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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
18 January 2016 14:51
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Boundary changes hall green

‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐
From: Anyat Bi [mailto
Sent: Monday, January 18, 2016 2:32 PM
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Boundary changes hall green
To whom it may concern
I have received a letter over the weekend concerning, the changes to boundary of Hall Green to Tyseley I'm totally
against this, the value of our homes will change, and we paid a lot of money to live in the ward of hall green. And
will not accept these changes I will be talking to my MP

Anyat Bi
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Farzana Bibi

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Hi I am the residents of Sparkbrook and endorse the new Sparkbrook ward.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/7284
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Rukia Bibi

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: None

Comment text:
I paid for a
postcode this being MOSELEY not Spark Hill South if my area changes to
Spark Hill South, I expect the council to buy a property for me in B13 back in Moseley where I
initially was. If not Birmingham City Council can pay for our insurance, ensure that any children
we have get in to the best of schools and pay the difference of the value I lose on my flat. I
paid a ridiculous amount for my flat in Moseley, if I wanted something in Spark Hill I could
have saved myself a good few thousands of pounds and purchased something in spark hill some
time ago. This is the most ridiculous idea I have ever heard and we will complain and expect
compensation if these changes are ever put in place! WHAT HAPPENS TO THOSE PEOPLE WITH
MASSIVE MORTGAGES ON PROPERTIES THEY HAVE PAID FOR IN MOSELEY???!!!!! I WANT
ANSWERS?????!!!!!

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6947
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Sarah Bibi

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I strongly believe the whole plan should be abolished as it is not required. Everyone invests in
their home paying considerably high prices for specific areas (postcodes). This change will only
cause further frustration and many homeowners will lose out. Changing boundaries is just a
waste of the tax payers money and will result in people having to pay more insurance and
selling their properties at half the price they paid for. This whole plan is inappropriate and a
waste of money, this change will ruin Birmingham. Historic iconic places that are known
because of the area they are in will be affected immensely (ie: Moseley villege, Moseley bog
and other iconic properties). Please understand us, the areas are full of houses these are our
homes and our life investments!

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6948
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

dorothy bilbrough

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
a waste of money and time. Living in Northfield all my life. I vote in Longbridge, if this goes
ahead I will be voting in Northfield again.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6883
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Jaspal bilkhu

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: na

Comment text:
We would like the Swanhurst Lane to returned to Moseley ward and that we support the
Moseley Community Group plans. Mr & Mrs bilkhu

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/7007
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Angela Bird

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I am writing about the proposed boundary change from Harborne to new ward Summerfield. I
don't see the purpose of this at all. It will take time, money and huge organisational effort to
implement. This will distract Birmingham City Council from other, much more important
priorities that need to be delivered for this city. Therefore, I see no benefits at all for the
residents of Birmingham. To me this is just a politically driven waste of time, designed to
ensure the Conservative party gain more votes in certain areas. If the government really want
to help the residents of Birmingham then ensure Birmingham city council deliver the services
we deserve. Having just bought a new build house in Harborne, that was marketed by the
builder with a Harborne address, I paid a premium price for my home. Harborne has always
been a family orientated, well respected and desirable place to live. The proposed changes will
definitely impact the area demography, character and value of homes. This may not be a
concern for the people proposing these changes but for hard working families it will impact us
significantly. Harborne is an historic and beloved part of Birmingham. Leave it alone!

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/7700

11/02/2016

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

Mayers, Mishka on behalf of reviews
25 January 2016 08:07
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Proposed boundary changes
Hall Green Option 3.pdf

From: chris bird [
Sent: 24 January 2016 19:57
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Proposed boundary changes

Greetings
I support the proposal of the Hall Green Labour group in Birmingham for the creation of a two member Hall
Green West ward and a one member Hall Green East ward as shown in the attached pdf file.
Regards
Chris Bird (Hall Green resident)
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Christopher Birkedale

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: -

Comment text:
To whom it may concern, I am currently a resident of Edgbaston which under the new plans
would fall within the new Summerfield ward. I wish to express my concerns about these
changes and our desire for them not to go ahead. Below I highlight the possible effects on my
family and I. We moved into the area around 2 years ago onto the recently built
housing development, off
At the time of purchasing the house we
also had the option of purchasing similar/identical properties at the local Persimmon
development in Cape Hill, which falls just outside the current boundary for Edgbaston. We made
the concious decision to purchase a house within the Edgbaston boundary and paid a premium
to do so. The house was approximately £30,000 more expensive due primarily to being within
the Edgbaston boundary. This would not have been an issue as I am confident the property
would maintain its value if it were to remain a part of the Edgbaston community, which is a
desirable address and postcode. This is our 1st home and I am concerned as are many other
residents that the value of the property would drop under the proposed changes and we would
risk losing a significant amount of money in terms of equity value in the property. Another
concern is one of community. We are residents of Edgbaston and wish to remain a part of this
community, we like the identity that Edgbaston has and the sense of community that comes
with it. These proposed changes would alter that significantly and fundamentally change who
are our neigbours and who is our constituancy. People have the fantastic choice in this country
to live wherever they wish and in whichever community they wish. Having made that choice
ourselves to live where we do, we feel that these changes would be infringing directly on our
free choice.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6905
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Chris Hoare

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: Birmingham SouthWest Group

Comment text:
We are a local community on the waterworks estate edgbaston birmingham.this community is a
very close and tight knit diverse community.for many years we were blighted by high levels of
crime.prostitution,drug dealing and and lots of other antisocial wrongdoing.for the last twenty
five years we the community have stood to gether against all the odds to turn our community
around.indeed the community has become a beacon of hope to other communities blighted by
crime.this is a community like no other.we have had to fight crime to have the kind of
community our children and indeed our grandchildren have to day.we want to remain in
edgbaston birmingham.we are edgbaston.harborne is not.to put this community in summer field
would be travesty.we most certainly do not want to go back to the bad days.it has been the
people of edgbaston police councillors local papers ect who have given us the quality of life we
enjoy to day.without the backing of the people of edgbaston we would have been destroyed.we
are edgbaston we want to remain in edgbaston.for further details look at Birmingham southwest
group.internet. Yours sincerely .mr chris hoare chair .birmingham southwest group.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6744
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Philippa Lewis

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: Birmingham SouthWest Group

Comment text:
We are a local community on the waterworks estate edgbaston birmingham.this community is a
very close and tight knit diverse community.for many years we were blighted by high levels of
crime.prostitution,drug dealing and and lots of other antisocial wrongdoing.we the community
have stood to gether against all the odds to turn our community around.indeed the community
has become a beacon of hope to other communities blighted by crime.this is a community like
no other.we have had to fight crime to have the kind of community our children.we want to
remain in edgbaston birmingham.is not.we most certainly do not want to go back to the bad
days.it has been the people of edgbaston police councillors local papers ect who have given us
the quality of life we enjoy to day.without the backing of the people of edgbaston we would
have been destroyed.we are edgbaston we want to remain in edgbaston

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6746
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Trevor Lewis

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: Birmingham South West Group

Comment text:
We are part of the local community who reside on the Waterworks Estate, Edgbaston,
Birmingham. The community is a very close, tight knit and diverse one. For numerous years we
were blighted by high levels of crime, prostitution, drug dealing and and other antisocial
activities. As such, we have stood together against all the odds to turn our community around
and moreover, it has evolved into a 'beacon of hope' for other communities blighted by crime.
This is a community like no other - we have fought against crime in order to create the kind of
community which our children would be 'proud' to inherit, contribute to and further develop
some day. We want to 'remain in Edgbaston as we are 'Proud Edgbastonians'. To transfer this
community to the Summerfield Ward would be a travesty. we most certainly refute the idea of
returning back to the bad days as it has been the people of Edgbaston, alongside the Police,
Local Councillors and media who have given us the quality of life that we enjoy today. Without
the backing of our sister villages in the Edgbaston conurbation, we would have been destroyed.
Edgbaston is our home, Edgbaston is our right, Edgbaston is our future - we want to remain in
Edgbaston.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6864
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Karen Horsley

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: Birmingham South Group

Comment text:
We are a local community on the waterworks estate edgbaston birmingham.this community is a
very close and tight knit diverse community.for many years we were blighted by high levels of
crime.prostitution,drug dealing and lots of other antisocial wrongdoing. we the community have
stood to gether against all the odds to turn our community around.indeed the community has
become a beacon of hope to other communities blighted by crime.this is a community like no
other.we have had to fight crime to have the kind of community our children have to day.we
want to remain in edgbaston birmingham.we are edgbaston To put this community in summer
field would be travesty.we most certainly do not want to go back to the bad days.it has been
the people of edgbaston, police , councillors , local papers etc who have given us the quality of
life we enjoy to day.without the backing of the people of edgbaston we would have been
destroyed.we are edgbaston we want to remain in edgbaston.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6839

1/18/2016

Local Boundary Commission for England Consultation Portal

Page 1 of 1

Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Lisa Hughes

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: Birmingham South West Group

Comment text:
We have no desire to have the Edgbaston boundary changed and become part of "Summerfield"

Uploaded Documents:
Download

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6878

19/01/2016

To whom it may concern
I am part of the local community on the Waterworks Estate Edgbaston
Birmingham. We are a close community who work together to try and make the
area a safe place to live in.
Over the years we have experienced numerous problems with crime,
prostitution, drug dealing and in general anti social behaviour. For over
20 years our community has fought tirelessly to stamp out this behaviour
and make our area a safer place to live in.
We do not wish to be amalgamated with any other area. We are Edgbaston and
wish to remain so. We do not want to be part of ‘‘Summerfield’’. This
represents nothing of the hard work and commitment that we have put in over
the years to make our homes in Edgbaston decent places to live.
Our group is called Birmingham Southwest Group.and you can find more
valuable information on our website.

Yours sincerely
Miss L Hughes
Secretary Birmingham Southwest Group.

.this community is a very close and tight knit diverse community.for many
years we were blighted by high levels of crime.prostitution,drug dealing
and and lots of other antisocial wrongdoing.for the last twenty five years
we the community have stood to gether against all the odds to turn our
community around.indeed the community has become a beacon of hope to other
communities blighted by crime.this is a community like no other.we have had
to fight crime to have the kind of community our children and indeed our
grandchildren have to day.we want to remain in edgbaston birmingham.we are
edgbaston.harborne is not.to put this community in summer field would be
travesty.we most certainly do not want to go back to the bad days.it has
been the people of edgbaston police councillors local papers ect who have
given us the quality of life we enjoy to day.without the backing of the
people of edgbaston we would have been destroyed.we are edgbaston we want
to remain in edgbaston.for further details look at Birmingham southwest
group.internet. Yours sincerely .mr chris hoare chair .birmingham southwest
group.
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Carol Joesbury

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: Birmingham Southwest

Comment text:
We are a local community on the waterworks estate edgbaston birmingham.this community is a
very close and tight knit diverse community.for many years we were blighted by high levels of
crime.prostitution,drug dealing and and lots of other antisocial wrongdoing.for the last twenty
five years we the community have stood to gether against all the odds to turn our community
around.indeed the community has become a beacon of hope to other communities blighted by
crime.this is a community like no other.we have had to fight crime to have the kind of
community our children have to day.we want to remain in edgbaston birmingham.we are
edgbaston.To put this community in summer field would be travesty.we most certainly do not
want to go back to the bad days.it has been the people of edgbaston police councillors local
papers ect who have given us the quality of life we enjoy to day.without the backing of the
people of edgbaston we would have been destroyed.we are edgbaston we want to remain in
edgbaston

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6845

1/18/2016

Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Mayers, Mishka on behalf of reviews
07 January 2016 14:48
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Proposed boundary changes Birmingham. Sutton Coldfield Wards

From: NAB Noel
Sent: 07 January 2016 13:54
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Proposed boundary changes Birmingham. Sutton Coldfield Wards

Sirs,
I am shocked to learn that it is proposed to reduce the number of councillors to represent Sutton Coldfield
by 40%. Overall the number of councillors in Birmingham are being reduced by 15.8%. The result of these
proposals leave the residents of Sutton Coldield under represented on the council and each Sutton Coldfield
councillor having to represent a far greater number of residents than other Birmingham wards.
This is flawed and certainly against the very purpose of the Commission. To provide equal representation
for all residents of Birminghamt the correct number of councillors for Sutton Coldfield should be 11, most
certainly not 6..
I trust that this matter will be reviewed and equal representation will be allowed to the residents of Sutton
Coldfield on Birmingham Council.

-Noel Blick

1

Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
18 January 2016 08:42
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Proposed boundary changes for yardley / stetchford

From: Morg Blood [
Sent: Sunday, January 17, 2016 5:49 PM
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Proposed boundary changes for yardley / stetchford

Sirs,
I write to you learning of the new proposed boundary changes for our area of yardley and to voice with
many others the desire for this not to happen.
We have lived in yardley for twenty five years, and have grown most proud of our community and the
deeply rich history contained within our boundary.
St Edburgha church is our church of worship, and this on its own is steeped in over 900 years of history old
yardley is a conservation area and most homes within yardley are built on historical farmlands and
watercourses Blakesley Hall a living museum still capturing the interests of the young and old on the area
and way of life from tudor to the smallbrooks (of smallbrooks Queensway in town) through two world wars
and the development of yardley
There are many other historical locations nearby, Hams Hall Acocks green with their own history road
names after great families notably the Acocks and the Foxes.
All worthy of remaining in there own boundaries and community history interest and pride
Schools and business shops happy with there location community and resource
A petition has already been started for yardley residents to voice objections to proposed changes, but I
would ask that our yardley and District boundaries remain unchanged and our communities continue the
working relationships and organisations within our current boundaries without change
I hope that I have presented a small portion of reason for remaining within our current boundary and hope
that other people present more for your consideration
Thankyou for your time
Regards
Morgan Blood
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Thomas Bloor

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
The proposed new boundary for Moseley runs counter to common sense and to the declared
principles of the reform proposal. Under the proposed changes, the present heart of Moseley
would be assigned to five different wards. This has practical as well as emotional significance.
Moseley thinks of itself as a village and it has a centre, a parish church and all the
distinguishing features of a village. It is an integrated community with a number of responsible
and active local organisations. I endorse the counter-proposal produced at a mass meeting of
Moseley residents on 16 January 2016 and submitted to the Commission.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/7044

27/01/2016

Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
14 January 2016 08:51
Pascoe, Mark
FW: West Midlands | LGBCE

‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐
From: Tony Blundell
Sent: 13 January 2016 19:18
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: West Midlands | LGBCE

https://www.lgbce.org.uk/current‐reviews/west‐midlands
I have just received the focus news letter and I am appalled and shocked that the Birmingham council want to take
away the name Yardley. Yardley has been here for centuries,it is mentioned in the doomsday book, it also has a
conversation area and Yardley church has been there since the year 972.
A Yardley Restaurant
Sent from my iPad
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
18 January 2016 16:50
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Proposed changes to Birmingham boundaries

From: christine blythe [
Sent: 18 January 2016 16:45
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Proposed changes to Birmingham boundaries

Dear Sir/Madam
I understand that there may be a need to rationalise the voting areas in Birmingham. However, I am
concerned that old, pre‐Birmingham areas will lose their identity, virtually wiping them out of the history
books.
Areas such as Yardley, Moseley and Acocks Green (there are others) have histories going back over
centuries. Some areas only became part of Birmingham during the 20th century. The centres of these
districts are still often referred to as 'the village'.
Giving areas names such as ***** East, or West, etc, takes away the human element. A little like giving an
area a number, thus de‐personalising it. This has the effect of taking away the identity of an area, which
may mean that people do not feel they have an investment (either emotional or financially) in where they
live or work, which could lead to it's deterioration.
The proposals may have some kind of administrative value, and I am not opposed to that. But I do think
that this could be done by keeping the identities of the areas in Birmingham whose names are under
threat.
I do hope that the commission will consider all the above before making any changes.
Regards
Christine Blythe
Yardley resident
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Greg Bodycote

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Point 1 – Moseley – a historical village Moseley developed from a rural village into a suburb
between 1850 and 1910, stimulated by the new railway line and trams linking Moseley with the
centre of Birmingham. Large country estates were split up and sold off for housing
developments – notably that of Moseley Hall – which is now used as a hospital. The lake and
surrounding parkland also remains thanks to a group of local residents who formed the Moseley
Park and Pool Company to save it from development – a group which endures to this day.
Birmingham City Council has since established two Conservation Areas in Moseley to help
preserve this historic environment:
Moseley Conservation Area:
http://www.birmingham.gov.uk/moseleyca
St. Agnes Moseley Conservation Area:
http://www.birmingham.gov.uk/stagnesca Both of the links above include maps that indicate the
boundaries of the conservation areas. With this in mind, a Moseley ward boundary that does not
encompass the two Moseley conservation areas is pulling apart an area with over 150 years of
historical cohesion and resonance. Point 2 – Moseley – culture and economy Moseley Village is a
popular local centre, with a thriving café culture, nightlife and award-winning Farmers’ Market.
It attracts festivals of national significance to Moseley Park & Pool, and contains venues that
are recognised across the city, notably the Prince of Wales and Tipu Sultan. It is also a
desirable location to base a business, thanks to the Moseley Exchange co-working space, which
enables start-ups to have a flexible base while establishing their business. The Moseley
economy is recognised in two supplementary planning documents:
Moseley SPD:
http://www.birmingham.gov.uk/moseleyspd
Shopping and Local Centres SPD:
http://www.birmingham.gov.uk/spdlocalcentres There is also a ‘living’ Moseley regeneration
strategy, ‘Making Moseley’: http://www.moseleycdt.com/sites/default/files/Making%
20Moseley_Sept2014.pdf You will note that the Moseley SPD boundary encompasses all of the
area of Moseley that sits in the current ward of Moseley & Kings Heath, whereas the Shopping
and Local Centres SPD focuses on a more tightly-defined zone around the centre, as would be
expected. If there is a ward called Moseley, it is unthinkable that it should not contain the
centre of Moseley. 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, at a time when we have real opportunities to accelerate this, particularly in line with the
reopening of Moseley Station as a mooted element of the HS2 connectivity package:
http://centreofenterprise.com/wp- content/uploads/2015/07/HS2-Connectivity-Package.pdf
￼￼￼￼￼￼￼ Point 3 – Moseley, a civic legacy, an active community Moseley is not just its
buildings, its parks and its streets. It is its people and what they do, how they shape
themselves around the physical space. Citizens organise themselves around the shared locality
of Moseley in myriad ways, to nurture and develop the place they live in and love: Moseley
Forum (inc. Moseley in Lights), Moseley Community Development Trust, The Moseley Society,
Moseley in Bloom, Moseley Park & Pool, Moseley Interfaith Group, Moseley Festival, Sustainable
Moseley, Moseley Arts Market, Moseley Farmers Market, Moseley B13 Magazine. The list is
impressive, each group adding something wonderful and vital to life in the area. There is a
strong shared sense of what the place is, a huge amount of passion and activity around that
place – be it cultural, environmental, economic or social – and these proposals parcel that
space up in a way that is at best bewildering, and at worst, active sabotage of a place that
genuinely works very well.
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

christopher and sheila bolger

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Having lived in Harborne Rise since !/9/1979 I am appalled that a jumped up bottom scapper is
appointed to alter all of birminghams boundarys My property will Decrease by 70%. If you
would like help or advice about chainging boundarys or increasing valueations I also have a
bigger pen. Yours faithfully Chris. Bolger

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6843
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Martin Boote

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I write to express my opposition to the proposed ward boundary changes for Birmingham. I live
in Moseley and wish to continue to do so. I fail to understand why Birmingham has been
singled out for changes of this nature when other major city are not faced with similar
proposals. These changes would result in a reduction of councillors and consequently have a
damaging effect on the management of local government. I have been led to believe that
Birmingham already has fewer councillors per head of population than other large midlands and
northern towns and cities. I live in
, Mosley, and have done so for 20 years. I am
proud of the cohesive community in which I live and I strongly object to the proposed boundary
changes which would decimate the ward and destroy the fabric which makes it such a popular
and desirable place to live. A ward boundary that does not include Moseley’s two conservation
areas, moves the commercial centre of Moseley into a new ward and leaves Moseley Parish
Church and Moseley Park no longer in the ward whose name they bear lacks both sensitivity to
the local population and common sense. Martin Boote Moseley Resident

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/7692
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Matthew Bott

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on these proposals. I live in the Jewellery Quarter
and I am a registered voter. I wish to object to the LGBCE's proposed for a 2-councillor ward
called 'Winson Green' which covers my area. The Jewellery Quarter has a strong identity, and is
part of the city centre. It is NOT an inner city residential area as Winson Green is. It has a
business population of over 10 000 people and c. 7000 residents, with an expected 3000 more
residents coming over the next few years. Therefore the demands on a councillor will be very
specific to the JQ and would be typical of a city centre ward. Conversely the demands and
needs of Winson Green will also be very specific, and typical of an inner city residential area. I
think the JQ has a strong enough community, and together with our neighbours St Mark's, has
a large enough population to warrant our own councillor. We are one of the most identifiable
parts of Birmingham, indeed more identifiable than many of the other proposed single-councillor
wards. I therefore strongly object to the current proposal for a 2-councillor Winson Green ward,
and instead strongly support the Jewellery Quarter Neighbourhood Forum's counter proposal for
a "Jewellery Quarter & St Mark's" ward as per the attached document. Regards Matthew Bott
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
04 February 2016 14:08
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Yardley West ward

From: Galia Bouhayed
Sent: 04 February 2016 13:55
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Yardley West ward
The Review Officer (Birmingham)
The Local Government Boundary Commission for England
14th Floor, Millbank Tower
Millbank
London SW1P 4QP
Dear Sir/Madam
I wish to object to the Boundary Commission’s proposals for a Yardley West ward in
Birmingham and support an alternative that is being put forward.
Although I appreciate that the Commission has responded positively to local requests
for a 2-Member ward for Acocks Green to enable the retention of integrated community
links across the Warwick Road, the use of the Chiltern railway line as a boundary
undermines that. The 4000 voters between the railway and the Grand Union canal, and
east of Stockfield Road, are a fully integrated part of Acocks Green, including many
local activists, as the railway has never been seen as a barrier locally.
Given that some voters have to be shed from the current Acocks Green ward to achieve
electoral equality I support the idea that Olton Boulevard East would be a better cutoff, with properties to the south of it forming a single-Member Fox Hollies Ward. This
would reinstate the historic name for that area and would form a distinctive
community, being almost entirely inter-war Council-built properties. It includes Fox
Hollies Leisure Centre, Fox Hollies Forum (run by the Fox Hollies Community
Association), Fox Hollies Park (with its recently established “Friends”) and Fox Green
Crescent to the west of Fox Hollies Road. For electoral equality it would require the
Polling District CAE to be moved into a Hall Green ward, but that area has more in
common with that ward, being mostly privately-built semi-detached properties the same
as those south of School Road, and with the same B28 postcode and Hall Green address.
This would leave the remainder of the currently proposed Acocks Green ward to be
merged with the proposed Yardley West ward to create a new 2-Member Acocks Green ward.
Acocks Green has it the past encompassed Hob Moor Road (and beyond) but crucially this
time it would cross the Warwick Road to facilitate those integrated community links
originally sought. Again to ensure electoral equality both sides of Spring Road and
roads off it to the south would need to be brought in to this proposed ward, but this
would be possible, indeed desirable, following the transfer of CAE and internal
changes in the Hall Green wards.
I would oppose any attempt to remove the Yarnfield estate from Acocks Green ward as it
has clear social and economic links to the “village” centre. Such a solution would
also leave the Fox Green area “orphaned” at the end of a long thin ward with no direct
public transport links to its far end.

Yours Sincerely
Miss Galia Bouhayed
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Pete Bourne

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Having just purchased a house I would be very much against boundary changes as this will
adversely effect the value of my home

Uploaded Documents:
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Matthew Bowater

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: East Yardley neighborhood forum

Comment text:
I not happy that I will be classed as Garrett's Green when buying a house it was picked
because of the name and area. I guess my grip would not be listen to the big fat cats will do
what they want

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

Matthew Bowater

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Hi I'm deeply saddened to find if the boundary change for Garrett's green is in force. Please
can you consider coming down Cockshut Hill this will solve the problem, not only for me but
other residents living in
Who oppose the changes. Secondly
can we keep Yardley not stechford? Yardley was the very first conservation area in Birminham.

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

Mayers, Mishka on behalf of reviews
07 January 2016 15:21
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Boundary Changes

From: David Bowater
Sent: 07 January 2016 15:17
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Boundary Changes
Dear Sirs,
It has been bought to our attention, that due to proposed boundary changes the number of councillors in
Birmingham could change from 120 to 101, resulting in Sutton Coldfield being reduced from 12 to 10.
As we provide a substantial amount of revenues to Birmingham and per head of population in respect of size
compared to other wards in Birmingham, we should keep our 12 representatives on the council.
But, as always, if there has to be a compromise, it should only be reduced to 11.
Regards,
David & Susan Bowater
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Gareth Bowden

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I live in what is currently Moseley and Kings Heath ward and consider myself to be Moseley a
resident. The proposals would put me in Stirchley and close neighbours in Cannon Hill and
Balsall Heath. It would split what is an historic area of the city with its own cultural identity
into fragments represented by six councillors. We therefore strongly dispute that these proposed
changes will in any way provide for effective and convenient local government or reflect
community identity. You appear to have just played a numbers game, not only with Moseley but
also the rest of the City. Local government is about responding to the needs of local businesses
and residents. There are strong and active groups based in Moseley and other wards. Dividing
this and other areas is illogical and would make co-ordinating services much more difficult. You
will, I'm certain, have many more detailed objections to the plan and therefore I will simply
state that, in my opinion, LGBC has failed to consider the two most important parts of its
remit. The proposals should be abandoned.
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Mayers, Mishka on behalf of reviews
09 February 2016 09:26
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Erdington Boundry Changes

‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐
From: patrica bowden [
Sent: 08 February 2016 17:55
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Erdington Boundry Changes
We ask the commission to amend their plans for North Birmingham to represent a Castle Vale Ward, a two member
Erdington Ward, a two member Gravelly Hill Ward, two member Kingstanding Ward, two member Oscott Ward, a
Perry Common Ward, Pype Hayes Ward and a Stockland Green Ward. With the Erdington Ward borders running
from Court Lane in the West, Sutton in the North, Pype Hayes and Holly Lane in the East and Kingsbury Road/Wood
End Road in the South"

If the wards were changed to reflect this then that would ensure all of historic Erdington is retained within
the Erdington Ward.
Yours sincerely Patricia Bowden
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Patricia Bowler

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I am writing to object about the proposed boundary changes for Sutton Coldfield. I am
concerned that the current proposals will leave Sutton Coldfield under-represented in
Birmingham City Council. I believe that there is cross-party agreement that 11 Counsellors
would be better than 10. Bearing in mind that Sutton is continuing to expand in size - surely
provision for the near future should be made now. I grew up in the Reddicap area and have
lived here for about
years. The Reddicap area is focused around the junction of Hollyfield Rd
and Reddicap Heath Rd. l have never considered areas of Falcon Lodge or even as far away as
Lindridge Rd as being the same community. These new boundaries don't seem to have taken
into account the current communities. I understand that the Whitehouse Common community is
split into two - thus causing great difficulty for residents in that area. I would hope that the
views of the local people will be taken into account before any decisions are made.

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

Mayers, Mishka on behalf of reviews
13 January 2016 13:25
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Yardley

From: David Boyd
Sent: 13 January 2016 12:13
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Yardley

I am annoyed to see sombody from London wants to change boundrys in our area this is a historic area with
a 1.000 year old church I don't think you would like us to interfere with your boundarys please deal with
your own problems of which I am sure you have many. Yours sincerely Mr David Boyd
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Esther Boyd

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Two letters of objection follow:
The Review Officer (Birmingham),
Local Government Boundary Commission for England, 14th Floor, Millbank Tower, Millbank,
London SW1P 4QP. 6 February 2016 To the Review Officer We bought our house in Moseley in
and love living in Moseley. This is the third boundary change that we have lived through.
The first boundary change split Moseley and we became part of Sparkhill Ward for several
years. We were very pleased to return to Moseley after the second boundary change. I strongly
object to the current LGBCE proposal for the ward boundary changes in Birmingham, with
particular reference to my neighbourhood. The current LGBCE proposal means that: - Our house
in
remains in Moseley; - We are split from most of the Moseley community and
Moseley assets; - Several roads to the north of Moseley, including Anderton Park School and
Balsall Heath Park, which do not identify with Moseley, have been added to Moseley. I have
heard that objections to the current LGBCE proposal must be accompanied by evidence. Please
provide for us the evidence on which the current LGBCE proposal was based, referring to the
three aims of the boundary review. I assume that this proposal conforms to the first aim of the
boundary review, to: - Improve electoral equality by equalising the number of electors each
councillor represents; In my view it certainly does not: - Reflect community identity; The centre
of Moseley is Moseley Village: the shops, churches, Moseley Park, Moseley Exchange. On what
grounds have these been excluded from Moseley Ward? On what grounds have the roads to the
north of Moseley been added to Moseley? In my view this proposal certainly does not: - Provide
for effective and convenient local government. As all the Moseley community groups and
organisations would be split between five wards, and councillors for all these wards would need
to be actively engaged in the activities of these organisations. This would be neither effective
nor convenient for local government. The main Moseley groups which would be affected by this
are Moseley Arts Market / Moseley B13 Magazine / Moseley in Bloom / the Moseley Exchange /
Moseley Farmers Market / Moseley Festival / Moseley Forum / Moseley Interfaith Group /
Moseley in Lights / Moseley Park & Pool / The Moseley Society / Sustainable Moseley. I thought
that this government supported plans to enable local people to make local decisions. There is
plenty of evidence to the contrary here. It’s not just that Moseley’s proposal has been ignored,
Balsall Heath had a referendum about their neighbourhood and this neighbourhood is split in
your proposal – and Balsall Heath residents do not wish to have Moseley Village added to their
Ward. You have received the proposal by the Moseley community for a two councillor ward,
which was agreed after a thorough investigation. At the public meeting to discuss your
proposal, attended by around 500 people including people from Balsall Heath, your proposal had
no supporters whilst the community proposal had unanimous support. I trust that the current
review proposals will be rejected. Yours sincerely Esther Boyd Letter
The Review Officer (Birmingham), Local Government Boundary Commission for England, 14th
Floor, Millbank Tower, Millbank, London SW1P 4QP. 6 February 2016 To the Review Officer I will
not repeat the substance of my wife’s letter of opposition to the proposal of a one councillor
ward called Moseley, that does not include the heart of Moseley and does include properties to
the north of Moseley which are not part of the Moseley community. I support everything that
she has written. The fact that your proposal puts Balsall Heath Park in Moseley Ward and
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Moseley Park in Balsall Heath and Cannon Hill Ward surely demonstrates that the proposal is
wrong for both communities. I hope to hear soon that the current proposal has been dropped
and that, if a ward boundary review is really needed, that the view of the Moseley community
as shown in our proposal, is adopted. Yours sincerely Howard Boyd
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Karen Bradbury

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Feature Annotations

1: The Sutton Boldmere boundary
should be modified to include
the following areas

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

Map Features:

Annotation 1:
areas

The Sutton Boldmere boundary should be modified to include the following

Comment text:
We moved into Boldmere five years ago to be part of a community. As a family, we support Boldmere high street on a regular basis. We use Boldmere library
and attend groups at Boldmere St Michaels's church. We feel very strongly that if we were pushed out of our Boldmere community it may impact on house prices
and the community spirit of our local area.

Uploaded Documents:
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https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/7536

08/02/2016

Local Boundary Commission for England Consultation Portal

Page 1 of 1

Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Mitch Bradbury

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Feature Annotations

1: The Sutton Boldmere boundary
should be modified to include
the following area

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

Map Features:

Annotation 1:
area

The Sutton Boldmere boundary should be modified to include the following

Comment text:
As an active member of the Boldmere community, supporting and using the high street's facilities on a regular basis, I feel that we would be ousted if the
current draft proposals were to be implemented. We moved into the area five years ago to be part of Boldmere and would feel upset if we were pushed out of
this area due to these changes.

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

Mayers, Mishka on behalf of reviews
05 February 2016 15:34
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Sutton Coldfield Boundary Review

From: Angela Bradley2
Sent: 05 February 2016 14:08
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Sutton Coldfield Boundary Review

Dear Sirs,
I have two major objections to the proposed new boundaries recently put forward for Sutton Coldfield:

1. Splitting the existing (and historically named) Vesey ward by syphoning off Banners Gate into a
new separate area called Parklands;
2. Handing over the section of Sutton Park that currently comes under Vesey Ward, to the Four Oaks
ward. This latter proposal makes no sense whatsoever to me when the land is near to Banners
Gate and Boldmere Gate and nowhere near Four Oaks!!
o Reasons as follows:
o I see no reason to split Vesey ward, or to rename it (given it is a long standing historical
name) as it can simply be represented by two councillors.
o If the Vesey ward really must be split, then it would make more sense for Wylde Green to be
the split out area, with Parklands being the areas that border the park, namely Banners Gate
and Boldmere (including Boldmere Gate). New Oscott could go with either, as it doesn't
border the park but it is closer to to Banners Gate and Boldmere than it is to Wylde Green.
o Even if the Vesey ward is split, the corresponding section of the park should rightfully
remain with the area and become part of the new Parklands ward. It is quite ridiculous to
apportion it to Four Oaks which is the opposite side of the park!

Regards
Angela Bradley
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

SANDRA BRADLEY

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I received a letter from you about the proposed Ward Boundary Changes to push me into the
Weoley Castlle Ward. I am strongly against it. I wish to stay in Bartley Green Ward if possible
how it is after all these years why has it got to be changed. I welcome your comments Thank
You Sandra Bradley My postcode
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Sally Bradley

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
The new boundaries for the Moseley ward exclude the centre of the village, Moseley Park and
the majority of the residents who are proud to live in Moseley. The first i have heard about
these changes was from a flyer from the local Moseley Forum. I have lived in Moseley for 20+
years and there has been no communication from the council regarding these proposals that i
have seen or heard. Moseley is a well established community with a clear history centred on
the Moseley traffic lights and we are proud to live here and have done for many years. We use
the restaurants, pubs, supermarkets, cafes, shops and GPs. It has a monthly farmers' market in
the centre of the village which has won national awards. It is ridulous that the new boundary
for Moseley excludes it. There are many good reasons why the residents of Moseley enjoy living
here and that is reflected in the national polls of most popular places to live in the uk where it
came top. Do not enucleate the delight that is Moseley village by moving the boundary to
exclude it and its many residents from Moseley ward. National decisions have a huge imapct on
local communities and this boundary change, if implemented, will have a very negative one.
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

micheal brailsford

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I live in Moseley
I can't have my nice area associated with Balsall Heath ward, NO!
NO! NO! I don't want this to happen

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

Fuller, Heather
08 February 2016 17:02
Pascoe, Mark
FW: FYI The review Officer

From: Jason Braithwaite
Sent: 08 February 2016 16:26
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: FYI The review Officer
Dear Review Officer
I am writing to you in connection to the proposed boundary changes for a ward in Birmingham (Springfield) - to
change an area known as
from Springfield to Sparkbrook.
I write in opposition to this. My wife and I live on
(Moseley) and we (and our neighbours) are far
more integrated with Moseley than the proposed change. Therefore, I write to inform you that my wife and I would
like
to be returned to Moseley ward and are opposed to any move to Sparkbrook south.
Regards
Jason Braithwaite & Katty Perez.
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
18 January 2016 08:47
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Propose Yardley Boundary Changes

From: Sally b
Sent: Saturday, January 16, 2016 11:11 AM
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Propose Yardley Boundary Changes

Dear Sir the proposed boundary changes for the Yardley are have just come to my notice and I
feel very strongly that I need to make my thoughts known to you.
Yardley has been Yardley since before Doomsday and its historic church is the best part of
1,000 years old. To irradiate the name at the stoke of a bureaucratic pen is a travesty. Whilst I
fully acknowledge that we need to move on , I really thought this city was trying to promote its
image. Yardley is one of the city’s jewels. If I recall correctly, it was Birmingham’s first
conservation area and valued and developed as such. Why look to change its name to one
that does not come with a guaranteed background?
I did not grow up in Birmingham and choose to live in Yardley because of what i already knew of its history
and reputation. I am proud to say that I live in YARDLEY but will not feel particularly proud to say I live in
Stechford East . If you must change the boundaries and i don’t have particularly strong feelings about this
one way or the other, why not consider retaining the name of Yardley (Yardley East or even Yardley East
and Stechford if you must). Stechford may well benefit as an area from being associated with a name that
already carries a reputation of nearly a 1,000 years history, tourists who come to visit the conservation
area will recognise where they are coming, Yardley Church and conservation area will remain in Yardley
and the city will be able to promote it’s image as caring for it’s history and honouring it’s illustrious past.

It is disgraceful to even consider loosing the name of Yardley. Reconsider this issue before it is
too late and the name is consigned to history. It is not too late to use it to boost image and
reputation, which as we all know this city is badly in need of
Yours completely outraged
Sally Braithwaite MCSP
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Jenny Brandon

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I have lived in Granshaw Close, Kings Norton for thirty years. I strongly disagree with the draft
proposal to make the road part of Hawkesley ward as it will have a very detrimental effect on
the value of the properties affected.
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be given by this new ward either at the proposed council or potentially parliamentary level. 2.2 Head Count Summerfield headcount statistics appear to indicate
that the new ward would be larger than new Edgbaston so the proposal appears to fail on this count. I would also observe that Summerfield has much greater
housing growth potential than the heavily built environment of the new Edgbaston so this disparity could grow. 2.3 Benefit to the Electorate It is not possible to
see how the Electorate of North Edgbaston within Summerfield will be fairly represented. The saving of 1 or 2 ward councillors to the Birmingham City Council
cost base is a very minor saving when compared to the impact on the electorate and has no returning benefit to the locality. Indeed it is detrimental to the
interests of the Electorate of North Edgbaston to lose its Edgbaston nomination. It is noted that the business premises of Edgbaston that fall north of the Hagley
Road have been included inside the proposed Edgbaston ward however residents have not. This indicates that businesses have been able to make a case for their
need to remain in Edgbaston however, we note that they do not form part of the Electorate so this appears discriminatory to the residents who are the
Electorate. There is no balance in the proposals for the residents. Question 3 – Appropriateness of the Proposed Names The proposed ward name of 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. If has no recognition value to the residents
where I live in Edgbaston. In the event that there are appropriate grounds to decline the continuation of “North Edgbaston” within the Edgbaston Ward, which I
would contest, Summerfield has far less resonance than Edgbaston Reservoir or North Edgbaston. However, those names would best suit a small one councillor
ward as they do not cover what is currently part of Winson Green. If the boundaries can’t be changed, I strongly suggest that the area should be named North
Edgbaston, not Summerfield.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6857

19/01/2016

Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
08 February 2016 14:21
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Saving historic Erdingto

From: John Brewer
Sent: 08 February 2016 10:09
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Saving historic Erdingto

1

"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"

2

Sent from my iPad
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

anthony brierley

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
(1) The proposed electoral ward of Summerfield does not reflect the local community of North
Edgbaston, in particular the area designated as St Augustine's Conservation Area by Birminghan
City Council in 1988. In its Advisory Leaflet issued at the time the Council stated that this is an
area of North Edgbaston centred upon St Augustine's Road and reflects the history of the
district. (2) I am concerned that St Augustine's Road where I have
is now to
be moved to what is called Summerfield with which local residents have no affinity. I do not
understand why the Norfolk Hotel together with other hotels on the north side of Hagley Road
is allowed to remain in Edgbaston, as a proposal by the Hotel to develop for commercial
purposes properties it owned in St Augustine's Road was one of the reasons why the road and
and the Hotel were included in the Conservation Area in 1988. (3) The North Edgbaston
Residents' Association/Group has for many years endeavoured to maintain the integrity of the
North Edgbaston community in terms of scrutinising planning proposals and taking action on
matters of concern to residents. There is a strong feeling locally that the area of North
Edgbaston should be respected by the Boundary Commission and that we should remain part of
Edgbaston ward and constituency.
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Fiona Brinkman

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Hi there, we live on
, which is currently part of Edgbaston. I certainly have concern
about this no longer being a part of Edgbaston. I think that the characters of the Vernon
Rd/Montague Rd/Clarendon Rd enclave and the north part of Rotton Park Rd/area around St
Augustine’s Church are distinctive from that of Bearwood and that which exists further into the
proposed new ward. It may be that removing these areas from Edgbaston would have an
adverse effect upon that character and could lower house prices in those areas. I know I am
not the only one in our area that feels the same. I am not happy for this to go ahead. Kind
Regards Fiona
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Kayleigh Britain

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
This is ridiculous! Kings Heath comes under Balsall Heath, I'm sure the residents will love that.
I for one will be packing up and leaving Birmingham if this goes ahead. Our once great city has
become worse and worse over the last 15 years and now it's just a shell, a ruin which you
want to direct and reshuffle around. It's not going to do anything but satisfy David Cameron's
Facist government. Well Birmingham I hope you are proud. Councillors you have bastardised
our home to the point of no repair. Thank you for that!
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

K Brom

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Feature Annotations

2: The demographics, housing
and neighbourhood of the shaded
area are in keeping with the
HANDSWORTH WOOD boundary NOT
Handsworth. The shaded area
is a natural neighbourhood
with HANDSWORTH WOOD ward

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

Map Features:

Annotation 2: The demographics, housing and neighbourhood of the shaded area are in
keeping with the HANDSWORTH WOOD boundary NOT Handsworth. The shaded area is a
natural neighbourhood with HANDSWORTH WOOD ward
Comment text:
The demographics, housing and neighbourhood of the shaded area are in keeping with the HANDSWORTH WOOD boundary NOT Handsworth. The shaded area is a
natural neighbourhood with HANDSWORTH WOOD ward. Please change to Handsworth Wood ward.
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Lesley Brougham

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I am particularly commenting on the proposed changes to Moseley & Kings Heath ward
boundaries which make no sense at all to me, and do not even meet at least one of the basic
criteria for consideration in conducting electoral reviews - ie to 'reflect community identity'.
Moseley & Kings Heath have strong community identities both individually but also as a pair eg we have a joint U3A - with many flourishing community organisations. Indeed many people
living in our area, including myself, have chosen to live here precisely because of the strong
sense of community and the many community events which take place, and local people take
great pride in, and feel very passionately about, their area and what it stands for. In fact
Moseley has been recognised nationally as a great place to live partly because of this. So how
can it make any sense to, for example, propose that the centre of Moseley Village should no
longer be in Moseley? How can this make sense for economic development? These proposals
would mean many continuity problems for our local community organisations which would then
sit across a number of ward boundaries - how does this aid 'effective and convenient local
government' or is local democracy an important principal in theory only but ignored in practice?
As someone who lives on the border of Kings Heath and Moseley and uses facilities in each,
this is of great concern to me. I understand that these changes are designed to implement
another principle ('equalise the number of electors') but I do not believe that this cannot be
done without riding a coach and horses through our communities. If we need to reduce the
number of councillors (why? what will this achieve?) then perhaps a reduction from 3 councillors
to 2 with some minor alterations to the existing boundaries would achieve the necessary
outcomes without creating devastation.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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Comment text:
I would like the Boundary Commission to reconsider the suggested changes to Birmingham
Ward Boundaries.I have emailed my comments about Hall Green in particular, but I understand
that some old areas and districts have been divided and almost removed from the map. Many
districts of Birmingham grew from villages and have developed communities over the years.
Many districts seem to be divided haphazardly in the suggested new boundaries, so will lose the
community spirit they have developed. Some new names bear no relation to the wards they are
part of, which makes people feel disconnected, and ignored. Making potential voter numbers
equal in wards is a good aim, but not if voters feel disconnected. Birmingham's record for voter
numbers is not good. 30 per cent is average for ward elections. I hope you will look again at
the boundaries.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/7527

08/02/2016

Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
08 February 2016 14:15
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Boundary changes Hall green

From: Anne Brown
Sent: 08 February 2016 13:45
To: review@lgbce.org.uk
Subject: Boundary changes Hall green

Dear Mr Pascoe,
I am writing to give my opinions regarding the proposed boundary changes to Hall Green Ward.
The proposal is for the ward to be divided into 3 areas with 3 individual councillors,leading to re‐elections
for all 3 areas at the same time.
This will reduce the smooth change‐over that exists at present when councillors are re‐elected every 3
years on a Rota system. This has worked well over the years, especially as our councillors have worked
together for Hall green Ward.
I can understand the wish to reduce the number of councillors, and the wish to have equal numbers of
potential voters, but who‐ever drew the boundary lines did not know the area or the Community.
Having Hall Green North and South districts on either side of the Stratford Road is understandable. Putting
an uneven boundary line around the Colebank Road, Stratford Road and School Road cross road junction
is not.
The proposed third area named Tyseley does not make sense. Tyseley is an identifiable area of
Birmingham in its own right, and is 2 Stations further along the B'ham‐ Stratford Railway line.
The area includes Hall Green Secondary School, the only one in the ward, the Railway Station, the Parade
shopping area, (both these are over 100 years old), B'ham South and City College, Sarehole Mill and its
environs, and the Health Centre. It separates these old and historic parts of Hall Green from the rest of the
Ward.
If the 3rd area had included some connection to Hall Green in its name it may have been more acceptable.
Sarehole, Sarehole Mill dates from 16th century and has JRr Tolkien connections, or Greenbank, which was
an area along the Stratford Road from Cateswell Road towards Sparkhill.
Please re‐think these Boundary details, and ensure the most up‐to‐date and accurate maps are used.
Thank you for your attention.
Mrs Anne Brown,
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E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I am very unhappy with the proposals to remove Yardley as a constituency in the area where I
live. I have lived in Yardley for 24 years. It is an area of great historical importance and
presence. We have a Parish Church - Yardley Old Church (St Edburgha's) and Yardley Old
Village and the Church in particular has been in existence for hundreds of years. The proposed
boundaries do not make any sense whatsoever and how can people in London make decisions
about an area of which they know nothing about without speaking to the people who live there.
I do not wish to become swallowed up in a meaningless constituency, I have never lived in
Stechford and Yardley is too important a place to lose. These boundary changes must NOT be
allowed to happen. History will disappear if they are allowed to go ahead. Local residents are
not happy about the proposed changes nor the fact that they have been hushed up by the
Boundary Commission.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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Gordon Browne

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I am at odds with the fact if this Boundary change goes ahead , we will lose any historic
background,as YARDLEY is mentioned in the doomsday book and our loca churchl St Edburgha's
fondly know as Yardley old church again with its own history dating back close to 1,000 years
old , changing this boundary will not change the polling station s used but maybe the person
we vote for and not someone who has worked for this constituency to make it what it is today
I have lived in the YARDLEY area for 44years and wish to continue to live here save Yardley as
Yardley

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I was born here and I don't understand why it has to be changed. It has a lot of history and
we dont want to lose it

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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Eric Brown

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I have lived in Hall Green for over 70 years and hope to see my days out in HG. I quote your
own words ....'We also aim to ensure that the pattern of wards reflects the interests and
identities of local communities as well as promoting effective local government. In order to
achieve these aims, we need to re-draw ward boundaries across Birmingham'......, unfortunately
your proposal seems to have the opposite effect by splitting HG you have moved many of the
important buildings to Tyseley. Birmingham has many 'villages' such as Moseley and Acocks
Green all with their personalities and organisations. HG Parish Church is over 312 years old,
there are also another five churches. The Bull Inn was an important building on the Turnpike
Road. We have many organisations such as a Residents Assoc, reputed to be the first in
England, another Residents association weareb28, U3A, Local History Society, Fircones for
retired people, offering many activities and classes, Scouting, Guiding and Boys Brigade. HG is
world famous for its connections with JRR Tolkien who lived in Wake Green Road, Sarehole Mill,
the River Cole and Moseley Bog inspired him to write the Hobbit books. Sarehole Mill was once
owned by Matthew Boulton, one of the fathers of the Industrial Revolution. The Mill hosts the
annual Middle Earth Weekend visited by many foreign visitors interested in Tolkien. The
adjacent Recreation Ground also hosts other Community events. Although predominantly
residential HG has a famous industrial heritage, Aldis Lamps were made here during the war
and continued to manufacture optical goods. Velocette Motor Cycles produced world famous
motor cycles and had many successes at the Isle of Man TT Races. Stacatruc and Joseph Lucas
were also in HG. Please do not carve us up so that all our heritage is lost to ther districts. You
will also receive similar pleas from our neighbours Moseley and Acocks Green and other districts
for the total disregard of the feelings of residents, also bear in mind the high cost of putting
your proposals through in our proud City of Birmingham, if you want this to be of benefit to
electors , bear in mind we are lucky to get about 30% voters at a Local Election.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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Comment text:
This is a terrible abomination of South Birmingham. Kings Heath and Moseley are of historical
significance and should be left alone! As Should Selly Oak district.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6326

16/12/2015

Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Mayers, Mishka on behalf of reviews
02 February 2016 10:14
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Proposed Boundary Changes for Hall Green, Birmingham.

From: Karen Brown
Sent: 01 February 2016 13:07
To:
Subject: Proposed Boundary Changes for Hall Green, Birmingham.

FAO : The Review Officer
Local Government Boundary Commission for England
I feel that I must write to you to express my feelings regarding the proposed boundary changes and the
effect this will have on Hall Green and its residents.
I am absolutely appalled that you propose to put parts of Hall Green into the ward of Tyseley. Tyseley
comes under the postcode of B11, I have worked hard all my life, to better myself, and move away from the
B11 area and 40 years down the line you now propose to put me straight back there.
On your website you quote “We also aim to ensure that the pattern of wards reflects the interests and
identities of local communities as well as promoting effective local government”.
I have to wonder, do you know anything about Hall Green at all. It is steeped with history, landmarks and
the legacy of famous people who have lived here.
Hall Green has been a home to comedian Tony Hancock, who lived at 41 Southam Road (the house
contains a plaque commemorating this), racing commentator Murray Walker, who was born at 214
Reddings Lane, Nigel Mansell, who though born in Upton-upon-Severn spent most of his childhood and
early adult years in the area and most famously J. R. R. Tolkien, who lived near Sarehole Mill.
Sarehole Mill in Cole Bank Road is a HUGE tourist attraction and has thousands of visitors each
year. Powered by the River Cole it is Birminghams only working water mill, which I understand provides
flour to the local community. Sarehole Mill and several locations around the Mill were the inspiration
behind scenes in The Hobbit and The Lord of The Rings, well known through the books of J. R. R.
Tolkein.
Sarehole Mill, Tony Hancock and J. R. R. Tolkein are actually listed on Birmingham City Councils website
under ‘The History of Hall Green’.
All of the above roads you plan to put into a Tyseley ward, so how can you say that you “aim to ensure that
the pattern of wards reflects the interests and identities of local communities” when you are effectively
taking these identities away.
Cole Bank Road is considered to be, and always will be, the heart of Hall Green. Hall Green is an area of
historic interest and has an existing community identity, culture and economy. I do not see how the
proposed boundary changes will in any way improve local government.
I urge you to relook at these proposals. But I must ask, if you continue with these boundary changes …..
1

1/ How much compensation will you be paying me as my house will drop in value by at least £25,000 £50,000 with a B11 / Tyseley postcode address.
2/ How much will you be paying me towards my buildings, contents and car insurance as all these costs
will increase with a
B11 / Tyseley postcode address.
Please talk to our local councillors who will be able to give you a better understanding of Hall Green and
the effect that these boundary changes will have on its residents.
Thank You
Karen Brown
Hall Green Resident

2

Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
08 January 2016 08:51
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Objection

From: george brown
Sent: 07 January 2016 17:30
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Objection

Objection
My wife and I strongly object to Sutton Coldfield, an area of high rateable value,as proposed by
the Boundary Commission, to be reduced from 11 Councillors to 10 Councillors, will result in
our under-representation at Council and will unfairly threaten the Green Belt (eg. Sutton
Park),the protected areas of outstanding beauty, plus their attractive delineations also being
gradually over-developed resulting in the rapid conversion of our traditional domestic Housing
Stock being demolished/and re-converted for other commercial uses; bringing increased road
traffic and noise, thereby gradually destroying our rural environment. This proposal to reduce
our representation to 10 Councillors would be unfair to Royal Sutton Coldfield, an area the envy
of many of the current plethora of 'Robin Hood' politicians who consider the destruction of
more affluent areas their mission. This proposed under-representation of Councillors by the
Boundary Commission is hereby vigorously opposed for the reasons given.
Dr. George D. Brown

Mrs. Lucy A. Brown, of
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Name:

june and arthur brown

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
yardley should remain as yardley as it is an historic conservation area and they public are
proud of this and do not wish it to be in stechford bounderies.it has been yardley for so long
and should remain so!!

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

rachel brown

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I would like to support the moseley forum proposals for the moseley ward. existing proposals
fragment moseley as we know it.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6891
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Mayers, Mishka on behalf of reviews
05 February 2016 15:31
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Boundary changes Erdington, Birmingham

From: bob brown
Sent: 05 February 2016 15:12
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Boundary changes Erdington, Birmingham
Dear Sirs,

I live in Welwyndale Road, the longstanding Erdington border is down Bearwoodfarm Road and my community is
Erdington!

In addition I object to the Local Government Boundary Commission proposals as they stand because:
I wish to register my objection to the proposed boundary changes for Erdington.
Particularly the area north of Pype Hayes Park up to the Sutton Wylde Green border.
Erdington is an old place and is mentioned in the Doomsday Book as Hardintone.
As a member of the Erdington Historical Society for over 30 years, I would ask “what is at community”?
Its places, places where people socialise, shop, worship and general familiarity of seeing people who live
and work
in their area. It is that sense of familiarity of buildings, the history of those buildings and the history of
generations
who have used them.
With the new boundary change, the connection with important sites and buildings used by Erdington
residents for generations will be lost.
Will the residents of Stockland Green, Pype Hayes and other wards have any relation to Erdington Abbey
designed by Pugin
(who also was involved with the House of Commons Building)? Many people have relatives in the
churchyard, they worship and socialise there.
Its history is very much Erdington and the German Monks who lived there were the only Germans in the
country not interned during the war.
Orphanage Road (once Bell Lane) has Josiah Mason’s statue on the road island. Josiah was very much
involved with the poor in Erdington
with his Orphanage where the Yenton School now stands. Hollywood House on Orphanage Road, once the
Bell Tavern, was part of the famous
Mary Ashford and Thornton case. The last case in the history of England were guilt or innocence would be
proved by challenging your accuser
by the throwing down of a gauntlet. The terminal for Erdington Trams was at the boundry of Wylde Green,
where there are still public toilets
(now used for other purposes) but which still has the Coat of Arms of Erdington. How does that fit in with
being in Pype Hayes?
1

Osbourne Road School which still taught children through the Second World War even during the
bombing. They aimed for Fort Dunlop but hit
houses around the school. These buildings are still in use today and are part of Erdington’s community.
Your web site states:
“We also aim to ensure that the pattern of wards reflects the interest and identities of local communities”.
Point made me thinks. The person sitting at a desk drawing lines on the map had no notion of our
community.
Yours sincerely
Sandra Brown
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Steven Brown

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Feature Annotations

1: Kings Park West

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

Map Features:

Annotation 1:

Kings Park West

Comment text:
Kings Park West is a relatively new development in Kings Norton, Birmingham and I would like to stay in Kings Norton. The centre of our community, shopping
and services is at Kings Norton Green, not West Heath.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/7714

11/02/2016

Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Mayers, Mishka on behalf of reviews
21 January 2016 12:06
Pascoe, Mark
FW: New ward boundaries in Birmingham

‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐
From: Sarah Brunning
Sent: Thursday, January 21, 2016 11:50 AM
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: New ward boundaries in Birmingham
Dear sirs,
I would like to formally register our objection to the proposed new boundaries in Birmingham and specifically the
plans for Moseley, where I live.
We live at
which is inside the Moseley Village boundary and is historically one of the oldest
parts of Moseley Village. You plan on our part of Moseley becoming part of Balsall Heath.
The proposals flatly ignore the local communities's views. Your website states: "we aim to ensure that the pattern of
wards reflects the interests and identities of local communities" ‐ we say your plans do quite the opposite.
Balsall Heath as a community has a distinct and separate identity from the distinct and separate community identity
in Moseley. Community identity is just as important to residents in Balsall Heath as it is to those in Moseley. Your
proposals do not take this vital part of daily residential life into consideration. If we had wanted to live in Balsall
Heath, we would have bought a house in Balsall Heath. We want to live in Moseley.
We would appreciate an acknowledgment of our objection and to be informed of any decisions made on behalf of
our community.
Yours faithfully,
Sarah and Matthew Brunning.
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Tom Brush

E-mail:
Postcode:
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Comment text:
would like to largely support the commission's proposals for the Kings Norton area but would
like to make a few observations. The road where I live - Kings Park West, K
a Kings Norton postcode) - does not appear on the map above yet is being moved into a
proposed ward called West Heath. This road (together with a handful of houses on Rednal Road
also built by Persimmon) were built in 2011. Residents would like the road to remain in Kings
Norton. The current proposals would create a boundary along a very narrow alleyway, which is
a source of crime and anti-social behaviour for both residents in Kings Park West, Nearhill Road
and Heathleigh Road. A Neighbourhood Watch group exists for Kings Park West. Residents work
with the police and myself to tackle the issue and I fear that the source of the problem is split
into two wards, it will be more difficult to tackle. My worry is that due to access difficulties, the
proposal could create a forgotten road if Kings Park West were to move from Kings Norton into
West Heath. There is a long gap between houses to the west of West Heath Hospital to the
Rednal Road part of the Kings Park West development. The only other access is from the
alleyway to Nearhill Road (which would be in a different ward). It would make common sense
to keep Kings Norton with the nearest group of houses - Nearhill Road and Heathleigh Road.
Residents in the road look towards Kings Norton and not West Heath. When houses were sold
by Persimmon, it was made clear that Kings Park West was in Kings Norton and we would not
like that to change. Thank you for reading. Mr T Brush

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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08/02/2016

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

Lois Burley
04 February 2016 15:45
Pascoe, Mark
Proposed changes to Moseley area Ward Boundaries

Dear Sir
Having reviewed the proposed boundary changes and attended the public meeting held at Queensbridge School on
January 16th 2016, I am deeply concerned that the suggestion to split the existing Moseley Council Ward into two
areas would have the most devastating effect on the local community and Moseley's unique identity.
and currently in
I and my family have lived in Moseley for more than 30 years, both in
.
We have always enjoyed the vibrant, diverse, somewhat traditional 'village based' community environment which
offers a strong sense of pride and belonging.
Everyone who lives in Moseley is proud to say they do. Having the opportunity to live here is envied by many and we
are very protective of our treasured environment
LATE LAST YEAR MOSELEY WAS RECOGNISED BY THE SUNDAY TIMES as being "THE BEST URBAN AREA TO LIVE IN IN
BRITAIN". It is not surprising.
Moseley is an historic village ‐ it was listed in the Doomsday Book ‐ with wonderful character buildings and
recreational spaces. It's well‐being is 'protected ' by many hard working and enthusiastic community and volunteer
groups.
They invest both time and effort into ensuring that the best of its heritage is maintained, yet recognise the need for
cautious improvement of facilities and amenities to avoid any detrimental affect on Moseley's quintessentially
unique identity.
They range from Moseley in Bloom, a group whose efforts resulted in it being ranked amongst the most attractive
villages in the UK, to The Moseley Society, Moseley Forum, Moseley Community Development Trust, Moseley Park&
Pool, Sustainable Moseley and Moseley Interfaith Group, all of which keep a watchful eye on the well being of the
Village and all who live in and around it.
We even have our own magazines ‐ Moseley B13 and My Moseley ‐ and its heart is the stunning St Mary's church.
Under the proposed boundary changes the church and the very centre of the village would no longer actually be in
Moseley ‐ a somewhat absurd situation to say the least!
The bustling monthly Farmer's Market which attracts shoppers from far and wide, the internationally acclaimed
Moseley Jazz and Folk festivals, not to mention a Moseley Arts Market and the Moseley Festival ‐ all of which focus
on the centre of the Village would again‐ and bizarrely‐ no longer take place ' in Moseley'.....
I would urge the Commission to re‐visit our lovely village and see for themselves just why their proposals are
misguided and completely unacceptable.
I THEREFORE TOTALLY REJECT THE PROPOSALS MADE BY THE BOUNDARY COMMISSION and FULLY SUPPORT THOSE
MADE BY MOSELEY COMMUNITY GROUPS.
1

Yours faithfully
Mrs Lois Burley
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Mayers, Mishka on behalf of reviews
07 January 2016 13:45
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Boundary Changes

From: Frank Burns
Sent: 07 January 2016 13:20
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Boundary Changes

Dear Sir/Madam
It has come to my attention that the new boundary change proposals would result in Sutton Coldfield having
10 councillors with each councillor representing substantially more electors than the rest of Birmingham . I
feel that the proposed number of councillors for Sutton Coldfield should increase to a much fairer number of
11 . I would appreciate my views being considered .
Many thanks
F W Burns
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Mayers, Mishka on behalf of reviews
27 January 2016 14:24
Pascoe, Mark
FW: ELECTORAL REVIEW OF BIRMINGHAM: DRAFT RECOMMENDATIONS - Acocks
Green

From: Adrian Burns
Sent: 27 January 2016 13:43
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: ELECTORAL REVIEW OF BIRMINGHAM: DRAFT RECOMMENDATIONS ‐ Acocks Green

Dear Mark Pascoe
We are writing to you as members of the Acocks Green community to object to the proposed redrawing of
the boundary as per the recent Kerslake recommendations.
The resultant reduction to one councillor from three would have a serious impact on the resource,
availability and diversity of proper representation. Allied to that arbitrary alternation of a well‐established
local community undermines not only that identity but also the civic engagement that many of our
voluntary bodies such as the Acocks Green Neighbourhood Forum conduct so admirably.
Best wishes
Adrian and Kathryn Burns
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Comment text:
Splitting Balsall Heath is a stupid idea. It runs contrary to the local development plan, itself a
central government initiative. Where's the consultation with local people? Balsall Heath and
Highgate, as proposed by Balsall Heath form, is a much better idea.
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Tessa Burwood

E-mail:
Postcode:
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Comment text:
I agree with Balsall Heath Forum, that if boundaries are to be changed, Balsall Heath should be
joined with Highgate, rather than moving some of Balsall Heath into Sparkbrook. This goes
against the Neighbourhood Development Plan we have just voted for. I live in Balsall Heath, at
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Patricia Bush

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I feel strongly against the changing to the boundaries around Yardley. This will mean that the
History of Yardley will be lost. I have lived here for 50 yrs but the history goes back to pre
Domesday times. Yardley I believe was given to Katherine of Aragon as part of her dowry by
Henry VIII. I don't want to live in Stechford, if so I would buy a house there as the property is
cheaper. I'm sure the people who are trying to alter these boundaries would feel the same if
they lived here.
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Comment text:
I am a resident of Moseley, Birmingham. I am dismayed at the proposals for the proposed
boundary changes which will place the centre of Moseley and other acknowledged parts of
Moseley in other wards. These changes completely fail to reflect the character of Moseley which
is widely understood to be a distinctive community. It possesses a clear village centre and
several amenities. The proposed changes will break-up the unitary nature of the existing
Moseley ward and place much of Moseley in wards that will be less able to reflect the character
and needs of the area. A notable feature of the area is its range of community and civic groups
that make a contribution to the locality and the wider city. The present Moseley ward has been
the basis for local planning. This work will not fit easily into the new proposals. Related to this
planning, much has been achieved in Moseley in recent times: the village centre and adjacent
housing has benefitted greatly from regeneration and projects that mean that Moseley is of
significant economic value. I urge the LGBC to maintain as near as possible the current Moseley
ward with its boundaries or adopt the proposal of the Moseley Community Groups.
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25/01/2016

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

David Butlin

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Hi I appreciate the proposed changes are related to population density but they are bizarre and
seem to ignore the geography of Birmingham. I currently live in Moseley and I would be very
disappointed if that changed overnight. If the new boundaries go ahead perhaps they should
have wholly new names a-la Hunger Games - District 9 etc?

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6613
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

David Buxton

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I am opposed to the new proposed Ward merging the Jewellery Quarter with Winson Green. It
would make much more sense to have The Jewellery Quarter merged with the City Centre
which we have much more in common with

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/7374
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

julie BUXTON

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Hello i would like to object to the new proposal for moseley to be split in half, so that part of it
is in Mosley still and the other half, which includes the main village of moseley, is part of
Balsall Heath and Cannon Hill WArd. This makes no logical sense as the ancient district of
moseley includes a park, farmers market, conservation area, main high street, church village,
shops, banks etc. Some of the most prestigious areas we think of as moseley are now Balsall
Heath under these plans. My own street falls into what you identify as the moseley ward but if
you take away all the other things i have mentioned, then my street may as well not be
moseley either, moseley will effectively not exist in our eyes as residents.. you will destroy our
identity. Please re think the proposals..the heart of moseley is being taken from us under these
recommendations.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6842

1/18/2016

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

Gary Byrne
20 January 2016 12:32
Pascoe, Mark
RE: Electoral Review of Birmingham

Mark,
Please see below also.
Erdington Ward should preserve the core of historic Erdington. Including the all of the areas covered by the
proposed Erdington Residents Parking Scheme and Conservation Zone. This ward would keep significant local
buildings within the Erdington Community, unlike the commissions published plan. The ward should keep Erdington
Abbey, Erdington Train Station, Erdington Royal Mail depot, the old Erdington Cottages, Osborne School (former
School for the Erdington Urban District Council) and keeps the Yenton area of Erdington around Orphanage Road
together in the ward. The boundaries are the border of Sutton Coldfield to the North, Court Lane to the West,
ensuring Norfolk and Somerset Roads remain in Erdington, to the South the traditional border with Gravelly
Hill/Birches Green of Wood End Road/Kingsbury Road is used. To the East the border is the border of Pype Hayes,
enabling Holly Park Drive and Quincey Drive to remain in Erdington.
I do not wish to remain anonymous as I want my opinion to be heard.
Regards,
Gary Byrne

From: Pascoe, Mark [mailto:
Sent: 20 January 2016 12:03
To: Gary Byrne
Subject: Electoral Review of Birmingham

]

Dear Mr Byrne,
Thank you for your submission setting out your views in respect of the review of electoral arrangements in
Birmingham.
Your views have been noted, and will be taken into account by the Local Government Boundary Commission in
formulating its final recommendations. Please note that this stage of the review is a public consultation, and the
Commission places great importance on ensuring openness and transparency in the way it deals with all
representations. Accordingly, at the end of this stage of the review, 8 February 2016, full copies of all
representations received will be made available for public inspection at our offices (by appointment). Similarly, full
copies of all submissions received will also be available for viewing on the Commission’s website, at
www.lgbce.org.uk.
If you do not want all or any part of your response or name made public, please state this clearly in reply to this
letter and we will endeavour to respect your wish. Any such request should explain why confidentiality is necessary,
but all information in responses may be subject to publication or disclosure as required by law (in particular under
the Freedom of Information Act 2000). If you are a member of the public and not writing on behalf of a council or
organisation we will remove any personal identifiers, such as postal or email addresses, signatures or phone
1

numbers from your submission before it is made public. We will remove signatures from all letters, no matter who
they are from.
In any event, on publication of the Commission’s report you will be sent a copy of the executive summary detailing
its recommendations. The full report will be available for viewing on the Commission’s website. If you have any
queries concerning the Commission’s approach to representations, please do not hesitate to contact me on the
number below.
Yours faithfully,
Mark Pascoe
Review Officer
Local Government Boundary Commission for England
14th Floor, Millbank Tower
London, SW1P 4QP
www.lgbce.org.uk
Tel: 0330 500 1278

........................................................................................................................................................................................
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Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail or any attachments.
This email and its attachments may be confidential and are intended solely for the use of
the individual to whom it is addressed.
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Importance:

20 January 2016 12:56
Pascoe, Mark
Electoral Review of Birmingham
High

To whom it may concern,

I am extremely opposed to the breaking up of the boundaries in the Erdington Area which will have an effect on the
road,
in which I live. I am concerned that it will affect the future of those that live in B23 in a
negative way. Possible consequences leading to negative equity in homes and quality of education. I have always
lived in Erdington and wish this to continue.
Erdington Ward should preserve the core of historic Erdington. Including the all of the areas covered by the
proposed Erdington Residents Parking Scheme and Conservation Zone. This ward would keep significant local
buildings within the Erdington Community, unlike the commissions published plan. The ward should keep Erdington
Abbey, Erdington Train Station, Erdington Royal Mail depot, the old Erdington Cottages, Osborne School (former
School for the Erdington Urban District Council) and keeps the Yenton area of Erdington around Orphanage Road
together in the ward. The boundaries are the border of Sutton Coldfield to the North, Court Lane to the West,
ensuring Norfolk and Somerset Roads remain in Erdington, to the South the traditional border with Gravelly
Hill/Birches Green of Wood End Road/Kingsbury Road is used. To the East the border is the border of Pype Hayes,
enabling Holly Park Drive and Quincey Drive to remain in Erdington.
I do not wish to remain anonymous as I want my opinion to be heard.
Regards,

Lisa Byrne
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