interest the leaflet that was circulated, detailing
that my house and the road will be moved to the Tyseley Ward.
We purchased our house in November 2011 after our marriage and believe paid a fair value for the
property above and beyond the price we would have paid if this house and road was in the Tyseley Ward.
We moved to the area to be part of the Hall Green community and to ensure that our children will be able
to enjoy the facilities the ward has to offer i.e Hall Green Schools, Hall Green Library.
I believe and am in total agreement with my local coucillors that the LG Boundary Commission have got
this wrong. Our road is definitely in the boundary of Hall Green and I am not in agreement with the
proposals, which will take away our local identity and confuse the local geography.
Kind regards,
Mo Abbass
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Mayers, Mishka on behalf of reviews
02 February 2016 10:09
Pascoe, Mark
FW: WE ARE HALL GREEN

From: shoaib abbas
Sent: 01 February 2016 18:07
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: WE ARE HALL GREEN

Shoaib Abbas

To the Review Commissioner,
As a resident of Hall Green I do not agree with the boundary changes which will change the
area I live into Tyseley, as I found Hall Green has a strong community identity including
Hall Green Library, South and City College, Sarehole Mill, Hall Green Parade, Hall Green
train station, and Hall Green Church this will confuse the geography as these locations have
always been identified with Hall Green. In addition, Hall Green is a residential area and
Tyseley is an industrial area therefore, merging the two does not make sense. Therefore, I
urge you to consider proposal made by our councillors which allows the roads affected by
the boundary change to remain under Hall Green, the proposals suggest splitting Hall Green
into different sections. I hope you will look at this and reconsider.I hope your board
reconsiders this decision and leaves Hall Green as it currently is, as Sutton Coldfield has
4000/5000 voters per ward with one councillor, which I find contradicting as at present Hall
Green has double/triple that but you still wish to reduce the councillors.
Yours Faithfully,
Shoaib Abbas
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
12 January 2016 16:28
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Proposed new ward - Stechford East (Birmingham)

‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐
From: Donald Abbott
Sent: 12 January 2016 16:18
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Proposed new ward ‐ Stechford East (Birmingham)
The name attached to this proposed new ward is an historical nonsense. At the centre of the ward is the
Conservation Area of Yardley, which includes the village of Yardley, itself dating back to 971 AD. Stechford was (is) a
minor part of Yardley, not the other way round, and so to have Yardley held out to be a part of Stechford is
ridiculous.
The two new wards which do include the name 'Yardley' can easily be renamed to reflect more accurately their true
geographical siting within Birmingham.
Sent from my iPad
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BoundComm
n,

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

1st February, 2016

Dear Sir,
Your proposal of 15th December, 2015 ‘putting Hall Green into Tyseley’
We have seen your draft proposal and are amazed at how you think the
successful leafy suburb of Birmingham namely ‘HALL GREEN’ would fit
into the industrial area of Tyseley. This is a ridiculous idea which has
caused much upset in our multi-cultural community.
I met and married my husband in Hall Green and moved into this house
in 1976 because this is where we wanted to live. Over the decades I
have seen many changes in businesses on HALL GREEN Parade (there
since 1913). The now – HALL GREEN UNITED COMMUNITY
CHURCH serving a successful multi-cultural community who get on well
together, joining in social events and helping each other has been here
since 1924 (giving shelter to the bombed homeless during the war). As
a community HALL GREEN HAS GOT IT RIGHT!! and should not be
split up part in Tyseley and part left in Hall Green. This would destroy all
the good that has been done to promote cultural unity.
Your proposal seems to have been sneaked in just before Christmas
when everyone was preparing for their own way of celebrating the
festive season. I am shocked at how many people still do not know
about the proposals even though we have held meetings one of which
was at our church and it was packed with more than 300 people, (who
attended on a very wet blustery night) all stressing passionately against
your proposals. The homes affected by your proposals should all have
been informed properly and not been allowed to ‘find out’ by accident.
You have not followed the correct consultation procedures which is
contrary to the democratic ethos of this country and is not acceptable.
cont…

-2People are concerned with such issues as car and home insurance
being increased because the crime rate of Tyseley is much higher than
Hall Green and premiums will go up through no fault of their own. Also
the rateable value of properties will also be adversely affected because
people wanting to move to this area will disregard Tyseley B28 because
it is not Hall Green. You are in effect taking the food out of our mouths,
unless of course, you intend to recommend compensation for all the
homes concerned.
I appreciate your proposal is politically motivated to reduce the number
of Councillors. I have also seen an option, to help you, proposed and
published by the Labour party. There does not seem to be any
published by the Conservatives nor Lib Dems. I could accept Hall
Green being split into three Wards as long as ‘Hall Green’ still appeared
in the district name,i.e. HALL GREEN WEST, HALL GREEN EAST etc.
or HALL GREEN (something else) which makes us individual Wards.
BUT the name HALL GREEN must, must, be used. Hall Green is an
historic area and should remain HALL GREEN. It is in the wild life and
conservation area of Shire Country Park which encompasses Sarehole
Mill – a working mill which attracts visitors to this area.
I know I speak for the masses when I urge you to think again!!
Yours faithfully,

Dorrie A. Abbott
cc. Mr. David Cameron PM, Cllrs. Kerry Jenkins, Barry Bowles,
Sam Burden and Roger Godsiff (Birmingham City Council.

Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Mayers, Mishka on behalf of reviews
13 January 2016 09:35
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Yardley Ward

From: Ruth Abbott
Sent: 13 January 2016 08:56
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: FW: Yardley Ward

From: Ruth Abbott
Sent: 13 January 2016 08:55
To: 'Reviews@lgbcw.org.uk'
Subject: Yardley Ward

Dear Sirs,
As a resident living in the Yardley Ward .
I think it is outrageous that you want to put Yardley ward into Stechford East.
Yardley dates back to before the Doomsday Book.
Our church St Edburghas, is almost 1,000years old and is fondly called “Yardley Old Church”
Yardley conservation area was Birmingham’s first.
Yardley was independent until 1911.

Regards

Ruth Abbott

________________________________________________________________________
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Page 1 of 1

Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Joynal Abdin

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
It's a terrible idea. Need to go back to drawing board. Yardley is Yardley not Stechford. Don't
distroy our history. I totally object to this.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/7169

03/02/2016

Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
18 January 2016 08:42
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Boundary changes Hall Green - objections

From: Saba Abdulla
Sent: Sunday, January 17, 2016 6:39 PM
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Fwd: Boundary changes Hall Green ‐ objections

Further to the e-mail below it is worth stating that Tysley and hall green are not like for like. Tysley is a
deprived industrial area similar to small Heath and it makes sense to merge an area to Tysley that is similar
to it. I will not accept being driven out of hall green and will take necessary legal action.
I hope I have conveyed my deep dissatisfaction with this proposal that disregards people and well
established communities.
Saba Abdulla
Sent from my iPhone
Begin forwarded message:
From: Saba Abdulla
Date: 17 January 2016 16:01:32 GMT
To: "reviews@lgbce.org.uk" <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Boundary changes Hall Green - objections

To whom it may concern,
I am very upset to hear that local government are considering changing the
boundaries of Hall Green and as a result I will be part of Tysley. Hall green is
considered a desirable area and I paid a premium to purchase a 3 bedroom
house for
on
in August 2015. I love living here and
my family strongly identify with the community in Hall Green. The change in
boundary will have a significant impact on the value of my home and will
have a deep impact on my involvement in the community.
I strongly wish to continue to be a part of the Hall Green ward and it's
wonderful community. Community identity is far more important to cutting
costs and it's not worth destroying a strong community such as ours.
I did not choose to live in Tysley and would move should the proposal go
ahead. Tyseley is considered an undesirable area and the value of my house
1

will reduce significantly. I would demand compensation for all financial
losses.
Kind regards
Saba Abdulla
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Gillian Abraham

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I attended the Jan 16th meeting and expressed my objection to the proposal there. I’m now
writing to make sure that you take note of my objection. I attended the January 16th 2016
community meeting ‘Your Moseley – fight for it NOW’ and was part of the virtually unanimous
objection against the Boundary Comminsion’s proposals for new wards in Birmingham. I live at
and I strongly object to being in the proposed
Cannon Hill and Balsall Heath Ward. My family have owned property on
since the
1960s and have been proud to have Moseley as our address. The proposed boundary completely
disregards the long established geography of the area, by breaking up the Moseley area into a
number of wards. This would destroy the long established community cherished by Moseley’s
residents and in fact goes against the Boundary Commission’s own policy guidelines. In addition
to dismantling a very well established community the proposal will make local governance even
more convoluted. As a resident within one of the conservation areas of Moseley I’m really
concerned that the proposed Moseley ward boundary does not encompass both of the two
Moseley conservation areas, thus dividing an area with over 150 years of historical unity. The
partnership between the Moseley Society and Moseley councillors that created two Moseley
conservation areas would be broken, and the volunteers who monitor planning applications
would have a totally unnecessary increase in their workload. Also, it seems ludicrous that
Moseley village, our ‘High Street’ and home of the monthly Moseley Farmers market, should fall
outside the new Moseley ward. The same goes for Moseley Parish (St Mary’s) Church, which has
been at the heart of the community for 600 years – surely this should remain in Moseley.
Moseley village has an active and passionate community with many volunteer groups preserving
and improving the local area, and it’s contribution to Birmingham, such as Moseley in Bloom,
Moseley Society and Moseley Interfaith group. These and many other community projects would
suffer considerably by the dismantling of the area. I strongly urge you to reconsider your plans.
Breaking up a well-established residential neighbourhood and its amenities does not serve the
residents of Moseley nor our neighbouring suburbs. Yours faithfully Gillian Abraham

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/7728

11/02/2016

Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
08 February 2016 15:06
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Draft Recommendations of the Local government Boundary Commission for
England

From: Danyal Adams
Sent: 08 February 2016 12:38
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Cc:
Subject: Draft Recommendations of the Local government Boundary Commission for England
To Boundary commission
We are very concerned that the wards are being merged to make the area larger than initially suggested by
yourselves.
It has been brought to our attention that some councillors are suggesting to merge 2 of the potential wards.
It would be a grave mistake since the wards need more councillors to fully deal with issues, not by having larger
areas with less councillors’.
Also it is vital that 1 councillor will be responsible for 1 ward and hence deal effectively with its issues.
We hope you will not alter the proposed boundary changes and try to increase the councillors within them.
Thank you
D ADAMS
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Jill Adams

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I wish to object to the Boundary Commission's proposal for Moseley Ward, Birmingham and
support the proposal submitted jointly by the local community organisations, Moseley Forum,
The Moseley Society and Moseley CDT. Moseley has a very strong community which is centred
on Moseley Village and extends on both sides of Alcester Rd. Your proposals split this well
established community into several parts and divide it up into different wards. Your proposal
does not include the conservation areas,, Moseley Village centre with the shopping area and the
Community Development Centre and the village green, where the award winning Moseley
Farmers' Market is held (run by Moseley volunteers for the benefit of Moseley inhabitants).
Moseley Park and Pool would become part of Balsall Heath and Cannon Hill and Balsall Heath
Park would become part of Moseley. This makes no sense whatsoever. Moseley Parish Church
(St Mary's) and its sister church St Anne's (also part of the Moseley Benefice) would be
separated from the vicarage and associated C of E Primary School and the homes of most of
the parishioners. The church, the Moseley Society, Moseley Forum etc would have to deal with
at least 4 different sets of councillors, most of whose priorities would not lie within Moseley,
and we should have no say in (and probably not be consulted about) proposed developments in
OUR village centre. I support your intention to improve electoral equality but we felt the joint
proposal reflected the numbers required for a 2 councillor ward. If we were mistaken in this
then the area on the far side of Yardley Wood Rd could remain in a different ward but the
village itself must not be torn apart. This would definitely NOT fulfill your aim of reflecting
community identity or providing effective and convenient local government.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6488

04/01/2016

Local Boundary Commission for England Consultation Portal

Page 1 of 1

Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Terence Adams

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

Comment text:
As someone who has lived in Moseley since
I wish to object most strongly to the
proposals for Moseley and the surrounding wards. Moseley (known to most residents as Moseley
Village) has a definite identity, centred on the Green, the Park, the shops, restaurants and
pubs, and the church. The surrounding residential area feeds into it. There are a large number
of community organisations which have 'Moseley' in their names which are active in the area,
such as the Farmers' Market, The Forum, etc which draw their personnel and support from the
surrounding residential areas. The proposed boundaries would make a nonsense of all this. For
example: Moseley Park would be in Balsall Heath/Cannon Hill while Balsall Heath Park would be
in Moseley. St Mary's Church would be in Balsall Heath/Cannon Hill while the vicarage and
associated C of E Primary School would be in Moseley. Most of the residents who use the
church, the shops and the other facilities in the centre of Moseley would live in other wards. No
-one would know which councillor to approach in the case of an issue developing in the area
and one suspects that the Balsall Heath/Cannon Hill councillors nominally responsible for the
centre of Moseley would be more interested in the affairs of Balsall Heath centre. In conclusion:
what on earth were you smoking when you came up with this lame-brained proposal.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6491

04/01/2016

Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Mayers, Mishka on behalf of reviews
19 January 2016 08:36
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Boundary changes and Hall Green

‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐
From: Mohammed Aftab
Sent: Monday, January 18, 2016 7:18 PM
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Cc:
Subject: Boundary changes and Hall Green
Dear all
I have just moved to
in hall green in
and I believe the proposed boundary changes for
hall green are of a concern to me my family and all the residents of hall green as I believe:
House prices will be devalued,
People buy a property for a reason and have paid a certain price for the house who will make up the shortfall, This is
a very difficult situation you are putting us through, If we want to sell in the future it is unacceptable to change the
boundaries and who are you to dictate to us where we can and can't live, We are an aggrieved neighbourhood, We
want answers and we want clarity,
We are all looking forward to hearing from you soon that this is all a big mistake.

Sent from my iphone6 plus
Many Thanks
Mohammed Aftab
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Mayers, Mishka on behalf of reviews
25 January 2016 08:07
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Hall green boundary changes

‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐
From: Mohammed Aftab
Sent: 24 January 2016 19:07
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Cc:
Subject: Hall green boundary changes
Dear all,
I've seen the proposed changes in the boundaries for hall green to hall green east and hallgreen west.
Me and my family are against these proposals as I've said before:
We do not accept or appreciate you making changes to the local geography, We bought our house in this area for a
certain price and we moved in this area for a certain reason.
Any changes you make will devalue our property, Who is going to make up the difference if we decide to sell,
Splitting HallGreen into two areas east and west is un acceptable and it will label the different sides, Some people
may say one side is cheaper or one side is expensive or other things, We didn't sign up for this, you can't do this, This
will also ruin our local economy.
We want to live in Hall Green and not in hall green east or hall green west, it is Hall Green.

Sent from my iphone6 plus
Many Thanks
Mohammed Aftab
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Local Boundary Commission for England Consultation Portal
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Deepak Aggarwal

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
How can you propose to take Moseley Village out of Moseley? That is probably the most
ridiculous thing I've heard in a long while. The area has so much heritage and wide spread
public love! Moseley is a community of caring people and your proposals to change it quite
frankly are absurd. Put simply - you will ruin a lovely area and it's surrounding areas. Think!

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6777

15/01/2016

Local Boundary Commission for England Consultation Portal

Page 1 of 1

Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Maqsood Ahmed

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I am resident at
hall green, and in the new purposed changes i will be in
tyseley, which is utter ludicrous ,this part of hall green, is the heart of hall green with key
landmarks such as sarehole mill, the hall green school, the Methodist church, college, shopping
parade , train station and hall green health centre which serves the majority of hall green. All
these will now be in tyseley, this can't be happening to our community. Hall green boundaries
should either remain as they are or the tyseley boundry stops at the beginning of sarehole
road. It will have major impact on our vibrant community under the current purposals which
would mean that hall green loses a number of key land marks, mentioned above.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6434

22/12/2015

Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
28 January 2016 08:48
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Proposed Boundry Changes to Hall Green

From: Mushtaq
Sent: 27 January 2016 21:34
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Proposed Boundry Changes to Hall Green

Not only do I think it is a shocking proposal to include Hall Green into Tysley it is also very inconsiderate,
impractical and unacceptable. It clearly shows the people proposing these changes have not got a clue
about Hall green and its history. I fail to see how this proposition could have been looked into properly. To
suggest Sarehole Mill (an internationally recognised venue which was the inspiration behind J R R Tolkiens
Lord of the rings blockbuster) ‐ South and Birmingham College ‐ Hall Green train station ‐ Hall Green
Library and Hall green School have been proposed to fall under Tyseley is again unfair and unacceptable.
We urge for this proposed change to be withdrawn. The residents of Hall Green and the community
strongly oppose this change and are standing together to ensure this does not happen. We would request
this is reconsidered
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
28 January 2016 14:01
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Hall Green Ward Boundary Changes

Importance:

High

From: Manuela Yahoo
Sent: 28 January 2016 13:35
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Hall Green Ward Boundary Changes
Importance: High
Dear Sir or Madam,
It is with great concern that I have found out about the suggested boundary changes to the Hall Green Ward in
Birmingham. I am a
who has lived in the UK for over 20 years, over 16 of these in Hall Green,
Birmingham. I have always felt very proud of living in Hall Green, a very leafy suburb of Birmingham. It is mainly an
area of middle class families, with a peaceful and tranquil atmosphere and a good community spirit, expressed
through events such as the annual festival at Sarehole Mill, an additional Christmas market at Sarehole Mill this year
and the new Hall Green Festival at City and South Birmingham College. I understand that technically Sarehole Mill is
located in Moseley, however, if you look at the map you will see that more residents of Hall Green are close to the
venue than those of Moseley and many Hall Green residents, including myself, are very proud to be connected with
Tolkien and the fact that the Tolkien Saga was created in Hall Green.
With regards to the suggested proposal of integrating Hall Green Station, Hall Green Parade and Hall Green School
into the Tyseley Ward, I would like to express my utmost concern. Tyseley is a very industrialised area providing
housing on a much cheaper scale than Hall Green. It of course fulfils a very valuable function to Hall Green residents
such as the local recycling centre and many industrial services. However, the feel and population of the Ward are
entirely different to the ones of Hall Green and I can’t see any match in terms of the closeness (in values, spirit) of
these two communities. In addition, Tyseley has its own train station and it would be a devastating loss for Hall
Green not to have its own train station and its own shopping parade which is a highly valuable asset for many of its
residents and in particularly the elderly. Hall Green is in desperate need of secondary schools and Hall Green School
is highly regarded and sought after. In fact, when it was time for our three children to apply for secondary school,
the radius of the catchment area for Hall Green Secondary School was 0.5 miles and we lived 0.6 miles away from
the school, thus not qualifying for entry (luckily all three of our children were able to attend a Grammar School).
I strongly believe that Hall Green would lose its identity if it was shrunk to the proposed borders and if the above
institutions were taken away from the Ward. It would not make sense to have a ward without a shopping parade, a
secondary school and a train station and people would have to focus even more on neighbouring wards such as
Shirley, Solihull, Acocks Green, Kings Heath and Yardley Wood to access these services. In my opinion, and those of
many of our neighbours, this would result in a loss of community spirit and events such as the Hall Green festival
and Sarehole Mill festival would no longer be the same.
I am a proud resident of Hall Green and I would like to ask you not to destroy our ward.
I would be grateful if you could confirm safe receipt of this message and I remain in anticipation of your response.
Best wishes,
1

Manuela Ahmed
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Shakil Ahmed

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Dear madam/sir I reject the proposed boundaries of the new proposed Moseley ward because
the proposed boundaries will split communities unreasonably. I support the suggestions made
by Moseley Forum and request the Commission to follow them. Thank you.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6595

11/01/2016

Local Boundary Commission for England Consultation Portal
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Shafiq Ahmed

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
As a long term resident of Hall Green and of Birmingham, I would like to protest any new
proposed boundary changes in the strongest possible terms. I have worked hard for all of my
life and my intention was to use my home to help fund my care for both myself and my mom
wife (who is
and for whom I am the
. If the ward in which
my home falls under is moved from Hall Green to Tysley it will have a significant and negative
impact on my property's value and place further strain on my finances. I can imagine that
pretty much every other family in the area feels the same. We should not be forced to be
subject to changes at the whim of those who will not be affected - this is grossly unfair and
unjust. Once again it feels like those who are in the minority are being marginalised. To go
ahead with these changes in the face of almost 100% opposition would be reckless and
demonstrate that once again the opinions of those who are most affected are simply being
ignored and I would urge you to reconsider - not just for my sake but for the whole of
Birmingham - which after all is the 2nd city and to change and redraw historically significant
areas, landmarks and boundrys would also have an adverse affect on tourism and economic
prosperity.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/7160

03/02/2016

Local Boundary Commission for England Consultation Portal
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Toyosi Ajimoko

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I live on Willow Avenue, currently in Harborne Ward. I am not happy with the proposed
changes to the new Summerfield Ward as I feel the redesignation will have a negative effect on
the value of my house. I can't see any reason for the redesignation and as the road is more
closely associated with Bearwood in terms of location, if it has to be redesignated it should be
with the rest of Bearwood.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/7689

11/02/2016

Local Boundary Commission for England Consultation Portal
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Ann Akhtar

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: Householder

Comment text:
I think that the shake up of the boundaries is not a bad idea. There are loads of wards that
have a stigma attached to them - Alum Rock, Balsall Heath, Handsworth, Bordesley Green,
Chelmsley Wood, Druids Heath etc. which, purely by their name, would put investors off the
area thus exacerbating the problems in the area. I think that attaching some areas to the more
well to do names, like Moseley, would benefit lots of people in the long run. The price of
renting, which I do, on Moseley is so high as it is considered an upmarket area - thus
Landlords charge ridiculous amounts of rent. I was born in
and love Birmingham
but hate that it is becoming ghettoised in certain areas. Maybe a change of name is just what
it needs to bring all areas into line, attracting investment and interest.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6808

1/18/2016

Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
08 February 2016 14:32
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Keep Hall Green in Hall Green... Not Tyseley

From:
Sent: 07 February 2016 17:12
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Keep Hall Green in Hall Green... Not Tyseley

Hi,
I am writing to you to voice my concern regarding the recent proposal of the
Local Government Boundary Commission to remove Cole Bank Road from the Hall Green ward and it
become part of Tyseley.
It defies comprehension that our area of Hall Green North will be classed as Tyseley, especially as our part
of Hall Green is the oldest and considered to be the heart of the community. How can you propose Hall
Green to lose iconic places like Sarehole Mill, Hall Green station, Hall Green School, Hall Green parade and
Hall Green Medical Centre?
Hall Green is an area of historic interest with an existing community identity. The recent proposals will
reduce effective local government. However, we fully support the alternative option proposed by our
Councillors.
Please take the above points into consideration and remove the recent proposals.
Regards,
Miss Akhtar & Family
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

naveed akhtar

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Hi I am making a comment regarding the boundary change- washwood heath ward. i think it is
a good idea to make the ward into 3 sections if possible, but at least 2. It makes sense going
by the way the ward is made up. I know there is going to be a reduction in cllrs too? We need
local people from the area to represent the community as they are the ones living here and
know the area. Smaller area would be better managed and the cllrs will be able to engage with
the local people more. :) The other thing is that im pretty certain not many people were not
aware of this consultation happening. Would have been a good idea to have taken this out to
the community as it is well hidden with the web page and not easy to find. People should have
been consulted more.
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
18 January 2016 08:41
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Boundary changes and Hall Green

‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐
From: Saeeda Akhtar
Sent: Sunday, January 17, 2016 9:48 PM
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Boundary changes and Hall Green
To whom it may concern,
I have received the boundary commission's proposal about putting Burnaston Road under Tyseley,I strongly object
to this proposal and want to know why this is happening. This will have a detrimental effect on home owners as
house prices will fall and both house and car insurance prices will rise. This is another paper pushing scheme that
has been set up to create havoc and upset people who have worked hard to create a home in Hall Green and see
themselves as proud residents of The area. The residents of Burnaston Road and I are against this change taking
place and will continue to oppose this proposal.
I will be monitoring the situation closely and you will hear from me again.
Regards,
Saeeda Akhtar
Resident of Hall Green
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Comment text:
Dear Commission, My wife and I have lived in our current home in
, Erdington since
. Prior to that my family has been involved in the
Erdington Community on and off since the 70's while my wife's family lived in Erdington for over 40 years. Both ourselves and our family have been horrified to
see the proposals to break up the Erdington area. The fact that the proposal involved the breaking of up of the traditional parish border with Sutton and the
removal of the historic Abbey from the Erdington Ward is heart breaking for our community. Erdington, first mentioned in the Doomsday Book, has grown from a
small hamlet on modern day Station Road area to a thriving urban village. The community grew around the Victorian train line that was put in by the urban
district Council. This led to a housing boom which saw the creation of all the Victorian red brick housing from Norfolk/Somerset Road past the station down to the
area round Edwards Road and Orchard Road where we live. Our community is the sort of place where you can walk down the street and everyone says hello to
each other and looks out for their neighbours. There is a real pride in our area based on the huge history and listed buildings that we have which form the heart
of our community. Residents gain a real sense of pride and respect from our shared community and heritage. Therefore I ask the commission to please can
cancel your draft proposals and amend them as above to ensure that the Erdington community is kept united and together, to preserve our great community
atmosphere. All through the year Erdington gathers together as a community to hold various events for Christmas, Summer fairs, Easter, Halloween. These events
take place in the local churches, on Jarvis Road, Station Road and High Street, on the High Street, and at the Douay Road Scouts (they back onto the old tram
terminus) where the annual local Horticultural show is held. I have also included on the map the natural communities for the Perry Common, Pype Hayes and
Stockland Green. These areas are well known to the local communities and are easily identifiable. Finally I would just like to again urge the commission to save
our home and community by keeping the historic Erdington together Yours sincerely Bobby
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Comment text:
Dear Commission, My wife and I have lived in our current home in
Erdington since
. Prior to that my family has been involved in the
Erdington Community on and off since the 70's while my wife's family lived in Erdington for over 40 years. Both ourselves and our family have been horrified to
see the proposals to break up the Erdington area. The fact that the proposal involved the breaking of up of the traditional parish border with Sutton and the
removal of the historic Abbey from the Erdington Ward is heart breaking for our community. Erdington, first mentioned in the Doomsday Book, has grown from a
small hamlet on modern day Station Road area to a thriving urban village. The community grew around the Victorian train line that was put in by the urban
district Council. This led to a housing boom which saw the creation of all the Victorian red brick housing from Norfolk/Somerset Road past the station down to the
area round Edwards Road and Orchard Road where we live. Our community is the sort of place where you can walk down the street and everyone says hello to
each other and looks out for their neighbours. There is a real pride in our area based on the huge history and listed buildings that we have which form the heart
of our community. Residents gain a real sense of pride and respect from our shared community and heritage. Therefore I ask the commission to please can
cancel your draft proposals and amend them as above to ensure that the Erdington community is kept united and together, to preserve our great community
atmosphere. All through the year Erdington gathers together as a community to hold various events for Christmas, Summer fairs, Easter, Halloween. These events
take place in the local churches, on Jarvis Road, Station Road and High Street, on the High Street, and at the Douay Road Scouts (they back onto the old tram
terminus) where the annual local Horticultural show is held. I have also included on the map the natural communities for the Perry Common, Pype Hayes and
Stockland Green. These areas are well known to the local communities and are easily identifiable. Finally I would just like to again urge the commission to save
our home and community by keeping the historic Erdington together Yours sincerely Bobby
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Comment text:
Dear Commission, My wife and I have lived in our current home in
, Erdington since
. Prior to that my family has been involved in the
Erdington Community on and off since the 70's while my wife's family lived in Erdington for over 40 years. Both ourselves and our family have been horrified to
see the proposals to break up the Erdington area. The fact that the proposal involved the breaking of up of the traditional parish border with Sutton and the
removal of the historic Abbey from the Erdington Ward is heart breaking for our community. Erdington, first mentioned in the Doomsday Book, has grown from a
small hamlet on modern day Station Road area to a thriving urban village. The community grew around the Victorian train line that was put in by the urban
district Council. This led to a housing boom which saw the creation of all the Victorian red brick housing from Norfolk/Somerset Road past the station down to the
area round Edwards Road and Orchard Road where we live. Our community is the sort of place where you can walk down the street and everyone says hello to
each other and looks out for their neighbours. There is a real pride in our area based on the huge history and listed buildings that we have which form the heart
of our community. Residents gain a real sense of pride and respect from our shared community and heritage. Therefore I ask the commission to please can
cancel your draft proposals and amend them as above to ensure that the Erdington community is kept united and together, to preserve our great community
atmosphere. All through the year Erdington gathers together as a community to hold various events for Christmas, Summer fairs, Easter, Halloween. These events
take place in the local churches, on Jarvis Road, Station Road and High Street, on the High Street, and at the Douay Road Scouts (they back onto the old tram
terminus) where the annual local Horticultural show is held. I have also included on the map the natural communities for the Perry Common, Pype Hayes and
Stockland Green. These areas are well known to the local communities and are easily identifiable. Finally I would just like to again urge the commission to save
our home and community by keeping the historic Erdington together Yours sincerely Bobby

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/7380

08/02/2016

Local Boundary Commission for England Consultation Portal

Page 1 of 2

Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Bobby Alden

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Feature Annotations

Erdington
High Street,
northern
8: Old 9:
Erdington
School,
now
end where
theSchool
commission proposal
called
Osborne
takes it out of Erdington
and so breaks the High Street
12:
Fire Station
in Erdington
two
10: Erdington Police
Station Library
13: Erdington
11: Erdington Royal Mail sorting
office

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

Map Features:

Annotation 1:

Erdington Ward

Annotation 2:

Pype Hayes Ward

Annotation 3:

Perry Common Ward

Annotation 4:

Stockland Green Ward

Annotation 5:

Erdington Train Station

Annotation 6:

1600's Erdington listed cottages

Annotation 7:

Erdington Abbey

Annotation 8:

Old Erdington School, now called Osborne School

Annotation 9: Erdington High Street, northern end where the commission proposal takes it
out of Erdington and so breaks the High Street in two
Annotation
10:

Erdington Police Station

Annotation
11:

Erdington Royal Mail sorting office

Annotation
12:

Erdington Fire Station

Annotation
13:

Erdington Library

Annotation
14:

Erdington Tram Terminus with the original coat of arms

Annotation
15:

Erdington's finest The Yenton Pub

Annotation
16:

Erdington pub the Digby

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/7380

08/02/2016

Local Boundary Commission for England Consultation Portal

Annotation
17:

Yenton School

Annotation
18:

Mason Cottages

Annotation
19:

Statue of Josiah Mason, who is reasonable for Mason Cottages and providing
the site the Yenton School is built on.

Annotation
20:

John Taylor Hospice, former home of Sir Benjamin Stone

Page 2 of 2

Comment text:
Dear Commission, My wife and I have lived in our current home in
, Erdington since
. Prior to that my family has been involved in the
Erdington Community on and off since the 70's while my wife's family lived in Erdington for over 40 years. Both ourselves and our family have been horrified to
see the proposals to break up the Erdington area. The fact that the proposal involved the breaking of up of the traditional parish border with Sutton and the
removal of the historic Abbey from the Erdington Ward is heart breaking for our community. Erdington, first mentioned in the Doomsday Book, has grown from a
small hamlet on modern day Station Road area to a thriving urban village. The community grew around the Victorian train line that was put in by the urban
district Council. This led to a housing boom which saw the creation of all the Victorian red brick housing from Norfolk/Somerset Road past the station down to the
area round Edwards Road and Orchard Road where we live. Our community is the sort of place where you can walk down the street and everyone says hello to
each other and looks out for their neighbours. There is a real pride in our area based on the huge history and listed buildings that we have which form the heart
of our community. Residents gain a real sense of pride and respect from our shared community and heritage. Therefore I ask the commission to please can
cancel your draft proposals and amend them as above to ensure that the Erdington community is kept united and together, to preserve our great community
atmosphere. All through the year Erdington gathers together as a community to hold various events for Christmas, Summer fairs, Easter, Halloween. These events
take place in the local churches, on Jarvis Road, Station Road and High Street, on the High Street, and at the Douay Road Scouts (they back onto the old tram
terminus) where the annual local Horticultural show is held. I have also included on the map the natural communities for the Perry Common, Pype Hayes and
Stockland Green. These areas are well known to the local communities and are easily identifiable. Finally I would just like to again urge the commission to save
our home and community by keeping the historic Erdington together Yours sincerely Bobby
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Comment text:
Dear Commission, My wife and I have lived in our current home in
, Erdington since
. Prior to that my family has been involved in the
Erdington Community on and off since the 70's while my wife's family lived in Erdington for over 40 years. Both ourselves and our family have been horrified to
see the proposals to break up the Erdington area. The fact that the proposal involved the breaking of up of the traditional parish border with Sutton and the
removal of the historic Abbey from the Erdington Ward is heart breaking for our community. Erdington, first mentioned in the Doomsday Book, has grown from a
small hamlet on modern day Station Road area to a thriving urban village. The community grew around the Victorian train line that was put in by the urban
district Council. This led to a housing boom which saw the creation of all the Victorian red brick housing from Norfolk/Somerset Road past the station down to the
area round Edwards Road and Orchard Road where we live. Our community is the sort of place where you can walk down the street and everyone says hello to
each other and looks out for their neighbours. There is a real pride in our area based on the huge history and listed buildings that we have which form the heart
of our community. Residents gain a real sense of pride and respect from our shared community and heritage. Therefore I ask the commission to please can
cancel your draft proposals and amend them as above to ensure that the Erdington community is kept united and together, to preserve our great community
atmosphere. All through the year Erdington gathers together as a community to hold various events for Christmas, Summer fairs, Easter, Halloween. These events
take place in the local churches, on Jarvis Road, Station Road and High Street, on the High Street, and at the Douay Road Scouts (they back onto the old tram
terminus) where the annual local Horticultural show is held. I have also included on the map the natural communities for the Perry Common, Pype Hayes and
Stockland Green. These areas are well known to the local communities and are easily identifiable. Finally I would just like to again urge the commission to save
our home and community by keeping the historic Erdington together Yours sincerely Bobby
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Comment text:
Dear Commission, My wife and I have lived in our current home in
, Erdington since
. Prior to that my family has been involved in the
Erdington Community on and off since the 70's while my wife's family lived in Erdington for over 40 years. Both ourselves and our family have been horrified to
see the proposals to break up the Erdington area. The fact that the proposal involved the breaking of up of the traditional parish border with Sutton and the
removal of the historic Abbey from the Erdington Ward is heart breaking for our community. Erdington, first mentioned in the Doomsday Book, has grown from a
small hamlet on modern day Station Road area to a thriving urban village. The community grew around the Victorian train line that was put in by the urban
district Council. This led to a housing boom which saw the creation of all the Victorian red brick housing from Norfolk/Somerset Road past the station down to the
area round Edwards Road and Orchard Road where we live. Our community is the sort of place where you can walk down the street and everyone says hello to
each other and looks out for their neighbours. There is a real pride in our area based on the huge history and listed buildings that we have which form the heart
of our community. Residents gain a real sense of pride and respect from our shared community and heritage. Therefore I ask the commission to please can
cancel your draft proposals and amend them as above to ensure that the Erdington community is kept united and together, to preserve our great community
atmosphere. All through the year Erdington gathers together as a community to hold various events for Christmas, Summer fairs, Easter, Halloween. These events
take place in the local churches, on Jarvis Road, Station Road and High Street, on the High Street, and at the Douay Road Scouts (they back onto the old tram
terminus) where the annual local Horticultural show is held. I have also included on the map the natural communities for the Perry Common, Pype Hayes and
Stockland Green. These areas are well known to the local communities and are easily identifiable. Finally I would just like to again urge the commission to save
our home and community by keeping the historic Erdington together Yours sincerely Bobby
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Annotation 1:

Erdington Ward

Annotation 2:
Annotation 3:

Perry Common

Annotation 4:
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Comment text:
This ward better represents the area known as Erdington. The ward presented by the commission misses the Gravelly Lane/Station Road shopping area, Erdington
Abbey is missing along with a number of historic buildings, including the Erdington Cottages. The amended ward proposed brings these areas along with other
Erdingtin features back into the local area. The area covered by the amended Perry Common Ward I have added, better reflects the local community of Perry
Common which is built around the Ring shopping area on Witton Lodge Road which runs through the re housing bits of the ward above. It takes away the
strange inclusion of the Wryley Birch estate, in Stockland. Green which has nothing to do with the area of Perry Common. Indeed, the. Birmingham Mail
highlighted you couldn't even drive between the Perry Common area and the Wyrley Birch estate without having to go through three or four other wards to do it.
This seems crazy. The ward drawn above is a much better fit for the local area. The Pype Hayes area, is a well known community that goes down the Tyburn
Road to the Norton Shopping centre. This shopping parade is shared with the. Birches Green community so it makes much more sense to add this area to Pype
Hayes (particularly given a few roads in Birches. Green are actually known as Pype Hayes) instead of adding the Yenton Pub area of Erdington as the commission
has originally proposed. The three wards above offer a fair reflection of the Erdington, Perry Common and Pype Hayes Communities. Many thanks.
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Comment text:
The proposals to change the boundary/s of city of Birmingham has no benefit and should be scrapped. by changes will destroy the history of a lot things which
has been preserved and situated in the communities and in our ward/s. Lets be honest the Local Government Boundary Commission of England got nothing better
to with your time then poke in to our city. Yes plans are on the table for improvement for the city if Birmingham as got right successful people to lead
Birmingham forward. My area where I live in has a majority of diverse communities, shopping parade, schools, religious places, land marks old and knew
buildings and has a lot of history to its name. I will not be happy if these proposals are successful it will divide up communities those who live/lived amongst this
ward to be torn apart. If these proposals are part of the government improvement changes I will say it has no benefit to our city. I would ask those who drawn
up these stupid plans need to re-think again and scrap these proposals and leave Birmingham wards and our city alone!!!

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6350

16/12/2015

Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Mayers, Mishka on behalf of reviews
21 January 2016 11:07
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Boundary proposals

From: fasal ali
Sent: Thursday, January 21, 2016 10:42 AM
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Boundary proposals

Hi I'm writing to express my cocern in changing my boundary of my property and area as I had bought my
property in
due to postcode and wanting to live in hall
green. Your changes will put me in tyseley and reduce my property price by as much as 150,000 due to
tyseley being a high risk area and deprived. I strongly object to this change. Please inform me of any
decisions and whom will be covering loses due to changes. Fasal Ali
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Fasal Ali

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Hi I'm writing to express my cocern in changing my boundary of my property and area as I had
bought my property in hall green. Your changes will put me in tyseley and reduce my property
price by as much as 150,000 due to tyseley being a high risk area and deprived. I strongly
object to this change. Please inform me of any decisions and whom will be covering loses due
to changes.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6924
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Fasal Ali

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Please see 3rd options that all of us prefer. All of us in hall green would prefer to stay in hall
green.

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

Umar Ali

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
The Balsall Heath and Cannon Hill boundaries should be changed to exclude Moseley village,
that is the heart of Moseley. We will not give it up that easily, what were the boundary officers
thinking when they drafted these new borders, i am disgusted by this proposal. How dare they
take the village away from us. If you wish to discuss this further and ask for revised
boundaries I am more than willing to assist and offer my opinion, do not hesitate to contact me
via E-mail, which I have provided.

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

Yasmin Ali

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I bought my house in Hall Green 20 years ago. What attracted me to the area was its sense of
community and the fact Hall Green was fortunate to have its own well established parade of
shops, railway station, churches college and schools to service local people. I have everything I
need here, my doctors surgery, Hall Green Health, is also local. Whats in a name? well quite a
lot of actually, by renaming us Tyseley would take away our identity. All our local amenities
would have to be re-named including the famous Sarehole Mill. If all those years ago I had
wanted to live in Tyseley, then I simply would have purchased a property there but I chose Hall
Green for all the reasons I have outlined. This change is not necessary and it certainly is not
welcomed by myself, my family and fellow residents living in Hall Green. It is not always
necessary to fix something which is not broken.

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

graham alkins

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

Comment text:
With regard to the Birmingham draft proposals for the existing Vesey Ward I am baffled. Where
did the name Parkside come from, it is meaningless to the community of Banners Gate, where
there is a very strong community spirit, evidenced by all the community events they plan and
carry out. The playground at the Banners Gate entrance was part funded by the Banners Gate
community and without doubt should remain with them as part of Banners Gate. The removal of
the golf course and Powells Pool and transferring them to Four Oaks is even more baffling. This
whole area is several kilometers from Four Oaks but on the doorstep of Boldmere, again
another area with a very strong community spirit, who make extensive use of this part of the
park. This was evidenced by the very large turnout at the Boldmere Neighbourhood Forum
public meeting of 26th Jan 2016. The meeting as a whole rejected most of Birminghams
proposals for the realignment of the Vesey, but it was acknowledged that the transfer of the
Wyndley Pool and Driffold area to Sutton Maney was non controversial. If we had concerns over
vandalism, access, maintenance to the Banners Gate playground Powells Pool and the Sea
Scouts establishment, there could be great difficulties getting those concerns addressed. We
would prefer to keep to having an largely unaltered Vesey ward with two City Councillors, if for
some reason one Councillor was not available we would still have access to the other. Please
forget the meaningless construct Parkside, retain our historic names and with the exception of
Wyndley Pool and The Driffold area keep the Vesey Ward intact. The three Neighbourhood
Forums of this ward are all very active and are encouraged by the strong community spirit that
exists within the Vesey Ward, please do not dilute this by carrying out what are seen to be
unnecessary changes. Graham Alkins
Chair Boldmere
Neighbourhood Forum I did attempt to use the map but found it not very user friendly and
hope that the script makes clear my wishes.

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

Claire Allbut

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Feature Annotations

1:

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

Map Features:

Annotation 1:
Comment text:
Afraid the drawing tools didn't operate too well for me. The proposals to change are not well thought out. We moved to Hall Green and have enjoyed supporting
local community businesses and being part of the area. These boundaries will cause unnecessary divides, the split across the Stratford Road will open up
historical residents issues that had been partly resolved. Our road is a cresecent so the roads we use to approach our road are in hall green but we will be in
acocks green. Ridiculous! Think again about what this will mean to local residents please.

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

derek allder

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
This plan will mean that half the people living around Moseley village will not live in Moseley. A
travesty that flies in the face of history and community

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/7691
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Julie Allder

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

Comment text:
I am totally opposed to the new ward boundaries proposed for Birmingham and I am especially
opposed to the proposals for Moseley. I find a proposal which does not include Moseley Village
and Moseley Park as being in Moseley ward particularly unacceptable. The new boundary
proposals appear to ignore not only the history of Moseley but also the strong community
organisations operating in Moseley. Moseley has a strong community spirit which will be
undermined by the proposed boundary change.

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

Constance Allen

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I wish to register the strongest possible objection to the proposed scrapping of the ancient
parish of Yardley with all it's long history,in order to change the boundary and call it Stechford
East.Enough damage has been done already to this historic and once lovely neighbourhood.I
have lived in in Yardley all my life and have witnessed many changes for the worse,but this
really is a step too far.Please think again before riding roughshod over the place we call home
and and where we are proud to live - and that is Yardley !

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

David Allen

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I am extremely concerned to learn that a portion of Edgbaston that lies to the north of Hagley
Road where I live is under serious consideration of being renamed Summerfield as part of
proposed Birmingham boundary changes. I strongly object to this proposed change. In response
to the Draft Recommendation’s three consultation questions, my considered response is as
follows: Point 1 Do the proposed electoral wards reflect local communities? I have been a proud
resident of
, Edgbaston for
years and a parishioner of the Oratory Church on
the Hagley Road in Edgbaston where I was married 25 years ago. My social and domestic
activities are centred on Harborne and the surrounding area where I shop on the high street,
frequent the local pubs and cafes, visit my GP practice, dentist and bank. I also joined
Edgbaston Golf Club largely based on the association with my home. I have taken a keen
interest in local history of the area during the years I have lived here and find it deeply
upsetting that my association with the name Edgbaston can be removed by some arbitrary act
of bureaucracy. I feel part of a vibrant community that is expressed in more ways than
geographical lines on a map and by removing this identity this sense of community could over
time disappear. I am proud to be part of Edgbaston which is a place people outside of
Birmingham recognise. I’m afraid Summerfield has no such resonance and will lose the
committed endeavours of the community to invest their time and efforts to progressively
improve their environment. There is a lot in a name that encourages people to live here and
make it a better place. Historic Edgbaston was formed from the two wealthy estates of
Calthorpe and Gillott. It has two wonderful conservation areas, one of which is St Augustine’s
church very close to where
. The whole ward has a substantial number of listed buildings
and houses of architectural merit many of which are starting to gather attention for renovation.
Even the City Council Website emphasises “The history of Edgbaston goes back to the
Domesday Book. The Ward contains a wonderful variety of trees, green spaces and gardens. It
remains the premier residential district close to the City Centre. The Ward is an area of great
diversity. It contains some of the most desirable housing in the City but also some areas of
deprivation. This diversity is also seen in the distribution of wealth, health and other social
indicators”. The proposed dividing line of the Hagley Road for the new northern boundary of
Edgbaston cuts off a long standing part of this definable suburb with common values. The
northern side is not alone in having social issues however; the investment over recent times by
our community has fended off anti-social behaviour and protected this key part of Birmingham’s
heritage. The change would mean that we become part of a new ward that is made up of a
series of areas with limited or no social cohesion, common threads or sense of socio-economic
history instead of our current ward which we are very firmly rooted in and have been for over
30 years. I feel that the suburb works as a whole as is and should be preserved as an electoral
ward in its entirety. Point 2 Improving the Proposals Whilst Maintaining Electoral Equality I
appreciate the need to adjust the electoral maps to accommodate changing demographics but
this should not be at the expense of changing communities that have existed together since
their inception. Instead the additional areas added to Harborne should be reconsidered if
balancing the numbers is the objective. I therefore recommend withdrawing the Harborne
addition and maintaining the north side of Edgbaston in the ward. As council tax payer I
strongly feel the council should represent their community and listen to these very serious
concerns. Point 3: Are the names of the proposed wards right? The proposed ward name of
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Summerfield does not in any way reflect the portion of the ward that was previously Edgbaston.
Nor does it reflect its other new wards of Winson Green or parts of Harborne etc. Summerfield
has limited meaning to anyone other than those clustered around the Park of the same name.
In the event that the area of Edgbaston north of the Hagley Road does need to be part of a
separate area within the Edgbaston Ward, Summerfield has far less resonance than “Edgbaston
Reservoir” or “North Edgbaston”. However, these suggested names would best suit a small one
councillor ward as they do not cover what is currently part of Winson Green. As part of my
detailed submission I would challenge the statement that… “There is no evidence that the
recommendations will have an adverse effect on local taxes, house prices, or car and house
insurance premiums and we are not, therefore, able to take into account any representations
which are based on these issues.”. Edgbaston is widely regarded as one of the city’s most
desirable places to live and whilst the Boundary Commission’s draft recommendations state that
there is “no evidence that the recommendations will have an adverse effect on house prices” it
unacceptable for the Commission to dismiss this key factor without demonstrable evidence and I
strongly request this evidence is sought. In summary I strongly believe the proposed Edgbaston
boundary change does not reflect the local community’s interests or identity nor will it provide
equality of representation. I would ask that the Boundary Commission takes careful
consideration when looking at the proposals and any justifications provided.

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

Elizabeth Allison

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: Sutton Coldfield Civic Society

Comment text:
Dear Sirs I am writing to request that the proposed name "Maney Ward" (Sutton Coldfield)
should be replaced by "Trinity Ward". This ward will include the historic heart of the town,
which developed in the area around Trinity Church, whereas the area known as Maney is at the
opposite end of the proposed ward. To favour Maney as the name for the ward is therefore to
ignore the most important element in the town's history and one of our conservation areas. If
the consideration in reaching the decision was a desire not to retain the name of a previous
ward, the same argument could be applied to Maney as this also was the name of a ward
(under the previous Sutton Coldfield borough). I also wish to support the concerns expressed by
Cllr David Pears regarding proposed arrangements for the Whitehouse Common area of Sutton
Coldfield over the splitting of that community, exemplified by a division between two proposed
wards running down the middle of Bedford Road.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/7473
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Mayers, Mishka on behalf of reviews
09 February 2016 09:17
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Change of boundary Erdington

From: clive allsopp
Sent: 09 February 2016 08:25
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Change of boundary Erdington

I find it hard to understand how the men in grey suites can think its a good idea to split Erdington so the
Village will be parted from Erdinton Abbey and Erdington Railway Station. Its seems to me this is driven
by the Labour Council to increase its share of the votes.
Clive Allsopp

1

Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
18 January 2016 08:42
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Yardley boundary commission

From: Marwa Alsaraf
Sent: Sunday, January 17, 2016 7:17 PM
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Yardley boundary commission

To whom it may concern,
I am writing to you regarding the above matter.
As a resident of Yardley for many years and a young family who have purchased a house at the heart of
Yardley very recently, we are strongly opposing the commission's proposal to scarp Yardley and call it
Stechford East.. We fear this may result in a decline in house prices as well as a decline in the general
integrity and community life of the area.
Therefore, my family and I would like to add our votes to opposing this proposal.
Thank you in advance for taking this into consideration.
Mrs M. Alsaraf
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Hayat Al-zekri

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I have seen the new proposal and I am very happy with this new one member ward. The
Tyseley Ward is very well designed new ward and takes into consideration our local heritage
and history.

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

Amar Amin

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
dear whom it may concern I have been informed of the boundary changes to be made to Hall
green which I was shocked about. I will no longer be a part of Hall Green and now become
part of Tyseley which is a highly industrialised area, I feel this is very unfair as I chose to live
in Hall green as it is an area of historical interest, dating back to the 16th century, taking its
name from Medieval family whose moated hall stood at the junction of school road and fox
hollies road. The shopping centre has expanded along Stratford road. the area is proud of its
arts and craft building and listed church of Ascension building forming part of a conservation
area. hall green school has been around for 300 years, a station for a 100 years and sarehole
mill 250 years under new proposals these will no longer be a part of hall green I don't
understand how this is plausible as they are all named after the area hall green not Tyseley.
Recently Hall Green has had extensive demographic changes for years the people of hall green
have been working hard to forge good community links between different faiths and
generations. It needs stability so the community can be nurtured. The boundary commission is
now intending to undo all the good work. hall green has only one council asset, the library but
it is rich religious community and has high field hall. If ward of Tyseley is created gree hall
green will lose south and City college, sarehole mill, hall green school, station, parade, hall
green medical centre, hall green community church. We have three councillors who can cover
each other sickness which would be more difficult under new proposals. Also this is highly
unfair as previously tetley road, Runnymede road were part of hall green but later became
spark hill. This destroyed the hall green community links were no longer kept. There house
prices also reduced as they become spark hill and insurance prices for cars increased. I would
not want this to happen to my hall green community

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

Ifra Amin

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
dear whom it may concern I have been informed of the boundary changes to be made to Hall
green which I was shocked about. I currently live on
and under the new plans I will
no longer be a part of Hall Green and now become part of Tyseley which is a highly
industrialised area, I feel this is very unfair as I chose to live in Hall green as it is an area of
historical interest, dating back to the 16th century, taking its name from Medieval family whose
moated hall stood at the junction of school road and fox hollies road. The shopping centre has
expanded along Stratford road. the area is proud of its arts and craft building and listed church
of Ascension building forming part of a conservation area. hall green school has been around
for 300 years, a station for a 100 years and sarehole mill 250 years under new proposals these
will no longer be a part of hall green I don't understand how this is plausible as they are all
named after the area hall green not Tyseley. Recently Hall Green has had extensive
demographic changes for years the people of hall green have been working hard to forge good
community links between different faiths and generations. It needs stability so the community
can be nurtured. The boundary commission is now intending to undo all the good work. hall
green has only one council asset, the library but it is rich religious community and has high
field hall. If ward of Tyseley is created gree hall green will lose south and City college, sarehole
mill, hall green school, station, parade, hall green medical centre, hall green community church.
We have three councillors who can cover each other sickness which would be more difficult
under new proposals. Also this is highly unfair as previously tetley road, Runnymede road were
part of hall green but later became spark hill. This destroyed the hall green community links
were no longer kept. There house prices also reduced as they become spark hill and insurance
prices for cars increased. I would not want this to happen to my hall green community

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

Sameera Amin

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: Hall green

Comment text:
dear whom it may concern I have been informed of the boundary changes to be made to Hall
green which I was shocked about. I currently live on
and under the new plans I will
no longer be a part of Hall Green and now become part of Tyseley which is a highly
industrialised area, I feel this is very unfair as I chose to live in Hall green as it is an area of
historical interest, dating back to the 16th century, taking its name from Medieval family whose
moated hall stood at the junction of school road and fox hollies road. The shopping centre has
expanded along Stratford road. the area is proud of its arts and craft building and listed church
of Ascension building forming part of a conservation area. hall green school has been around
for 300 years, a station for a 100 years and sarehole mill 250 years under new proposals these
will no longer be a part of hall green I don't understand how this is plausible as they are all
named after the area hall green not Tyseley. Recently Hall Green has had extensive
demographic changes for years the people of hall green have been working hard to forge good
community links between different faiths and generations. It needs stability so the community
can be nurtured. The boundary commission is now intending to undo all the good work. hall
green has only one council asset, the library but it is rich religious community and has high
field hall. If ward of Tyseley is created gree hall green will lose south and City college, sarehole
mill, hall green school, station, parade, hall green medical centre, hall green community church.
We have three councillors who can cover each other sickness which would be more difficult
under new proposals. Also this is highly unfair as previously tetley road, Runnymede road were
part of hall green but later became spark hill. This destroyed the hall green community links
were no longer kept. There house prices also reduced as they become spark hill and insurance
prices for cars increased. I would not want this to happen to my hall green community

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

Tabassum Amin

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
dear whom it may concern I have been informed of the boundary changes to be made to Hall
green which I was shocked about. I will no longer be a part of Hall Green and now become
part of Tyseley which is a highly industrialised area, I feel this is very unfair as I chose to live
in Hall green as it is an area of historical interest, dating back to the 16th century, taking its
name from Medieval family whose moated hall stood at the junction of school road and fox
hollies road. The shopping centre has expanded along Stratford road. the area is proud of its
arts and craft building and listed church of Ascension building forming part of a conservation
area. hall green school has been around for 300 years, a station for a 100 years and sarehole
mill 250 years under new proposals these will no longer be a part of hall green I don't
understand how this is plausible as they are all named after the area hall green not Tyseley.
Recently Hall Green has had extensive demographic changes for years the people of hall green
have been working hard to forge good community links between different faiths and
generations. It needs stability so the community can be nurtured. The boundary commission is
now intending to undo all the good work. hall green has only one council asset, the library but
it is rich religious community and has high field hall. If ward of Tyseley is created gree hall
green will lose south and City college, sarehole mill, hall green school, station, parade, hall
green medical centre, hall green community church. We have three councillors who can cover
each other sickness which would be more difficult under new proposals. Also this is highly
unfair as previously tetley road, Runnymede road were part of hall green but later became
spark hill. This destroyed the hall green community links were no longer kept. There house
prices also reduced as they become spark hill and insurance prices for cars increased. I would
not want this to happen to my hall green community

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

Margaret Andrew

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: Not applicable

Comment text:
I wish to express my concern about the proposed changes to the ward boundaries in
Birmingham, specifically as they affect Moseley. While I can appreciate the reasoning behind the
policy to equalise the numbers of voters in each ward, in this instance the decision taken seems
to have been solely on the basis of numbers of voters in each district whilst paying no regard
to the other principles which are meant to underlie the final decision: reflecting community
identity and providing for effective and convenient local government. As the current proposal
stands, Moseley would be divided in such a way that councillors for 4 different wards, none of
which centres on Moseley, would have to be consulted and involved in issues relevant to the
community as a whole. This hardly seems to be an efficient and effective way of conducting
local government, particularly in an area which is notable for its very strong and cohesive
community identity.Tthis is evidenced by such groups as the Moseley Society, the Moseley
Forum and the several active residents' associations who work together on matters of common
interest, In addition, Moseley holds a nationally recognised monthly farmers' market,an annual
community festival involving many groups with varied creative and cultural interests and is a
regular award winner in Britain in Bloom, all of which activities involve the whole community of
Moseley. Under the new proposals there are a number of idiocies such as the fact that Moseley
Village would no longer be in Moseley ward, Moseley Park would be in Balsall Heath (and Balsall
Heath Park would be in Moseley!), the two conservation ares would be split with two other
wards.....The list goes on. I would urge you to consider favourably the alternative scheme
drwan up by the community groups which has the overwhelming backing of the local
community.

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

gillian andrews

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Feature Annotations

1: weoley ward

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

Map Features:

Annotation 1:

weoley ward

Comment text:
the area i have outlined is bournville village trust housing and we identify with that community. it makes sense to keep it in weoley ward. i live in this area and i
do not recognise your ward boundary we are part of weoley ward
now not allens cross. We vote for weoley ward councillors! we pay rent to bvt, we
receive community newsletters from bvt we are not part of the allens cross cmmunity.

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

graham andrews

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Feature Annotations

1: This BVT housing and has nothing
in common with allens cross

2: this is a new estate and the
children go to school in rhyader
road so this would fit with
allens cross who also use
the same school

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

Map Features:

Annotation 1:

This BVT housing and has nothing in common with allens cross

Annotation 2: this is a new estate and the children go to school in rhyader road so this
would fit with allens cross who also use the same school
Comment text:
You say “The pattern of wards should, as far as possible, reflect the interests and identities of local communities.“ You seem to have ignored this in a part of
Weoley Ward which is now dumped into Allens Cross. It seems that you have taken Shenley lane as a convenient line to split a community by. The BVT estate
straddles Shenley Lane and as a result you have cut off a portion of that community. Area 1 is a part of BVT a mainly owner occupier housing area and as such
all BVT residents in area 1, who are 80% owner occupiers pay a ground rent to Bournville Village Trust. This means we look to BVT and the East as our natural
community, for community events, community newsletters, NHW, Policing and our heart is in BVT hence why we chose to live here and not Allens Cross. We have
nothing in common with Allens Cross area a council built housing area which was built as a modern stand alone estate in 1930's before BVT Shenely Estate was
ever built as a shenley lane/ merritts hill block in the mid 1950's. On this BVT website https://www.bvt.org.uk/ we find out what’s going on in our area; how to
get involved; how we look after our estate, our community services and resident associations and BVT's community resident project funding programme. I belong
to the Shenley BVT Residents Association (I was indeed secretary for many years) which is for everyone who lives on the Shenley BVT estate, whether we are a
tenant or an owner occupier. They can give you advice on a range of issues and are always looking for ideas and projects to promote and improve local BVT
communities and resident involvement. Our children go to school on the BVT estate not Allens Cross or Bartley Green. Our church is on the Bournville Village
Trust estate at Shenley Green as are our local shops. Our doctors surgery is at Shenley Green. I have lived on the BVT estate for 30yrs and have never had any
community contact with Allens Cross. I have voted as a Weoley Ward for 30yrs and wonder why now is it proposed that I am represented by a councillor from
Allens Cross with whom I have nothing in common? Even geographically it doesn't make sense. So if we stay in Weoley then I gather according to your rules, a
rebalancing of electoral numbers is required. Weoley needs to loose voters and Allens cross gain some. (as a point of interest I thought the average ward size
electorally across England was about 5500 voters c.f. 7000+ in Birmingham). Area 2 has much in common with Allens cross. Both are social housing areas. Both
use the same schools, shops, doctors surgery and would fit into the new ward.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6374

17/12/2015

Local Boundary Commission for England Consultation Portal

Page 1 of 1

Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

james Andrews

E-mail:

Organisation Name:

Feature Annotations

2: BVT housing

1: Golf course

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

Map Features:

Annotation 1:

Golf course

Annotation 2:

BVT housing

Comment text:
I wondered if you had considered the golf course has been sold to a house builder and they have already started the process of getting planning permission for
several hundred homes. I would suggest it is likely these will all be builton in 5 yrs time (500+houses). my pint is perhaps the area should go into allens cross
to balance the removal of annotation 2 which of course belongs in weoley ward. (part of bvt community, private housing pays ground rent to bvt, children go to
schools on green meadow road, doctors is at shenley green as is church, church hall and shops. there is no way area 2 is part of allens cross.)

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6582
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Lisa Andrews

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
As a resident of what is currently classed as Springfield, and previously Moseley, I feel I must
make my view on the proposed boundary changes to make where I live become part of
Sparkhill South known. I oppose this new ward of Sparkhill South for a number of reasons top of which being the fact that Moseley Village will no longer be in Moseley!! If there is still to
be a ward called Moseley, it seems nonsensical that it should not contain the centre of Moseley
with its thriving shops, restaurants, businesses and community. These places have grown
around a connection to Moseley, indeed people seek them out as a destination because they are
in Moseley. It would actively sabotage the thoughtful and consistent approach that residents,
businesses and the Council have taken to economic development in this part of the city for
them now to be classed as being in Sparkhill South. Furthermore, both the Moseley
Conservation Area and St Agnes Conservation Area established by Birmingham City Council to
preserve the historic environment will also no longer be in Moseley - a Moseley ward boundary
that does not encompass these two conservation areas is pulling apart an area with over 150
years of historical significance. Finally, I care for Moseley (as it stands at the moment) and
identify myself with being part of the Moseley community by being involved in lots of its
offerings. From Moseley in Bloom, to Moseley Park & Pool, the Moseley Folk and Mostly Jazz,
Funk and Soul Festivals, Moseley Arts Market, Moseley Farmers Market, Moseley B13 Magazine all these are a large part of my life and my social connection. I believe there is a strong shared
sense of what Moseley is, a huge amount of passion and activity around the place – be it
cultural, environmental, economic or social – and these proposals parcel that space up in such a
confusing manner do it no justice and indeed may adversely affect the future of these
wonderful things.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/7259
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Personal Details:
Name:

John ANGOOD

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
We are very disappointed on reviewing the proposals to find that we
are contained
within Pype Hayes. We live only five minutes walk from Wylde Green high street. We walk up
there for shopping, we use the barbers, the florists and the restaurants in Wylde Green and we
attend Emmanuelle Church. We feel a very strong sense of community and feel disenfranchised
from local politics because when we vote we vote on issues for a different area. We are
currently in Erdington ward and all the circulars we receive are related to Erdington. They all go
in the recycling, not because we are disinterested in politics but because they don’t relate to
the community to which we belong. We don’t feel that our vote is in any way relevant to us.
We were excited by the proposal to re draw the boundaries as we felt this may correct the
error of including us in Erdington but disappointed to find if anything we have moved further
away. We appreciate you need to draw the line somewhere and know you cannot please
everyone however we really think given our close proximity to the centre of the Wylde Green
community you should reconsider this boundary.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/7712
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Personal Details:
Name:

Natasha A

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Absolutely pathetic. Clearly have nothing better to do. One of those cases where they try to
make out its better for everyone, but really all it does is confuse people for no reason
whatsoever. Obviously have nothing else to do, so are trying to give themselves something to
do in their work hours. How about leave things as they are, and get something better to do
with your time.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/7122
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Julie Apps

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I strongly oppose the Moseley boundary changes proposed by the Boundary commision. I live in
Moseley and therefore the following proposals are just plain silly. 1) That a proposed ward
called Moseley will not contain Moseley Village which is the heart of current Moseley. Moseley
was recently voted as one of the best suburbs to live in in the UK and we are proposing to
"rip"Mosley apart. 2) The new ward will not contain the 2 Moseley conservation areas which are
Moseley Conservation area and St Agnes Moseley conservation area. People have fought long
and hard to set up and maintain these conservation areas for the good of Birmingham. 3)
Moseley is a thriving destination spot for eating/drinking and nightlife. This is in jeopardy if the
boundaries are changed. 4) Moseley has a very active community such as the Moseley Society,
Moseley Forum, Moseley in Bloom, Moseley Festival, Moseley Arts Market, Farmers market etc
which enhances and protects the local area against undesirable activity and property
developments. I cannot see the benefit of destroying this passion by tearing Moseley apart.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6966
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Kier Archer

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Feature Annotations

1: Please subsume Swanshurst
Lane and Park into Kings Heath
or Billesley.

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

Map Features:

Annotation 1:

Please subsume Swanshurst Lane and Park into Kings Heath or Billesley.

Comment text:
Dear Sirs, Regarding the new proposed ward Sparkhill South, previously represented by Springfield ward. It implies a tight association with Sparkhill North,
however, the lower half of Sparkhill South at least has very little in common ethnically and economically with the upper half. I feel a future councilor of Sparkhill
South area will not represent my interests with equal vigour. Please do (A) or (B), the first being my preference: (A) Include Swanshurst Lane and Park into
King's Heath ward or possibly Billesley, see Annotation 1. If the borders must remain as proposed... (B) Retain the name Springfield instead of Sparkhill South
not least because Springfield was only recently restored in 2004. Thank you.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6451
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Samina Arif

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
The area highlighted should remain in Hall Green. I have recently brought a property on
as it was in Hall Green and if the ward/area gets changed to Acocks Green it
will affect house prices on this road. My properties value is going to drop by thousands of
pounds. I want to remain living in Hall Green. If I wanted to live in Acocks Green I would have
brought a house within that area. I do not agree with the change of area/ward. DO NOT PUT
STUDLAND ROAD UNDER ACOCKS GREEN......I REJECT THIS CHANGE!!!@

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6392

18/12/2015

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

Mayers, Mishka on behalf of reviews
02 February 2016 10:21
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Birmingham-Hall Green Boundary Changes
Hall Green Option 3.pdf

From: sam .
Sent: 31 January 2016 21:27
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Birmingham‐Hall Green Boundary Changes

Dear sir/madam,
Please see the attached document. I propose creating a two member Hall Green West ward and a one
member Hall Green East ward. I believe these proposals are workable, retain key landmarks such as
Hall Green Railway Station, Hall Green Parade and Sarehole Mill within the new Hall Green wards and
retain the overall boundaries that demarcate Hall Green.
Regards,
Samina Arif
(Hall Green Resident)
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Alan Armitage

E-mail:

Organisation Name:

Comment text:
The fact that the council feels this type of farcical behaviour and proposal is wirth pursuing is
indicative of their incompetence. Whilst the initial intentions may have been with reason, the
council has simply alienated themselves further by completely underestimating local pride and
communinal attachment to people's areas. It'smy only wish that this debacle is stopped at the
earliest opportunity and that the whole proposal is thrown out so efforts can be directed at
more worthy pursuits.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6963
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

James Arrowsmith

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I oppose your proposals in relation to Moseley and the surrounding areas. I have seen and
support the proposed alternative boundaries put forward by local community groups including
Moseley Forum. In relation to your objectives, electoral equality can be achieved in a range of
ways, and I understand that the proposed alternative would allow you to achieve this objective.
However, your proposal significantly offends against your other two objectives of reflecting
community identify and supporting effective and convenient local government. In relation to
community identity, Moseley has has an extremely strong 'brand' locally, within the west
Midlands and to some extent nationally (being identified as one of the best places to live in the
Sunday Times). Moseley Village, Mosley Park. Moseley Folk and Jazz festivals, and Moseley
Farmers market all reflect this. However, your proposals would take all of these outside of the
Moseley ward! The Village and park are in many ways the heart of the Moseley community.
They also contain the origins of modern Moseley, including St Mary's and St Anne's churches
and many of the first Victorian streets. These areas are also an important basis for the future
of the area. Events such as markets and festivals are increasingly essential to sustaining local
life at a time where all high streets are struggling. As part of the planned development of
Moseley and the HS2 connectivity plan, there are plans to re-open the station in the village.
These are all essential to the shared future of Moseley and removing them from the ward would
be damaging to the community's plans and aspirations. I moved to the area around a year ago,
and the main reason for my move was the reputation Moseley had as an area with a strong,
diverse community. Boundary proposals should also recognise this. Both from a community and
governance point of view, Moseley's community groups should be considered. Organisations
such as Moseley Forum, Moseley in Bloom, Moseley Park and Pool, promote the development of
the area, campaign for its residents and add to the sense of community. They work with local
and regional government to do so. The new boundary proposals would create a mismatch
between these organisations and the boundaries, or may cause the organisations to fragment,
either of which would detrimentally effect the community and effective governance. As is
suggested by the above, local government would be made less effective and convenient by the
proposed changes. Moseley has its own development plan supported by local representatives,
working with community groups. Realigning plans and groups would take significant time and
effort and could lead to less effective and efficient governance for an extended period. The
existing plans and perhaps much of the progress made under them would be lost and new plans
would need to be developed. At a time of shrinking budgets, and with community groups
affected, there must be serious questions over whether appropriate resource would be available
to achieve this. To summarise, the proposed boundaries for Moseley do not reflect community
identify, but would rather fragment a strong community and community groups. It would
significantly damage effective local governance which has been established over many years and
is reflected in community group links and local plans. Alternatives, as proposed by the local
form (representing residents and in consultation with other local forums) would avoid these
damaging impacts while promoting the commissions objectives.

Uploaded Documents:
Download
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Moseley Community Groups
Moseley Ward proposal
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
08 February 2016 14:19
Pascoe, Mark
FW: FLORENCE ROAD, WYLDE GREEN, B73 5NJ

From: Bev Arthurs
Sent: 08 February 2016 11:13
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject:

Dear Sirs
I strongly object to our home being placed in the Pype Hayes ward. Not only will this affect the value of our
property, but logistically it does not make sense.
One side of
will be moved to the Boldmere Ward, whilst the other will be put into Pype Hayes even
though both sides of the road are only a two minute walk away from the main Wylde Green shopping area.
Not only will this cost the government a substantial amount of money in changing postcodes (also confusing the
Postal system), but it will certainly affect the value of our homes and the community of Wylde Green. We are
strongly involved with the Wylde Green Forum as we love Wylde Green and want for it to thrive, but moving us into
the Pype Hayes Ward will take us and our neighbours out of our original ward with the potential to make us less
likely to support our local community.
I would suggest that if anything is to be done with the Wards, anything on the of Pype Hayes park side of the
Chester Road up to the Birmingham Road is kept in Pype Hayes and anything to the north and west of Birmingham
Road is kept in the Wylde Green area. It is most certainly a nonsense to split a road into two wards.
I sincerely hope that you will consider my request and keep Wylde Green as it is and not dissolve and potentially
cause its loss of community and support.
Your confirmation of receipt of my objection would be appreciated.
Regards

BEVERLEY ARTHURS

1

Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
08 February 2016 14:20
Pascoe, Mark
FW: HISTORIC ERDINGTON

From: Bev Arthurs [mailto:
Sent: 08 February 2016 10:59
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: HISTORIC ERDINGTON

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

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

Regards

BEVERLEY ARTHURS
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Samuel Asanga

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I do not support these new boundaries being proposed, as it will have significant impact on my
family's life. These new boundaries will obviously negatively affect my home value, costs of
insurance,etc., making us worse off. So I do not believe this proposal's position that no
financial impact will result from these changes. The only way I can support this is if the council
gives guarantees to compensate me and my family for any potential financial losses that these
changes may bring (if they believe in their own report). I recommend that current boundaries
should be maintained.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6900
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
18 January 2016 08:46
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Boundary Proposal- Stechford East

From:
Sent: Saturday, January 16, 2016 2:19 PM
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Boundary Proposal‐ Stechford East
Dear Sirs,
We are contacting you to voice our opinion and 'opposing' the new boundary changes to Stechford East.
The Old Yardley Conservation area is historic and to consider changing these boundaries without direct consultation,
is not acceptable.
To think that in the future, St Edburgha's Church and the Old Conservation area will not be in Yardley, is also not
acceptable.
Here's hoping you reconsider and make the correct decision not to make these boundary changes!

Yours Faithfully,
Mr.Steven & Mrs.Amanda Ashford
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Amy Ashton

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
When I bought my house I made a choice to live in Moseley, I care about Moseley and am an
active member of many social groups in my ward. I care a great deal that the centre of
Moseley, a real jewel in Birmingham's Crown and the best urban place to live in 2015, not be
broken up for the sake of head count and voting numbers.
- Cambridge Road is part of
the Moseley Triangle. It's well known and well sought after area which adds value to Moseley.
The road is historically important to Moseley and the architecture in keeping with a traditional
Moseley view. Like most of my neighbours I identify as living in Moseley and being part of
Moseley. Please do not change our area into King's Heath (which has dropped the ' by the
way). It makes little/no sense to residents - whose interests you serve. You will rip the heart
out of a great area and devalue all that the people of Moseley have worked hard to achieve.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/7014

26/01/2016

Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
08 February 2016 14:41
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Boundaries change

‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐
From: Neelam Aslam
Sent: 06 February 2016 23:22
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Boundaries change
Hi
I live on the main
in Erdington, My house number is
. I have been living here for
almost years and I'm very proud of where I live. I have just been informed that my address will come under Pype
Hayes I am very disappointed to hear this and even more disappointed to know that not once have I been consulted.
Please please is there any way we could put a stop to this.
As a resident who will be affected by the changes I would appreciate if someone could get back to me.
Sent from my iPhone
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Qasir Aslam

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Hi, I would like to strongly object to the proposed Moseley Ward that is being drafted as this
means that even though I live at the top of
which is a 1 min walk away from
Moseley Village, I would now be in the Balsall Heath & Cannon Hill Ward which is not the area I
live in. I understand that the government objective is to make the wards smaller and more
manageable for councillors, but the proposed Moseley Ward is too small and drawn up without
understanding the local area. For example key landmarks like Moseley Park & Pool, Moseley Hall
Hospital, Moseley Golf Club and Moseley Bog Nature Reserve are missing from this Ward. I was
unable to save anything on the map (the drawing tools doesn’t let me save) but I think as a
minimum the proposed Moseley Ward needs to be extended to include the above landmarks
that I’ve mentioned and Russell Road, Queensbridge Rd, the side of Edgbaston Rd that meets
Rusell Rd and Salisbury Rd branches off. Moseley has been recognised as the number 1 Urban
City in the UK to live in and I would like it to keep that way. Splitting Moseley into different
Wards means that the relationship between local Councillors, residents and the Moseley Society
would be broken and this will be to the detriment to the area. The current conservation
guidelines would be managed by different wards meaning an increased risk in different
treatment of planning applications and lack of preservation of the local heritage that is more
than 150 years old. Local Moseley volunteers would now have different ward councillors and
officers to deal with and this would have an adverse impact on key events and features like
Christmas Lights, Moseley in Bloom, Moseley Festivals, support for Moseley Park and Pool (a
wonderful park that is cherished by local residents), the Moseley Arts and Farmers Market. I
feel that the effort invested on the Moseley Big Plan by Moseley residents, businesses and the
Council resulting in a Supplementary Planning Document would be lost and all of the effort
made to improve economic development in this part of the city would be wasted. With the
economic upturn we have a real opportunity to accelerate this and take advantage of the
reopening of Moseley station as part of the HS2 connectivity package. I do hope the above
points will be taken into consideration before finalising the Moseley Ward. Thanks, Qasir Aslam.

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

Debbie Atkinson

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
this is a ridiculous boundary change to exclude the shops of moseley. i live less than 100 yards
from moseley centre on
. I am a very long way from the centre of balsall heath.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/7442
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Mayers, Mishka on behalf of reviews
11 February 2016 13:45
Pascoe, Mark
FW: New Ward Boundaries

From: Balsall Heath Forum
Sent: 11 February 2016 12:42
To:
Subject: Re: New Ward Boundaries

To the Boundary Commissioners:

CC Abdullah Rehman (CEO) of the Balsall Heath Forum,

May I express my full support for the submission about Ward Boundaries.
In the hope that it helps I attached some thoughts of my own which I have discussed with a range of Balsall
Heath residents and professionals working in the area.
With best wishes,

Dr dick Atkinson.

Attached:
Some thoughts on the suggested new ward boundaries
I lived and worked in Balsall Heath for 40 years and remain in close touch with: The 10 Residents Groups
which cover Balsall Heath,
The area’s Neighbourhood Forum,
A variety of voluntary and faith groups.
I am very concerned by the suggested Ward boundary changes. My reasons include:
1. Some 40 years ago the historical village of Balsall Heath had become so fractured and weak that it
had become Birmingham’s red light district. Those who could afford to do so moved. Those who
couldn’t denied that they lived in Balsall Heath. So, they spent the next 40 years trying to improve
their community of Balsall Heath so that they could feel proud of it. They:

1



Defined it’s boundaries along the old village lines.



Formed a network of good neighbours.



Formed 10 residents groups which cover the area and clean and green it.



Celebrate Bonfire night with a crowd of 2,000, hold an annual Carnival. Communal Meals are held
every couple of months.



They formed a Neighbourhood Plan for which well over 2,000 people voted. This is now being
implemented and defines the area and how to dignify it.

2. A few years ago BCC held a survey of 8,000 plus people from all over Birmingham and asked them
a series of questions about their Neighbourhood. More people from Balsall Heath than anywhere
else trusted their neighbours, felt safe, felt they could influence events, felt proud of their
neighbourhood, etc, etc.

3. The police now want the Balsall Heath Forum to help them to replicate its success first in 5, then in
more neighbourhoods. They have asked the Police Commissioner to back this work. He is doing so.
HMG hold it up as a national example of neighbourhood renewal. People visit from all over the
country. In particular, the police and HMG say that they do not just want to do good things ‘to’ the
neighbourhood, they want residents to build social capital, prevent a range of problems from arising
and help service deliverers to join together to target the area’s defined needs and work in partnership
with the residents’ Forum.

4. So, if you split Balsall Heath up, combine it with parts of Moseley and Sparkbrook, you will
undermine 40 years of hard and successful work and set back what it can do with the police, HMG
and the Council.

5. Your e.mail asking for views said you : ‘aim to ensure that the pattern of wards reflects the interests
and identity of local communities..’ So, be true to your word. Do not ignore 40 years hard work and
the neighbourhood’s history. Just do what you say.

If you did not cut Balsall Heath up and worked with it , it could show you as well as the police how many
neighbourhoods can be renewed.

Yours sincerely,

Dick Atkinson. The Balsall Heath Forum’s past Coordinator.

--
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Julian Atkinson

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I am writing to voice my objections to the proposals to alter the boundary of Moseley Ward. I
live at
, Moseley and I strongly object to the split of Moseley into different
Wards. The proposed boundary would greatly damage the Moseley community spirit that has
built up over many decades. The boundary changes would affect the local partnerships between
councillors and the Moseley Society – an organisation which does so much for the greater good
of Moseley. The huge amount of good work put into creating the Moseley Big Plan would be
lost. Surely, the whole of the centre of Moseley must be in one Moseley Ward? The same
applies to the parish church and the Park. Having to deal with several different wards would
create a big increase in administration for many local organisations, for example, Moseley
Forum, Moseley in Lights, the Moseley Exchange, the Moseley Society, Moseley in Bloom,
Moseley Festival, Moseley Farmers Market and B13 Magazine. I strongly urge you to reconsider
your proposals and to create one ward for the whole of Moseley. Yours sincerely Julian Atkinson

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/7765

11/02/2016

Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Mayers, Mishka on behalf of reviews
05 February 2016 15:45
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Proposed Acocks Green Ward Boundary Changes.

‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐
From: Bari Aziz
Sent: 05 February 2016 01:19
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Cc:
Subject: Proposed Acocks Green Ward Boundary Changes.
I am totally against and opposed to your commissions submissions to alter the Acocks Green Ward boundaries.
It is clear that the proposed changes to our ward boundaries are politically motivated to water down opposition to
the Conservative Party, I know of no ward focus group or residents associations within the Acocks Green ward that
have had any input or say regarding the proposed changes.
Is it any wonder that people are turned off regarding the political process when arbitrary decisions are taken by
faceless bureaucrats that have little or no understanding of what these ward boundary changes mean to the
residents of Acocks Green. Our ward has unique neighbourhoods and communities that has Acocks Green Village at
its heart it is what we the residents identify with.
I will copy our three ward councillors into this email loop along with our MP to make them fully aware of the
strength of opposition to a politically motivated cynical ploy by a political party to strengthen its hand at local and
general elections, your proposed changes at best denies full discussion with the very people that will be effected by
the proposed changes and at worst it demonstrates gerrymandering by the Conservative Party.
Your arbitrary changes are nothing more than a cavalier reaction to a government instruction, it is local government
by central government dictate. I await your response and on receipt of said response will decide where next to take
my objection.
A B Aziz.
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
08 February 2016 14:59
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Acocks Green Ward Boundaries.

‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐
From: Bari Aziz
Sent: 06 February 2016 16:29
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Acocks Green Ward Boundaries.
I have viewed the proposed ward boundary changes for Acocks Green as submitted by the Labour Party.
My concern is that the proposed boundary changes leave the Gospel Estate outside the wards historical boundaries,
I have spoken to a large number of residents on the Gospel Estate and we want to retain our existing historical
community ward boundaries.
We would prefer our ward to consist of two elected members. If you implement the changes as laid out a significant
number of Gospel Estate residents would lose their ward identity.
We are very strong in our view that if implemented the changes would not be in our wards best interest.
I have lived in Acocks Green for 43 years and other residents that I have spoken to are all long term residents of
Acocks Green.
I urge you on behalf of Gospel Estate residents to give our request very serious consideration, we do not agree with
the proposed changes.
A B Aziz.
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