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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Sacan Nadim

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
As a proud Acocks Green resident, i am very unhappy about the the boundary changes
proposed to the north of the railway line. The Grand Union Canal is an appropriate natural
boundary. Keeping this boundary will also appease Hall Green Residents who are upset about
their impending name change as one assumes the boundaries will need to be re-adjusted to the
south (Hall Green) to balance population/Councillor. With regards to changing the No of
Councillors what guarantees are there that the level of service will be maintained. As always
the need to cut will always come at the expense of hard working volunteers who will be
required to work even harder just to maintain the status quo - this is really not acceptable. It
seems B'ham councillors are already working harder than most
(http://www.cmist.manchester.ac.uk/medialibrary/archive-publications/working-papers/2008/2008
-06-how-many-elected-representatives.pdf). Are we not just sleep walking to paid elected
members in the future and at what cost! How does Birmingham's ratio of Councillor/resident
hold up against other cities? If high already, are we trying to break a record for most
unrepresentative authority in the UK?

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6412

21/12/2015

Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
08 February 2016 14:22
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Boundary changes

From: aaliya najib
Sent: 08 February 2016 09:10
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Boundary changes

I write with reference to the current electoral review relating to Birmingham City Council. I am a resident of
one of the wards affected by the Draft Recommendations.
I object to the proposed boundary change that will remove my house from the Edgbaston ward and place it
in a newly composed ward of Summerfield. We
Me and my husband moved to the area in June 2014 and decided to increase our house budget in order to be
in Edgbaston - one of the nicest places in Birmingham to live. We were particularly drawn to the side of
Edgbaston north of the Hagley road as we absolutely fell in love with the Edgbaston reservoir that the first
time we took a walk in it we knew this is the area we would want to move into and start a family. We loved
the reservoir so much that we ended up buying on the same road and are house is now currently a few doors
down from one of the entrances to it. I quote the Birmingham city council website that states that the
reservoir is one of the main iconic nature feature of Edgbaston - for it to no longer belong in Edgbaston to
me does not make any sense.

I do not think that it is fair on those of us who may be affected by the proposed ward change to exclude any
consideration of impact upon our home value and the associated costs of house or car insurance. Whilst I
understand car insurance runs on post code as does house insurance, Birmingham suburbs have clearly
demarcated lines of reputation and value. Edgbaston is a premium suburb and referring to the
neighbourhood as Edgbaston conveys more house value than Winson Green or indeed the proposed made
up name of Summerfield. This is very important to us hence we moved into this area and no other in
Birmingham.
We have sought expert opinion that the proposed changes will affect house prices - something I am
informed by the boundary commission that they themselves haven't researched. The expert opinion of the
leading residential surveyors of the area, Robert Powell & Co and Hadleigh which clearly set out that
changing the ward area for North Edgbaston to Summerfield would have a negative impact in that houses
would be more difficult to sell and therefore values would be likely to fall - this is categorically unfair.
Criteria 1 – Do the proposed electoral wards reflect local communities? Dealing with the legislative
requirement to reflect community identity.
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Summerfield would comprise the relative affluent North Edgbaston which comprises the conservation area
of St Augustine’s Church and many substantial family homes built from the late 1800s and mix it with
economically and socially diverse parts of Winson Green which would be nothing in common at all.
The ward of Summerfield would not therefore reflect community identity. It will never comprise a
community and it will be unrecognisable as a community in Birmingham, it would only be a random
collection of bits that fell out of somewhere else. This is unfair to us in North Edgbaston as part of our
Edgbaston community.
The Hagley Road is not a dividing line for Edgbaston as the proposed ward outline suggests it is. It is now a
substantial major artery for the city but I, my family and neighbours cross it frequently as we travel to the
university, hospitals, shops, sports clubs, doctors, dentists and schools of Edgbaston that we work at, visit or
take our children to. I am a doctor at the QE where my daughter was born since we moved to the area ,now
that I am at work she is at nursery on the other side of Hagley road and we regularly visit the botanical
gardens as well as shop and socialise on the other side of the Hagley road. The divide is unfair for those of
us that live in this community / we would be separating from integral services that we use in our local area surely this is against the fundamentals of a community and therefore a ward.
criteria 2 – How do you think the proposals can be improved whilst maintaining electoral
equality? Dealing with the legislative requirement to improve electoral equality by equalising the
number of electors each councillor represents and also for the provision of effective and convenient
local government.
If there are good reasons to reduce ward size then I suggest it be looked at differently, the current proposed
reduction cuts us out and puts part of Harborne in. Leaving Harborne out and keeping Edgbaston in
Edgbaston seems far more sensible and ideal.
Maintaining electoral equality is more than just a numbers game – rather it is or should be about obtaining
suitable representation. It is not simply a matter of ensuring that the numbers per ward are balanced. The
community nature of each ward should be looked at.
Summerfield would not have a community of much common interest. It would be severely polarised and
produce a result for its electorate that represents one extreme or the other and is therefore unlikely to be
remotely interested in the other end of the spectrum. This is not improving or even maintaining electoral
equality.
The Edgbaston ward is currently able to elect fair representation for its community which shares value
systems and needs.
The proposed ward should not include North Edgbaston as it would not improve electoral equality in the
area and may adversely impact equality.
Criteria 3 – Are the names of the proposed wards right?
I am aware that there is a basic park called Summerfield but it isn’t a recognisable area. If the area is to be
named taking into account local nature areas than the edgbaston reservoir is much more of a feature and far
better used facility in the area.
Current wards reflect actual current communities and are relatively accurate names for most part of the City
of Birmingham. A ward name is likely, over time, to change how parts of the city are referred to so I do not
subscribe to any argument that a ward does not reflect where we live.
There is then the matter of ensuring the ward represents its community fairly in elections, which is after all,
the purpose of having wards.
Please accept this submission as formal objection the proposed removal of North Edgbaston from
Edgbaston Ward for the grounds set out in this letter. The Boundary Commission will not serve its
objectives with this part of its proposal and will only serve to upset a 200 year old community that is well
defined.
Yours sincerely
Dr Aaliya Najib MBBS
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
08 February 2016 14:27
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Birmingham Review

From: Heledd
Sent: 07 February 2016 22:17
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Birmingham Review

Dear Sir / Madam,

1. I oppose the planned changes to the ward boundaries in Birmingham.
2. I can confirm that I have read the Draft Recommendations.
3. Before addressing the specific matters on which members of the public are invited to comment, I would
wish to briefly address other topics relating to this consultation. I contend that there are have been
deficiencies in the consultation.
4. Firstly, the manner in which the consultation has been publicised. I am unclear what, if any steps, were
taken by the Local Government Boundary Commission for England [LGBCE] to publicise this consultation
among the residents of Birmingham. I am presuming that there were press releases prepared at the outset of
the consultation process. I do not read a local paper and only watch the local news on television every few
days. I did not read or hear any item of news publicising the consultation process in December 2015. I heard
about the consultation in January 2016, by word of mouth, from one of my neighbours. I am registered with
the council by email. I would have anticipated that there should have been some attempt to inform the local
residents about the consultation by using the council’s email network. In the alternative, fliers should have
been produced and distributed to every household informing them of the consultation. Even this week, I
have had discussions with neighbours who were previously unaware of the consultation. In my submission,
there have been inadequate steps taken to inform residents about the consultation.
5. Second, I am unclear by which criteria the LGBCE intends to assess and weigh replies in support of and
in opposition to the proposed scheme. I consider that the criteria to be used should be made public.
6. Third, I have already had cause to correspond with the LGBCE concerning paragraph 12 of the Draft
Recommendations. For your ease of reference, I attach below the wording of my email to the LGBCE dated
15th January 2016 and the reply received from Mark Pascoe dated 19th January 2016:
From: "Pascoe, Mark" <mark.pascoe@lgbce.org.uk>
Date: 19 January 2016 14:20:08 GMT
To: "
Cc: "Fuller, Heather" <heather.fuller@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: RE: Review Officer ‐ Birmingham
Dear Mrs Najib,
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Thank you for your email and the questions contained therein.

The LGBCE has not conducted any research into any of the questions outlined in your email, nor has there been any
evidence produced by anyone to suggest that such matters have been affected by ward boundary changes.

In regard to your first question:



(a) Local taxes (which I have taken to mean council tax), are dependent on property values at the time the current
bands were set, or if the properties are or are not in a parish that sets a precept



(b), (c) and (d) are dependent on postcodes, which are unaffected by changes to admin or electoral boundaries.
Postcodes are administered by the Royal Mail and are something that this organisation has no control over.

The Commission would welcome, and will take into account, any evidence that you may care to provide that
addresses such matters.

Kind regards,

Mark

Mark Pascoe
Review Officer
Local Government Boundary Commission for England
14th Floor, Millbank Tower
2

London, SW1P 4QP

www.lgbce.org.uk
Tel: 0330 500 1278

From: Heledd
Sent: 15 January 2016 00:10
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Review Officer ‐ Birmingham

For the attention of the Review Officer (Birmingham)

Dear Sir / Madam,

Re: Draft Recommendations for Birmingham City Council,
I write with reference to the current electoral review relating to Birmingham City Council. I am a resident
of one of the wards affected by the Draft Recommendations and am in the process of preparing a
submission in response to the same.
I have read the Draft Recommendations. In relation to paragraph 12 of the same and specifically:
"There is no evidence that the recommendations will have an adverse effect on local taxes, house prices,
or car and house insurance premiums and we are not, therefore, able to take into account any
representations which are based on these issues"
Please confirm
(1) What, if any, steps have been taken to date by the Local Government Boundary Commission for
England to obtain any evidence setting out what effect the proposed changes would have on
(a) local taxes;
(b) house prices;
(c) car insurance premiums; and
(d) house insurance premiums.
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(2) If any such evidence has been obtained, please provide copies of the same.
(3) If no such evidence has been obtained, please set out the reason or reasons why such evidence was not
obtained.
(4) If no such evidence has been obtained, please set out the reason or reasons why the Local Government
Boundary Commission for England
(a) considered that it was appropriate to proceed to a public consultation in the absence of such evidence;
and
(b) considered that it was fair to exclude representations on these matters by members of the public.
I look forward to receiving a prompt response to this enquiry prior to the deadline for responses by
members of the public (8th February 2016). Please note that the response received will be shared with
other members of the North Edgbaston Residents' Group.
Thank you for your kind attention.
Yours faithfully,

Heledd Najib (Mrs)

7. In paragraph 12 of the Draft Recommendations, the LGBCE assert that "There is no evidence that the
recommendations will have an adverse effect on local taxes, house prices, or car and house insurance
premiums and we are not, therefore, able to take into account any representations which are based on
these issues". The mere fact that the LGCBE has not sought any evidence does not mean that none is
available if sought. It should have been sought. How could the LGCBE carry out a proper impact
assessment without having sought such evidence?
8. It is submitted that any impact assessment undertaken to date is flawed. Further, this consultation
process is flawed. The LGCBE has chosen to specifically exclude members of the public from providing their
replies based on the issue of, inter alia, house prices. This deliberate failure to exclude consideration of
potentially relevant matters and evidence amounts to a public law error which will render any decision
unlawful. By excluding it, the LGCBE has precluded members of the public from expressing their concerns
about the impact the proposed changes may have on their house prices.
9. Evidence on the issue of impact on house prices is readily available. Evidence has already been
submitted to the LGCBE by other local residents. A neighbour approached two local estate agents, inviting
them to express their opinions as to the impact moving houses from Edgbaston into a new ward called
Summerfield would have on house prices. They both responded that it would have a negative impact. I
attach both opinions below:
(a) James Powell MRICS from Robert Powell Estate Agents.
From: James Powell
Sent: 09 January 2016 11:23
4

To: Julia Bennett
Subject: RE: North Edgbaston

Hi Julia

Following our conversation yesterday I was concerned to learn that the part of Edgbaston that lies to the north of
Hagley Road is potentially going to be renamed as part of proposed boundary changes.

Edgbaston is widely regarded as one of the city’s most desirable places to live and house prices here are
considerably higher than in neighbouring areas such as Bearwood, Ladywood and Selly Oak. I understand that the
Boundary Commission’s draft recommendations state that there is “no evidence that the recommendations will
have an adverse effect on house prices”. I appreciate that hard evidence may be impossible to come‐by which would
prove or disprove an impact on values but to me it seems inappropriate for the Commission to dismiss this hugely
important element of the decision making process based simply on a lack of evidence. In the absence of such
evidence, in my view, the Commission should consider expert opinions as an alternative. As a Chartered Surveyor
and estate agent operating mainly within Edgbaston, my professional opinion is that there will be a substantial and
detrimental impact on the value of a significant number of properties if they are taken out of the Edgbaston
boundary. This opinion is not based on evidence; it is based on a detailed knowledge and understanding of the local
market.

I hope that the above is sufficient for now – let me know if you need anything else from me.

Kind regards
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(b) M J E Kerr, Hadleigh
[I understand that this has been forwarded to the LGBCE by other residents. I am struggling to reproduce it
here due to my limited IT skills]. A copy can be provided if required. The author concurs with the views
expressed by James Powell].

10. Edgbaston is the best address in Birmingham. Edgbaston is an address known beyond Birmingham and
in fact beyond England, due to the cricket stadium. It stands to reason that if Edgbaston houses were
designated to another ward this would have a detrimental impact on house prices. Evidence on the impact
on house prices was and is available, if sought. By telling members of the public that they were not
permitted to express concerns about house prices, it is submitted that the LGCBE has acted unfairly and the
consultation is flawed.

11. Turning to my replies to the questions posed:
Criteria: 1 –
Do the proposed electoral wards reflect local communities? Dealing with the legislative requirement to
reflect community identity.
The Draft Recommendations suggest moving the area of Edgbaston where I live into a new ward named
Summerfield. Summerfield is not currently a region of Birmingham. There is a Summerfield Road and a
Summerfield Park. As a local resident, I struggle to think of any other reasons for importing the name
Summerfield. The proposed new ward is a mishmash of this and other areas, socially and economically
diverse. There is no common thread. There would be no sense of community. My local community is made
up of the rest of current Edgbaston, on this side of Hagley Road and the other side [B15 postcodes]. It’s
where I shop, where I socialise, where I visit family, where my son will attend nursery starting this month. I
feel no links to some of the parts of the new proposed ward. I rarely drive through them or have cause to
visit them. The new ward certainly doesn’t reflect my community or the community of my neighbours,
family and friends.
12. The area of North Edgbaston used to have social problems. Twenty years ago the area towards Gillett
Road was a well-known red light district of Birmingham. Over the past twenty years, this area has been
regenerated and a sense of community restored, helped largely by the number of young professional people
who have been prepared to move here. A move out of Edgbaston would be a serious backward step for this
area and for the sense of community. The community would be likely to be fractured because many
residents would ultimately look to move to the amended Edgbaston.
13. My husband and I bought our house in 2013. We bought our house because it was in Edgbaston.
14. Criteria: 2 – How do you think the proposals can be improved whilst maintaining electoral equality?
I understand that ward sizes need to be reduced. I consider that it is ludicrious that the proposed ward
changes involve removing this part of North Edgbaston from Edgbaston while at the same time adding a

Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Mayers, Mishka on behalf of reviews
09 February 2016 09:18
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Birmingham Review

From: Shakil Najib
Sent: 08 February 2016 23:15
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Birmingham Review

Dear Sir / Madam,

Re: Boundary Commission Proposals for Birmingham

I write to set out my opposition to the Local Government Boundary Commission for England (hereinafter
LGBCE) proposals for the amendment of ward boundaries in Birmingham as drafted.

I do not consider that the current consultation was well publicised. I did not hear about it directly or through
the local press. A neighbour happened to mention it. I am, therefore, concerned that many local residents
will be wholly unaware of the consultation.

I express grave concerns as to the ambit of the consultation. I have noted paragraph 12 of the Draft
Recommendations, which states:

"There is no evidence that the recommendations will have an adverse effect on local taxes, house prices, or
car and house insurance premiums and we are not, therefore, able to take into account any representations
which are based on these issues"

I understand that no evidence has been sought by the LGBCE. I consider the statement in paragraph 12
above to be highly misleading. There “is no evidence” because none has been sought. Evidence is available.
It should have been sought. In using the above wording, the LGBCE has specifically excluded from
consideration and comment a matter which is likely to be a weighty concern for all property owners in
Edgbaston whose properties are at risk of being moved to another ward.
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I bought my home two years ago. When I was searching, I looked specifically for houses in Edgbaston. I
didn’t search by postcode. I searched by using the name Edgbaston. Property websites like Rightmove allow
you to search by area i.e. Edgabston, not by postcode. I did not want to live in any of the surrounding areas.
Given that Edgbaston is the premiere address in Birmingham, it would appear to be a matter of common
sense that re-designating part of Edgbaston as another ward would risk significantly devaluing properties. I
understand that two local estate agents were willing to commit to writing precisely that. I understand that
those opinions have already been forwarded to the LGBCE by others and so do not intend to repeat that
process.

The area in which I live has historically always been part of Edgbaston and there should be very good
reasons for now tampering with history.

Local residents identify themselves as residents of Edgbaston.

My community links are to other parts of Edgbaston. My sister lives two roads away, also in Edgbaston. My
son is due to start nursery in Edgbaston this month. The social activities I engage in are in Edgbaston.

Twenty/thirty years ago the area of North Edgbaston had a reputation for vice. Since that time, the area has
been regenerated thanks, largely, to the local residents and to the influx of professionals who now live here.
It’s now a great place to live and I’m proud to say that I live here. If this area is severed from Edgbaston and
re-named, it will inevitably harm this area and this community. Some will leave. It will also discourage
others from moving in and continuing the redevelopment of this area.

Some of the LGBCE’s recommendations are very arbitrary and nonsensical. The idea that Edgbaston cricket
ground will no longer be in Edgbaston is just bizarre. Looking at the local proposal, the suggestion is that all
properties with a frontage on Hagley Road remain part of Edgbaston. This means that the proposed ward
boundary is a haphazard line along the backs of those properties, not a straight line. This appears to be
completely at odds with the LGCBE’s stated policy:

“We must also try to recommend strong, clearly identifiable boundaries for the wards we put forward at the
end of the review.”

The proposal insofar as it relates to the North Edgbaston side of Hagley Road does not include a strong,
clearly identifiable boundary. Quite the contrary. I am aware from discussions with the local residents that
there are concerns that the proposed boundary, as drawn, was suggested to pander to local business owners.
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My brother is a local police inspector. I understand that the proposed boundary would mean the new ward is
covered by not one but two policing areas. This does not appear to make sense.

I fail to understand why the LGBCE proposes to move part of Edgbaston into a new ward while at the same
time adding a portion of Harborne ward to Edgbaston. If the number of residents in Edgbaston is too high,
this portion of Harborne should not be added.

The proposed ward name, Summerfield, means nothing to me as a local resident. Edgbaston reservoir is
around the corner from my home. It’s a significant local landmark. It is proposed that that should also be
renamed?

I’m afraid that, as drafted, the proposals appear ill-considered.

I would respectfully request that the proposals as drafted are reconsidered and that this portion of Edgbaston
remain a part of Edgbaston.

Yours faithfully,

Shakil Najib
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
20 January 2016 08:39
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Boundary Changes to Hall green

From: Harshil
Sent: 19 January 2016 17:54
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: RE: Boundary Changes to Hall green

To whom it may concern,
I received information that the Local Government boundary commission will change the Boundary for an
number of roads including my own to the Tyseley area.
Unfortunately I am unhappy as a homeowner about this. I stand by the historic geography of Hall Green and
strongly believe that these should not be included in the Tyseley area.
Please take this letter into consideration as we take this matter very seriously.
From,
The Najran Family
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Stephen Nash

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I have lived in Yardley near the Yew Tree since 1986 and OBJECT STRONGLY to it being
renamed Stechford West or any other name. I have NEVER lived in Stechford and I do not
think that the boundary between itself and Yardley should change in the slightest. To be frank,
not only is there is a palpable aesthetic distinction beteween the historic Yardley and Stechford
areas, I think it goes without saying that there is absolutley no sense in delineating historic
Yardley outside the Yardley ward. To even propose such a boundary change is a downright
affront to myself and the thousands of other Yardley residents who are proud to call this area
of Birmingham their home. I see nothing justifiable about this proposal, and sincerely hope that
the voice of the people wins out.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/7123

15/02/2016
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Neelam Navid

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I would like to say how pleased I am with the Tyseley ward. We have been called Springfield
but have always been Tyseley so appreciate having a ward to what we are known as.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/7088

29/01/2016
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Jane Naylor

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Dear Sir, I was born in Birmingham in 1943 and was awarded a free scholarship to KEHSG by
BCC for which I am grateful. After 50 or so years absence, I (and my son) have returned and
settled in
Moseley -(my favourite city area) and which I am horrified to find
you wish to delegate to Kings Heath. That, however, is personal. I am shocked beyond belief at
the current boundary proposals which will entirely destroy the entity and identity of Moseley.
For me, its character is symbolised by its predominantly Victorian architecture (much of it
magnificent), its parks, trees, and road names which trace it history to its rural origins. But
Moseley also encompasses a vast number of facilities - many bearing its name - which I need
not bother to list, and above all a massive sense of community created by the energy and
dedication of local volunteers. It is without doubt the strongest and most friendly community I
have ever lived in. To redraw the boundaries so radically that there is no semblance of the
original is to destroy both Moseley's history and identity - something we have witnessed all too
often in recent history and always with disastrous consequences. I wish the Moseley boundary
to remain unchanged. Yours sincerely, Jane Naylor and Ben Mason.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/7230

03/02/2016

Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
18 January 2016 08:44
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Tyseley ward proposal complaint

From: marcus naylor
Sent: Sunday, January 17, 2016 11:15 AM
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Tyseley ward proposal complaint

To whom it may concern,
I have recently received notification of the new boundary proposals and very concerned to find the centre
of Hall Green now sitting within the Tyseley ward and not within the Hall Green wards.
As a resident of B28, Hall Green I can not understand why my house together with facilities I use within a
quarter of a mile radius of me, such as Hall Green Parade and Hall Green Railway Station now sit outside
the Hall Green ward. Furthermore, since when does Hall Green School sit under Tyseley?
The identity of this long established community comes under serious threat, not to mention the potential
fall in house prices in the area.
I am not usually one for writing in to complain but quite frankly I find the proposals absurd, inconsiderate
of the feelings of local residents and I strongly object.
I trust my views and the views other residents of Hall Green will be taken seriously and the boundary
proposals reconsidered.
Please acknowledge receipt of this email by return.
Regards
Marcus Naylor
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Trudy Newbould

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
We live on
which is currently and has always been part of Edgbaston and we
would like to remain in Edgbaston. The style of housing in the area has more in common with
those in Edgbaston & Harborne. We are part of the Calthorpe Estate, which forms a substantial
area of Edgbaston and putting the boundary here will slice us off from the rest of the estate,
which has historic links to the area. Politically we are in the Harborne Ward and have always
had good links with the councillors who serve us. We are also in a Conservation Area - the
Barnsley Road Triangle - and I think this could be ignored. It would not greatly increase the
electorate by us remaining in Edgbaston or joining Harborne. Using the Hagley Road as a
dividing line will split the traditional character of the road when it really needs to remain as one
to give a good impression of Birmingham as people enter the city from the south west.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6908

20/01/2016
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Dawn Newey

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Who has decided to make such sweeping changes and wipe out the areas for historic Yardley on
such a whim. Does no one consider the heritage for the area the pride and respect for the
name of the area where we reside. What is to be gained from the absurd name changing of the
area which houses St Edburghas the parish church of Yardley, the Yardley conservation area. Is
this just another stupid idea to waste even more money on sign changing and route postings,
to sweep away all our records of the address we live at? How do we discover the cost and
where is the money to be sourced from. For someone in an office many miles from here to sit
and draw lines through peoples heritage is deeply shocking and wrong on so many levels. We
do not want to be an add on to Stechford an area which has a somewhat poor reputation of
trouble in some parts . What of our councillor who has served the area for many many years
and unlike some labour run areas has managed to mean what he says and gets things done
that he promises. Shame on this outrage and shame on the disregard for the people living in
the area

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6754

14/01/2016
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Paul Newey

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I would like to object to this proposal, and disapprove of being called Stechford east. This is an
insult to our historic heritage. Calling our Yardley area Stechford East will devalue our house
prices, which is unacceptable as we have save and scrap our way to buy a house in Yardley. I
wish to be notified as to why the boundaries and name change are being undertaken?

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/7002

26/01/2016

Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
18 January 2016 08:42
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Proposed boundary changes

From: brian newman
Sent: Sunday, January 17, 2016 7:29 PM
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Proposed boundary changes

I live in what is currently the Stechford and Yardley North ward of Birmingham. At the time of that
boundary change I was very disappointed that Yardley was not given priority in the name of the
ward. Under the current proposals for this ward the name of Yardley will disappear altogether. I
think this is totally wrong.
Yardley is one of the oldest places in Birmingham having been mentioned in the Domesday Book.
Yardley parish church which is over 700 years old is at the centre of the proposed new ward. The
area has a long history as a place in its own right until absorbed into Birmingham. More recently it
was the first Conservation Area in the city. Even friends of mine who live in Stechford feel that it is
totally wrong to lose the name of such an historic area.
Using the name Yardley for places that are not geographically in that area is very confusing and
not at all helpful.
I would ask that you reconsider the proposed names of the new wards to reflect the geographical
area they cover.
Brian Newman
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Road, Goodby Road and the adjoining part of Moor Green Lane. Moseley Bog Moseley Bog and
Joy’s wood have a historic association with Moseley by providing JRR Tolkien (a resident of
Moseley) the inspiration for the setting of The Hobbit and Lord of the Rings. Consequently
members of the community above feel a particular attachment to this area and I believe that as
it borders the existing proposed Moseley ward it should be included the Moseley ward suggested
above. This proposal would not add any additional voters to the ward although I am aware that
some residents of the surrounding area will be making representations that they should be part
of a Moseley ward. Consultation process I note that official timetable proposes final
recommendations will be published on 17 May 2016. Given that this is the first set of
boundaries under the new provisions that have equalising the number of voters per councillor
as a significant requirement the initial proposal has clearly resulted in compromises that have
created anomalies across the city which has been the subject of considerable comment. I would
therefore propose that the changes arising from this round of consultation should be published
as a further draft with another round of consultation before a final version is produced. Jim
Newman 8 February 2016
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Juliet Newman

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: none

Comment text:
I wish to comment on the proposed change of ward boundaries for Moseley in Birmingham. The
vibrant centre of Moseley village will effectively be shared between Moseley and Balsall Heath
and Cannon Hill. There have been many many local groups and volunteers who have worked
with the council over many years to help the economic regeneration of Moseley and the village
centre. Moseley has an ecletic and vibrant cultural scene, with music festivals in Moseley Park
and Pool, an annual Moseley festival, an award winning farmers market, Moseley Arts Market,
and Moseley in Bloom, as well as cafes, pubs and restaurants which attract visitors from all
over Birmingham and further afield. It is a real community of people with different faiths,
ethnicities and socio-economic backgrounds, and these proposed changes are not in accordance
with your stated aim - '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 would
like to suggest that the Moseley ward is extended to include Russel Rd and Edgbaston Rd up to
the Alcester Rd on the West side of the ward, and extended on the South side to include
Prospect Rd and Greenhill Rd. This would mean that the centre of Moseley is in the Moseley
ward, and it includes most of the B13 postcade, which is the area which most residents
consider to be Moseley. If you make the Moseley ward larger it can sustain 2 councillors, and
Balsall Heath and Cannon Hill can have 1 councillor. Moseley has been a community for
hundreds of years, with a parish church dating back to the 15th century,originally a small
village outside Birmingham. Balsall Heath does not have such a long history,nor such a
community feel, as it tends to have a much more transient population. Moseley works, not least
due to the passions of local people who volunteer their time to make it work. The draft
proposals mean that local people will have to work with councillors not only from the Moseley
ward but also from the King's Heath and Balsall Heath and Cannon Hill wards. It is unlikely that
all these councillors will be able to work effectively together for the benefit of Moseley, and
much of what has been achieved by all these local organisations, as well as Moseley SPD and
the Shopping and Local Centres SPD. I believe that this will not provide for effective local
government.
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
18 January 2016 08:47
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Proposed boundary changes

From:
Sent: Saturday, January 16, 2016 11:52 AM
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Proposed boundary changes

I live in what is currently the Stechford and Yardley North ward of Birmingham. At the time of that
boundary change I was very disappointed that Yardley was not given priority in the name of the
ward. Under the current proposals for this ward the name of Yardley will disappear altogether. I
think this is totally wrong.
Yardley is one of the oldest places in Birmingham having been mentioned in the Domesday Book.
Yardley parish church which is over 700 years old is at the centre of the proposed new ward. The
area has a long history as a place in its own right until absorbed into Birmingham. More recently it
was the first Conservation Area in the city. Even friends of mine who live in Stechford feel that it is
totally wrong to lose the name of such an historic area.
Using the name Yardley for places that are not geographically in that area is very confusing and
not at all helpful.
I would ask that you reconsider the proposed names of the new wards to reflect the geographical
area they cover.
Lorraine Newman
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

John Newson

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
The draft proposals for Moseley Ward involve splitting Moseley down the middle, against the
wishes of the residents and ignoring the submission of the Moseley Forum , Moseley Society
etc. You use the railway as a boundary but in fact Moseley is a railway suburb built around its
rail;way station which we struggle to reopen. You have removed the village centre and the
parish church from Moseley ward . Cannon Hill is the name of a park, so there has never been
a Cannon hill community. This would completely disconnect wards from historic communities.
please listen to the protests from Moseley residents and businesses John Newson
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

John Newson

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
You have undertaken to divide what have been united communities in a way that makes no
sense by using roads and railways that actually communicate and unite the urban
neighbourhoods. Balsalll Heath was created by the Moseley Road with the streets running off it
east and west and this should NOT be divided along the A435 as you have proposed. Its
boundaries have been the same for 100 years and it should not be divided with Sparkbrook as
you propose. Balsall Heath was built as a railway suburb around its rail station, so dividing
along the rail line makes no sense for Balsall Heath or for Moseley. You have put Mosley Park
in Balsall Heath and Balsall Heath park in Moseley. Balsall Heath has lost to Sparkbrook the
Balsall Heath City farm, Children's centre, Balsall Heath Forum and the annual carnival that
brings Balsall heath together in Pickwick Park. The boundaries of Balsall Heath are those of its
neighbourhood plan and the present ward boundary. Moseley is a ward today and does not
need to be cut in half, excluding the village green, Moseley Hall and the parish church nor
Moseley School . Please take the advice of Balsall heath Forum and Moseley Forum, who have
worked long to engage people in local affairs.
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

John Newson

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Polling District DDD - The draft proposal puts our area into a new Moseley ward. This would be
unhelpful since our main assets are Balsall Heath Park, with residents meeting as Friends of
Balsall Heath Park, and the shops and restaurants of Ladypool Road, where our post office is
located. We are in B12 postal area along with the rest of Balsall Heath. The local school, polling
station and children's centre are next to the park in Dennis Road where it takes much of its
children from Sparkbrook and Balsall Heath, rather than Moseley. We are a long walk from
Moseley Village and have no real relationship with Moseley Forum whose main concern is the
village. For these reasons it would be preferable if DDD district could stay with Balsall Heath.
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

John Newson

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I support the Moseley Community submission for keeping Moseley together and not splitting it
into two along the railway. The BC proposed ward of Moseley would be too small to be called
Moseley, since it excludes most of Moseley. Many of us have campaigned for years to have
Moseley station re-opened at the centre of our neighbourhood with 2,000 signatures collected.
Putting Moseley village centre with shops, market, post office etc on the A435 into a Balsall
Heath and Cannon Hill Ward would make no sense, since Cannon Hill is the name of an old
house and the parkland behind it - in fact no-one lives in Cannon Hill today - it has no
electors.
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

John Newson

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I very much support the Moseley Community proposal for a two member ward for Moseley and
the boundaries as proposed in it. As someone active in the community for 30 years the
arguments in favour seem to be extremely strong
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Robert Newton

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Park Central, the new residential estate adjacent to Edgbaston, should be incorporated within
Edgbaston's boundary
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

malcolm nicholls

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
hello,its about time there was a shake up of councilors ,at this point in time we have 3 per
ward ,and some do not do much in the wards,some are never seen in the wards only for there
surgeries,and some are useless. i think the wards should be all one seat ,the 2 seat wards and
single seat wards need to altered so its all single seats but still coming to the same total of
101 seats ,as i look at the map it would work. The ward names seem ok ,but i think they need
to be named so there is no conflict with local area names ,ie monyhull should be called bells
farm ,as bells farm is only a building and not a area in the ward,same for all areas .could call
them all rivers or flowers. Another thing that needs altering is the number of times a councilor
can be reelected ,i say 3 times as at 4 year cycles would be 12 years ,and i think that
enough ,it would stop this job for life that some councilors seem to get from been reelected in
each time ,and it would mean having fresh faces more often ,instead of the same old dull faces
that we have now . Councilors should also be seen more in there wards ,its a rare sight to see
some even when they are up for election ,i say been in there wards should be a minimum of at
least 2 days a week,all we get from them is ,we got meeting to attend,to all the time ,,and if
anything happens ,we get excuses ,if they are needed ,then they wonder why people
complain ,if this alteration goes ahead ,councilors need to be sen more in there wards
Councilors forget one thing we vote them in to do a job ,and they forget that ,something that i
remind them very often .
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

malcolm nicholls

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
the 2 seat wards need to split into single seat wards so we have only single seat wards
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

MJ N

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I currently come under the Bartley Green boundary where I have lived in 3 properties for 40+
years. With the draft proposal my ward will move to Weoley Castle. As a Bartley Greener all my
life being move to the Weoley Castle ward will mean higher car/house/content insurance which
is wrong and unfair as I bought my house in the ward it is in because I liked the estate I live
on and moving to the Weoley Castle ward will devalue my house price severely. I do not want
to come under a ward where because my friend was racially abused she was forced to move
out of the area and I will not hesitate to do the same.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/7085

29/01/2016

Local Boundary Commission for England Consultation Portal

Page 1 of 1

Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Bobby NOLAN

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Dear Sir/Madam Please find attached my petition and objection for the Boundary Commission
proposed for Mosely and Kings Heath. Mr B C Nolan
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Objection to the Boundary Commission to Change the Boundaries for Mosley and
Kings Heath
Dear Sir/Madam
I’ve heard about your proposals to alter the boundary of Moseley Ward from a resident who
attended the Jan 16th meeting ‘Your Moseley – fight for it NOW’
I live at

and strongly object to the split of Moseley into different Wards.

The proposed boundary would destroy so much that the Moseley community has built up over
many decades. The proposed changes fly in the face of your own policy guidelines.
Your current proposal would dismantle a very well established community of place and will
wreck local governance (local decisions by local people).
The losses that would affect me most are:


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;
 The partnership between the Moseley Society and Moseley councillors which created
two Moseley conservation areas would be broken, and the volunteers who monitor
planning applications would have a totally unnecessary increase in their workload;
 The work of many years on the Moseley Big Plan, by Moseley residents, businesses
and the Council, resulting in a Supplementary Planning Document, would be lost. All
the effort by volunteers and council officers, made to improve economic development
in this part of the city, would be wasted, at a time when we have real opportunities to
accelerate this, particularly in line with the reopening of Moseley mooted element of
the HS2 connectivity package;
 The centre of Moseley must be in Moseley Ward;
 Moseley Parish Church must be in Moseley Ward;
 St Columba’s Church must be in Moseley Ward;
 Moseley Park must be in Moseley Ward;
 The Moseley Exchange must be in Moseley Ward;
 The incredible number of Moseley volunteers who work for the Moseley community to
nurture and develop the place they live in and love must not have their workload
increased by the need to liaise with different ward councillors and officers. The
volunteers may well give up. I feel most strongly about unnecessary problems caused
for:
Moseley Forum / Moseley in Lights / the Moseley Exchange / 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.
Also
1: Moseley is not the only part of Birmingham where the proposals appear to be crazy.
2: Only Birmingham is having the number of Councillors reduced (we are to lose 19) in this
Ward Boundary Review
Page 1 of 2

The meeting (over 400 people, perhaps 500) also voted that the boundary review for the
whole of Birmingham should be rejected (one against and one abstention).
I will also be writing to Greg Clark, Secretary of State for Communities and Local Government
to ask him to stop the current Review and to look at Birmingham again.
The losses such as its enterprising and original businesses which the area attracts, artistic
innovation, and unique identity doesn't make economical sense as this will damage the capital
the area generates for the city, tourism it attracts globaly and the dynamic and multi-cultural
diversity that sets an example for the whole of city. More than any other. Also, the savings
won't be made by the proposal to make few poorly paid Councillors redundant for this absurd
proposal.
Mr B C Nolan
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Barbara Norden

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
It makes no sense to take Moseley out of Moseley. This is a community dating back a long way
and you are messing it up. Salisbury Road/Alcester Road crossing IS Moseley. So are St Mary's
and St Columba's, Moseley Exchange (the old post office), Moseley Park and Pool, and Moseley
Hall Hospital. You have also got Balsall Heath completely wrong -- you have got half of it in
Sparkbrook. The part of Moseley Road going north, with Runcorn/St Pauls Road, Brighton Road,
Balsall Heath Park, etc. etc., is Balsall Heath, not Sparkbrook. Sparkbrook starts further over
towards Stratford Road. I tried to draw lines on the map but this application is really difficult to
use!! It won't let me go back and write in this box so I had to give up. I have lived in all three
areas and know them well. I do not object to living in any of these neighbourhoods if where I
live really IS in that area. But you are making a mess of it, and confusing everyone -including Council staff and people in the areas who need to do business with them and
everyone who lives in these three areas. My name is Barbara Norden and my current address is
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

George Northey

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
keep the 40 wards as is. but have 2 coucillors per ward. have elections as per choosing the
mps, European election every 5 years so the council has long term planning instead of having
election in 3 out of 4 years.
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Bryan Nott

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Moseley Ward makes no sense whatsoever in the way that it excludes the heart of Moseley
from it. Moseley is an established economic and social centre which is cohesive. If the plans go
ahead then a situation will be created where the community is organising within two different
wards. The wards surrounding Moseley do not have the same natural focus. I support the idea
that the whole, city-wide plan needs rethinking as it has not been dealt with in a way that
focuses on the needs of communities.
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
22 January 2016 11:19
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Proposed Ward Boundary Changes Affecting Harborne B17

From: Geoffrey Oakley
Sent: 22 January 2016 11:07
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Proposed Ward Boundary Changes Affecting Harborne B17

Dear Sirs,
I live at
I have read the documents posted on http:/www.lgbce.org.uk/current‐reviews/west‐midlands/west‐
midlands/Birmingham and reviewed the maps affecting my property.
You should be aware that in November 2013 I purchased a strip of land adjoining my property from Birmingham
City Council in order to extend my garden. It is not clear from your maps whether this has been taken into account
or whether, in fact, the proposed boundary line between Harborne and Edgbaston wards goes through the middle
of my garden.
Clearly this matter needs to be investigated and, if necessary, revised and I therefore ask you to do so now.
Please ensure that I receive a timely response to this concern and, in any event, no later than 7th February 2016.
With thanks,

Geoffrey Oakley
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
05 February 2016 16:08
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Boundary Changes

From: Carole O'Boyle
Sent: 05 February 2016 16:05
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Boundary Changes

Following a recent meeting to discuss boundary changes taking place in Acocks Green, Yardley and
Stechford, I write to object in the strongest possible terms regarding its implementation ‐ most specifically
with the name changes. As I live in Stechford, with close associations to Yardley, these are the areas I am
discussing in this email.
Whilst I appreciate that you have a job to do and have tried to do it, without the local knowledge of the
local community and how strong the feelings of local residents are, I do hope that you will take these
comments on board and work with the communities in the area so that they are not split in two and
renamed ‐ something that everyone feels most passionately should not happen.
Yardley Old Church and Yardley Centre around the Church has been around for 1000 years ‐ long before
even Birmingham was in existence. A visit to the Church would make it clear that this is a well preserved
and historic site and the name Yardley is synonymous with this. To change it to Stechford would be a
travesty and ill conceived and will never be accepted by the people who live there. My parents were
married in this Church. It is a wonderful place and people of Birmingham would know of Yardley Old
Church and its significance.
The area around the Swan Centre is known as South Yardley ‐ why would this change to Yardley East? It
makes no sense.
There are natural boundaries around our area ‐ the River Cole, the railway line and Bordesley Green
East. People want to belong in 'their' area and the strong sense of community that currently exists would
be fractured if the boundary changes take place.
I know nothing of the official legislation regarding the necessity to make these boundary changes, but I
know where I live and the history surrounding it and as the Government is so keen to keep communities
together, why is this even taking place? If it is merely to band 8000 residents together, then surely the
names of the areas are not so important and there is no reason not to keep Yardley as Yardley and
Stechford as Stechford?
I know that, coming from London, these are just names to the people working there, but if it were a case
of calling Chelsea Earls Court East or Earls Court Brompton West, you will have some idea of how we
feel. Of course, Earls Court will always be Earls Court, and Chelsea will always be Chelsea ‐ just as Yardley
should always be Yardley and Stechford should always be Stechford.
I do hope that you will take my views and the views of other people who have written in to you into
1

consideration before the 8 Feb 2016 and that our wishes will be taken on board and acted upon.
Please do not underestimate how passionately we all feel about this and please let good sense overrule
the need to make changes regardless of taking our heartfelt and strong feelings into consideration.
I look forward to hearing from you.
Regards
Carole O'Boyle
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Brendan O'Brien

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Your proposals re-locate the known Yardley centre south of its current location by naming two
Wards, Stechford and as a result moving a historic name further south. I therefore object to
this proposal. I do not agree with the naming of 'Yardley West' Ward and believe that this Ward
should contain the name Hay Mills as this is a well known locality name. I agree with the
boundary proposals for 'Stechford West' Ward but not the name, the majority of identifiable
locality names have Yardley in them. I therefore think that this Ward should be called Yardley
West. I also agree with the boundary proposals for 'Stechford East' but this area contains
Yardley Old Church and park and is well considered as the centre of Yardley. I therefore think
that this ward should be called Yardley East. I agree with the boundary proposals for the Ward
named 'Yardley East' but believe that this Ward should be named Yardley South. It currently
resides in South Yardley Ward and it contains Yardley Cemetery. It is south of the two other
Yardley Wards. I am aware of a counter proposal to amend your proposals for Yardley West and
Acocks Green to create a Fox Hollies Ward from the southern part of Acocks Green and to bring
the remaining part of Acocks Green together with your proposed Yardley West Ward to create a
two member Ward. This would maintain the major local centre of Acocks Green.
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Kenneth O'Byrne

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: Individual

Comment text:
Dear Sir or Madam I write in connection with your current proposals regarding changes in the
Hall Green Constituency (B28) in County West Midlands. I wish to object most strongly to the
current proposal and to express my fervent wish that the current status quo be maintained. My
reasons for this are numerous but in summary: 1. Hall Green is a long established (100
+years) cohesive, vibrant, local community with innumerable community organisations binding it
together – a number of which I am a member. This community “ spirit” would be seriously
jeopardised by the current proposals. 2. It is both inconceivable and wholly unacceptable that
Hall Green residents should be asked to accept a higher ratio of electors to elected
representatives than in neighbouring constituencies (Solihull for example). A significant part of
the Boundary Commission’s raison d’etre is assurance of adequate, appropriate and equitable
provision for representation in the country’s political life. The current changes proposed clearly
fly in the face of that and thus the currently proposed changes give rise to this very valid
ground for objection. 3. I already find it very difficult to access GP & Health services in Hall
Green because of the number of patients using Hall Green Health. There is a podiatrist centre
here yet I already find myself obliged to travel across to Woodgate Valley when Hall Green is
“full”. I have lived here since 1975 so I am a person of considerable experience in these
matters . I do not wish to see a further facilitation of influx (Tyseley) on these services which
will impede us further. 4. None of our local Political Parties and representatives are in favour of
these proposals of the Boundary Commission. That level of Political agreement is in itself a first
and merits your serious consideration during your deliberations. 5. I attended a 200+ meeting
about the planned changes on 29 January and I can assure you that no one there spoke in
favour of your changes. That 200+ electors were present at this one event alone is a factor
which cannot be overlooked. 6. There are a significant number of schools in Hall Green serving
the local community and it is a community (the elderly, young parents, students etc.) who have
no appetite for the proposed changes. My husband lived his early years in Hall Green in
- like so many “local” people he remained here, a part of the tapestry of lives
making up Hall Green. 7. I do NOT want the current B28 post code to change, I do not want to
loosen the ties with the history which binds Hall Green – from Robin Hood and Sarehole Mill to
the spot where J R Tolkien conceived his famous “ Hobbit” – a house which is now part of an
elder care community in Hall Green. There are numerous other reasons why the current
proposals are unsatisfactory but I do not intend to weary myself by elaborating them all, nor
burden you with an excess of issues for consideration. Thank you for your attention in this
matter K J O'Byrne
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Dominic O'Callaghan

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: Retired Diplomat

Comment text:
It is very wrong to destroy Moseley and its history with Tolkien etc. It is not part of a park.
The number of councillors needs reducing but do not destroy our heritage also
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Cheryl O'carroll

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I live on
Yardley near to Yardley Old Church and Old Yardley Park in the
parish of Yardley which is a conservation area and has been in existence for nearly 1,000
years. This is NOT east stechford or any part of stechford! Therefore I strongly object to any
attempt to move the boundaries and change the name of such an historic part of Birmingham.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6701

12/01/2016

Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
28 January 2016 08:48
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Hall Green Boundary Issue

From: Paul O'Connor [
Sent: 27 January 2016 22:09
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Hall Green Boundary Issue
Dear Sir/Madam,
My name is Paul O’Connor and I live at
. I have lived there for nineteen years with my
wife and we have had four children while living in Hall Green. Our children have all been schooled in Hall Green at
primary level. As a family we have grown up in Hall Green, enjoying the amenities and the community spirit found
here. The proposed boundary changes would rip the heart out Hall Green and the close knit community found within.
Our parade would go and so too would the train station. Tyseley is a far more industrial area and has little in common
with Hall Green and the streets that will fall in to the new proposed ward. I therefore would ask the powers that be to
reconsider the proposals. I and my family are strongly against becoming part of a new Tyseley ward. I do believe it
would serve us best if Hall Green was left as it is; or at worst it should become Hall Green North and Hall Green
South, but ultimately it should remain Hall Green.
Thank you.
Paul O’Connor
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Tricia O'Connor

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I do not wish Moseley to be amalgamated into a Balsall Heath & Cannon Hill ward - Moseley is
an historic Village with a unique identity and discrete issues from those other two areas. Keep
Moseley Moseley!

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6996

25/01/2016

Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
08 February 2016 14:22
Pascoe, Mark
FW: To help keep Erdington together !

From: tracey o'connor
Sent: 08 February 2016 08:30
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: To help keep Erdington together !

"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.
Please act now to help save our historic community
Yours sincerely
Tracey
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Iofa O'Donnell

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
To all local resisdents the divide between Harborne and Quinton is Wolverhampton Road South
not Balden Road. We have local residents associations which are already organised on this basis
and have been so for many years. South bound traffic side of the Wolverhampton road south
(even numbers) = Harborne and North Bound side of Wolverhampton road south (odd numbers)
= Quinton. The divide should run down Wolverhampton Road South and along Court Oak Road.
It's crazy to be 10 mins walking distance of Harborne High st and use all Harborne facilities and
local services yet have to vote for a Quinton councillor! Pointless.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6558
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

I O'Donnell

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
The draft plans do not take into consideration long established community groups and forums.
Beech Lanes Neighbourhood forum has been in place for many years and the draft plan cuts the
community in half if you draw the boundary at Balden Road in essence cutting off many
resisdents from the local community (Harborne) which we are active members in. It seems likes
someone who knows nothing about the local area and without discussion with local residents
has decided where they boundary is made. I have attached an extract from our local newsletter
showing the current composition of the neighbourhood group and would ask that you reconsider
moving the boundary so that only west of Wolverhampton Road South is considered Quinton
district.

Uploaded Documents:
Download

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6665

11/01/2016

Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Mayers, Mishka on behalf of reviews
25 January 2016 11:39
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Hall Green Boundary Changes

From: John O'Donnell
Sent: 25 January 2016 10:33
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Cc:
Subject: Hall Green Boundary Changes
To whom it may concern;
Please accept this E-mail as my objection to the proposed boundary changes for Hall Green.
To suggest that Hall Green should be geographically linked (or otherwise) with Tyseley is as absurd as suggesting the
Borough's of Westminster or Chelsea should be linked with Brent or Hackney.
I am willing to concede that there is a VERY SMALL amount of N.I.M.B.Y ism involved, but to put parts of Hall Green
and Tyseley together is just bonkers.
To précis the words of one of my neighbours;
“It defies comprehension that our area of north Hall Green will be classed as Tyseley, especially as our part of Hall
Green historically is the oldest part, and we understand it to be the true heart of our community. The changes would
mean, Hall Green would lose South and City College, Sarehole Mill, Hall Green School, Hall Green Station, Hall
Green Parade, Hall Green Medical Centre etc.”. I fully understand that these areas and facilities may not be off limits
to those effected immediately, but?
It is my understanding that the proposal is not yet fixed, I therefore most strongly demand YOU THINK AGAIN, look at
a map and just leave ALL of Hall Green alone. Apply a little bit of common sense coupled with the age old maxim of;
“if isn't broke don’t fix it”.
My objection is not against clear well thought out logical change, for the benefit of all Hall Green citizens, BUT change
for change sake, or to satisfy a Government political dictate, or some Mandarins whim, is nether logical, practical or
engenders community cohesion.

Think Again, Regards
John O’Donnell;
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Margaret O'Donoghue

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I am very concerned that
Edgbaston, where I reside and which is in the portion of
Edgbaston north of the Hagley Road, is potentially going to be included in a new ward named
Summerfield under the proposed Birmingham boundary changes. I strongly object to this
proposed change. My response to the Draft Recommendation’s three consultation questions is 1
Do the proposed electoral wards reflect local communities? • As a resident of
,
Edgbaston I am a parishioner of the Oratory Church on the Hagley Road and got married there
25 years ago. On an daily basis I cross the Hagley Road to visit Harborne High Street, my local
shopping centre, my GP practice, Harborne Medical Practice, my dentist at Elmhurst Dental
Practice, my bank, Natwest Harborne, Edgbaston Golf Club and the Priory Club both to which I
am a member and to eat and socialise with friends in the pubs and restaurants of Harborne and
Edgbaston. I identify myself as being from Edgbaston and to have my house removed from the
Ward that covers Edgbaston, Harborne, Quinton and Bartley Green when clearly I see myself as
part of that wider community, is inappropriate. Community is not defined by the lines on a
map. I am proud to live in Edgbaston, proud of my neighbourhood and my neighbours who
have worked hard to look after and improve our local community over the years so that it is a
friendly, charming, safe place to live. • Historic Northern Edgbaston was largely
agricultural/parkland under the ownership of Joseph Gillott, until he began to sell his assets off
as building plots in the 1860's. Portland Road has original house leases or deeds from 1850 and
Clarendon Road has an original land lease from 1870. It has a conservation area around St
Augustine’s church. The whole ward has a substantial number of listed buildings and houses of
architectural merit and shares commonality of building across Edgbaston. The City Council’s own
Website even emphasises “The history of Edgbaston goes back to the Domesday Book”, “The
Ward is an area of great diversity. It contains some of the most desirable housing in the City
but also has some areas of deprivation. This diversity is also seen in the distribution of wealth,
health and other social indicators”. • The proposed dividing line of the Hagley Road for the new
northern boundary of Edgbaston cuts off a long standing part of this definable suburb with
common values. The change would mean that we become part of a new ward that is made up
of a series of areas with limited or no social cohesion, common threads or sense of socioeconomic history instead of our current ward in where my family and I have been very firmly
rooted for over 30 years. 2 Improving the Proposals Whilst Maintaining Electoral Equality •
Although I understand the need to reduce the Edgbaston ward size, the proposed ward is being
added to at its western boundary with parts of more modern Harborne at the expense of my
area, which is part of original Edgbaston. I recommend withdrawing the Harborne addition and
maintaining the north side of Edgbaston in the ward. • Maintaining electoral equality for voters
at local elections should be more than just a numbers game, it should be giving an electorate
the opportunity to self-determine by recognising local communities. If a ward is just geography,
self-determination and equality is unlikely. A polarised ward such as the proposed Summerfield
Ward would be highly difficult to represent. The disparity in the electorate socially and
economically would create that difficulty and that would be unfair on the electorate. Edgbaston
ward is currently able to elect fair representation of its community which shares value systems
and needs, fair representation cannot be given by this new ward either at the proposed council
or even at parliamentary level. • I note that the business premises of Edgbaston that fall north
of the Hagley Road are included inside the proposed Edgbaston ward. It is clear that these
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businesses, that do not form part of the electorate, have been able to make a case for their
need to stay in Edgbaston. This is certainly discriminatory to the residents north of the Hagley
Road who are in fact the Electorate. • Summerfield headcount statistics appear to indicate that
the new ward would be larger than new Edgbaston therefore the proposal appears to fail on
this count. Summerfield has much greater housing growth potential than the heavily built
environment of the new Edgbaston so this disparity could even grow in future years. 3 Are the
names of the proposed wards right? • The proposed ward name of Summerfield does not in any
way reflect the portion of the ward that is now Edgbaston, nor does it reflect its other new
wards of Winson Green, parts of Harborne etc. Summerfield has no meaning to anyone other
than those living around the Park of the same name. • In the event that there are appropriate
grounds to decline the continuation of the part of Edgbaston north of the Hagley Road within
the Edgbaston Ward, which I would contest, Summerfield has far less resonance than
“Edgbaston Reservoir” or “North Edgbaston”. However, these suggested names would best suit a
small one councillor ward as they do not cover what is currently part of Winson Green. Finally
as part of my submission I would like to question the veracity of the content of paragraph 12,
specifically “There is no evidence that the recommendations will have an adverse effect on local
taxes, house prices, or car and house insurance premiums and we are not, therefore, able to
take into account any representations which are based on these issues.”. Just yesterday I heard
that a house on my road which had been "sold subject to contract", is now back on the market,
the buyers pulled out on hearing of the potential change of address from Edgbaston to
Summerfield! Edgbaston is widely regarded as one of the city’s most desirable places to live
therefore it seems inappropriate for the Commission to dismiss this hugely important element of
the decision making process without hard evidence. I recommend evidence is sought prior to a
final decision being made. In summary I believe the proposed Edgbaston boundary change does
not reflect the local community’s interests or identity nor will it provide equality of
representation. It would be detrimental to the interests of the Electorate of North Edgbaston to
lose its Edgbaston nomination. I would ask that the Boundary Commission takes careful
consideration when looking at the proposals and any justifications provided.

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

Edward O'Hara

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: Private and Business (Eddie O'Hara SW Services Ltd)

Comment text:
Dear Sirs, I would like to express my dissatisfaction with the proposed boundary changes to
hall Green Birmingham. I object on the following grounds, 1. I have lived in hall Green all my
life and it is part of who I am. 2. Hall Green has a distinct local cultural identity, being
residential, community focused, historical and multi-cultural. 3. we have a number of local
landmarks with the prefix hall green...to ignore this is completely ignoring local opinion. 4.
relative to local authorities we have less councillors (Solihull and Sandwell have a ration of
1:4000, you are proposing 1: 7500...which is an attack on local democracy across Birmingham.)
on this point can you please explain how reducing our councillors from 120 to 101 this
promotes local democracy? As such I would propose either the status quo remains or that you
adopt one of the proposals put forward by WErB28 community group. thank you Eddie O'Hara

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

Moira Oldroyd

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I have lived in Moseley for over 10 years. Initially in
and now in
. I cannot understand why you would want to fragment such a wonderfully diverse and
cohesive community that has developed in the current ward of Moseley. It is recognised as one
of the most enlightened and tolerant of places to live. People from all backgrounds live
together, supporting each other within a community ethos that is unique in Birmingham. Rather
than splitting the ward up, you should be proudly holding it up as an example of how
community works best in city wards.

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

David Oleksiewicz

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Suggest renaming of Summerfield Ward to Rotton Park ward. This aligns with naming of many
of the local facilities and is also reflected in the road signing on the ground where Summerfield
does not exist as a destination on road signs but Rotton Park does.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/7344
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Mayers, Mishka on behalf of reviews
02 February 2016 10:09
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Hall Green Boundary Changes
Hall Green Option 3.pdf

From: Liza O'Neill
Sent: 01 February 2016 17:54
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Hall Green Boundary Changes

Dear Sirs,
I am writing in regard to the proposed boundry changes in Birmingham. I am a resisdent of
Hall Green. My decision to move into the area was a "step up" for me and my family and over the
13 years we have lived here, we have embraced our community and thrived with it. I am absolutley
horrified that the council now propose to split the area with parts of it now being swallowed into Tysley
ward. What utter ridiculousness!
I have looked at the option that Labour have proposed creating Hall Green East ward and Hall Green West
ward. This appears to keep key landmarks such as Hall Green Railway Station, Hall Green Parade and
Sarehole Mill within the new Hall Green wards rather than putting them in Tysley Ward. Surely this is a
much better solution and would keep the residents of the affected roads happier.
Even though I realise it would be Hall Green in Tysley ward, should your proposals be approved, for how
long would that remain?
Please keep key areas of Hall Green in Hall Green ward, don't alter the essence of our community.
I attach copies of Labours proposals for your perusal.
Kind Regards
Liza O'Neill
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Robert Orme

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

Comment text:
Dear Review Officer I write on behalf of myself and my wife Angela Orme to oppose the draft
proposals for Moseley Ward and its boundaries and to support the combined community
proposal submitted by David Isgrove on behalf of our local community for a two councillor
Moseley Ward. We support also the submission made by Fiona Adams and dated 6.2.16 on
behalf of the Moseley Society. In addition we deplore the proposal to divide Moseley as it
presently exists between 5 wards and to reduce its size to one small ward out of 101 wards.
We point out that Moseley has a strong identity and community spirit with a readily identifiable
centre and surrounding area. We therefore object to the proposal to exclude from the ward
much that is significant to Moseley's character such as it's central shops, pubs and post office,
its parish church, its hall and park and its conservation area as well as its proposed railway
station. Finally we object to the inefficient and timewasting consequence of dividing Moseley
between 5 separate wards (with only one bearing its name) in that residents as well as local
organisations such as the Moseley Society, the Forum, CDT and Moseley in Bloom will have to
deal with a range of different officials and councillors if the draft proposals are accepted. We
respectfully invite the Boundary Commissioners to reconsider the proposals in accordance with
those suggested by Mr Isgrove on behalf of the community. Robert and Angela Orme

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

Jaska Osahan

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
These plans will be destructive for communities and businesses. House owners will suffer
negative equity and Birmingham will lose what little character it has. I am most disappointed
with breaking up Moseley, which I think would be a disaster for the whole of Birmingham. Also
the jewellery quarter should not be part of winson green. I feel like these plans have been
made to ruin birminghams tourism industry and housing market.

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

Rachael Osbaldeston

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Why change the boundaries I come under Yardley & wish to stay that way can see Yardley
church from our windows & hear the wonderful bells residents here want to stay in Yardley.

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

Fuller, Heather
14 January 2016 08:51
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Delivery Status Notification (Failure)

From: Catherine Osborne
Sent: 13 January 2016 17:11
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Fwd: Delivery Status Notification (Failure)

Regards Cath Osborne
---------- Forwarded message ---------From: "Mail Delivery Subsystem" <mailer-daemon@googlemail.com>
Date: 13 Jan 2016 5:07 pm
Subject: Delivery Status Notification (Failure)
To:
Cc:
Delivery to the following recipient failed permanently:
reviews@lgbe.org.uk
Technical details of permanent failure:
DNS Error: Address resolution of lgbe.org.uk. failed: Domain name not found
----- Original message ----DKIM-Signature: v=1; a=rsa-sha256; c=relaxed/relaxed;
d=gmail.com; s=20120113;
h=mime-version:date:message-id:subject:from:to:content-type;
bh=l5FFU2ceJWNN2hmnmiDv19YMUg0PrmwaNAdDHqqjUA4=;
b=uXSrJle+L+uXwQIrMSdEtBFx3UkUFBHPU6XNkDWIflDD8+D+5rQuYH7FDRIaOWAh9g
AzMH3Xvvd/LlU+Q+ZDxte6hSygQTx//tVfGHlGoahW5uSSEM9cyrZ1H58X5vx1U9ChgD
TofJCGqRr7zXqJMg5NO8w/ceziQ9i8u9ynVkkARhvBwHPbLWz75KZBrXVdpdD1CfvwJM
2lg6U2RHlu070jQiNfoxIZ8i+p+xchPEpkah6hcVS66XIlttSGDZad/HPTii83sjQ0Fd
Z8nDLNe7YMy43K6EcXhWjoLG86SNmrzsi8RDJm2EisI+5P82FGCMH2/PoRe32kc/9uDG
s7Vg==
X-Google-DKIM-Signature: v=1; a=rsa-sha256; c=relaxed/relaxed;
d=1e100.net; s=20130820;
h=x-gm-message-state:mime-version:date:message-id:subject:from:to
:content-type;
bh=l5FFU2ceJWNN2hmnmiDv19YMUg0PrmwaNAdDHqqjUA4=;
b=IZcC4atTz2awz+rqhrLIV+m0SAtW2vGwnfH5IwI+28JvQvPIBFlrY44pcSVMHlVclg
0Dnwa6VECtK2Sof7Lw/mPQXRRI8HGLNGjahKu/YRBdeZp7JQkvKtokew5yGGCCKVOgzX
viKOgLpruF94CuRyyEg4lHlHOeYFZiQHDy1jJ/9j9a3sw89doerrSYUtrTJzsgJY5Gaw
CbAt/4Nluy0ze2HcU+G1cBcbMGp0ZTtVLe8N0T4iJx2+1vV2xabQ4yuu0UCMGJa+tLMF
GZ+w3jjhj4IuTegERyqjEPxKmuuvOHzK3ra1ZJOHmjPH47/ELNKidb4uOm6izc8cv6RX
1

2Q4Q==
X-Gm-Message-State:
ALoCoQmvzdbuVkZOLx+iuioHe7Gh2erpDvG8H4g9oR4oB0ieEPOtCyA1Dwdc/Wn3kEHK8S1fDx4hxx
UpfA8qnXlU+xNv5sSHaQ==
MIME-Version: 1.0
X-Received: by 10.129.137.68 with SMTP id z65mr100116299ywf.311.1452704826721;
Wed, 13 Jan 2016 09:07:06 -0800 (PST)
Received: by 10.37.217.139 with HTTP; Wed, 13 Jan 2016 09:07:06 -0800 (PST)
Received: by 10.37.217.139 with HTTP; Wed, 13 Jan 2016 09:07:06 -0800 (PST)
Date: Wed, 13 Jan 2016 09:07:06 -0800
Message-ID:
<CAPhP2NwMCeM+vtQDv5VpLjzwKgYpSV+V+XfQjPe5hqD0NPE4dw@mail.gmail.com>
Subject: Yardley Boundary
From: Catherine Osborne
To: reviews@lgbe.org.uk
Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary=94eb2c064ac0290beb05293a33f5
Dear Boundary Commission
I wish to strongly object to the possible boundary change whereby
my address as above could mean my address would become Stetchford East How
could the beautiful Yardley Old Church not be in Yardley and pay no regard
to its amazing history Please do not let this happen on the basis of
political expedience Please can we leave Yardley and its boundaries where
they are ?
Regards Cath Osborne

2

Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Mayers, Mishka on behalf of reviews
29 January 2016 09:09
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Ward Changes

‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐
From: Lesley Osborn [
Sent: 29 January 2016 08:56
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Ward Changes

]

Greetings.
This is lat minute because it is only the recent publicity has made me aware of the degree of change being proposed.
I see no reason to question the reduction of councillor numbers; and 101 seems a perfectly reasonable new
number. It is the proposal of so many single member wards that bothers me. This for two main reasons: with only
one member there is a high probability that wards will be unrepresented at meetings and committee due to sickness
or other absence of the member. Also lack of continuity after elections. It takes time for newly elected members to
fully represent their wards.
My solution would be to as far as possible to retain the current pattern of 40 wards, with if necessary small tweaks
to boundaries. Each ward to return 2 councillors, serving 4 year terms, one to be elected each 2 years. This covers
both temporary unavailability and continuity. The remaining 21 seats to be allocated according to percentage of
votes across the whole electorate.
e.g. If the Green Party gets 9%of the vote but only 3 elected councillors the they have the option of 6 appointed
councillors.
This would in part balance out some of the negativities of our ‘first past the post system’, in which some voters with
strongly held minority interests feel unrepresented; while retaining the close links between ward and elected
member.
While this does not tackle disparities in populations of wards, it does try to approach the ideal of one councillor to
every 8,000 voters. It might be appropriate to tweak it be creating one new ward representing the city centre as a
discrete entity.
To me this seems such an obvious solution, minimising disruption and confusion, that it must of been considered
and rejected. I would like to know why it was rejected.
Yours Robert Osborn
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Danielle Oum

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I attended the Jan 16th meeting ‘Your Moseley – fight for it NOW’ and expressed my objection
to the proposal there. I’m now writing to make sure that you take note of my objection. I live
at
and strongly object to the split of Moseley into different
Wards. Your proposed boundary would destroy so much that the Moseley community has built
up over many decades. The proposed changes fly in the face of your own policy guidelines. The
current proposal would dismantle a very well established community of place and will wreck
local governance (local decisions by local people). The loss/losses that would affect me most
is/are: • 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 • The
partnership between the Moseley Society and Moseley councillors which created two Moseley
conservation areas would be broken, and the volunteers who monitor planning applications
would have a totally unnecessary increase in their workload • The work of many years on the
Moseley Big Plan, by Moseley residents, businesses and the Council, resulting in a
Supplementary Planning Document, would be lost. All the effort by volunteers and council
officers, made to improve economic development in this part of the city, would be wasted, at a
time when we have real opportunities to accelerate this, particularly in line with the reopening
of Moseley mooted element of the HS2 connectivity package • The centre of Moseley must be in
Moseley Ward; • Moseley Parish Church must be in Moseley Ward; • St Columba’s Church must
be in Moseley Ward; • Moseley Park must be in Moseley Ward; • The Moseley Exchange must
be in Moseley Ward; • The incredible number of Moseley volunteers who work for the Moseley
community to nurture and develop the place they live in and love must not have their workload
increased by the need to liaise with different ward councillors and officers. The volunteers may
well give up. I feel most strongly about unnecessary problems caused for Moseley Forum, The
Moseley Exchange, The Moseley Society and the Moseley Festival .

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

Fuller, Heather
08 February 2016 17:02
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Proposed Boundary Changes (Erdington Ward) LGBC

From: Mike
Sent: 08 February 2016 16:29
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Cc:
Subject: Proposed Boundary Changes (Erdington Ward) LGBC
Dear Sir,
Please find included in this email reasons that define why I am not in favour of the Proposals submitted for
consultation.
My name is Michael Overton, and I live at
. The proposals do not
alter the Ward where my property is located. I was born in Erdington 72 years ago, and have resided at my current
address for 45 years. I have good local knowledge, and have been an actively engaged member of my local
community all of this time.
Points for your consideration:
1. Ill thought out boundary changes
a. The roads to West of Holly Lane (Quincey Drive, Holly Park Drive) and the properties making up
Catherine Court are now designated for Pype Hayes Ward when the natural neighbourhood is
Erdington Ward.
b. The railway line that acts as a boundary between the proposed Short Heath Ward and the Erdington
Ward (at Lyndhurst) should continue to Reservoir Road and then East to Six Ways Erdington,
thereby retaining historical and traditional neighbourhood facilities. Although content to use the
Railway as a natural boundary at some point, it seems remiss that not extending this boundary has
led to proposals which dissects neighbourhoods and removes historical buildings and facilities
bearing the Ward identity that are used and enjoyed by all Erdington residents.
Using the methods above to create a slightly larger Ward would easily be seen as forward thinking as
proposals are in place to expand the house building in the Ward, and to increase the local population. The
solution would be to designate the redefined area a two councillor Ward, and would produce a minimal
reduction in population numbers for Pype Hayes and for Stockland Green.
2. Representation and Relationships between Ward and Parliamentary boundaries.
a. Within Birmingham there is relationship that ensures that each Ward (x4) is represented by a single
MP changes proposed will split some Wards between 2 or more MP’s making for ‘political’ infighting
that will stifle Ward development. Unless a clear definition and may I suggest common boundaries
are defined the proposals will lead to future problems. So no change should be made without fully
addressing these type of issues.
b. As with the problems that are associated with political boundaries, there seems to be no
consideration given to a democratic skew that can occur between Wards with unequal
representation. 2 carry more weight than 1. In fact Wards with 2 can be represented by 1, but
Wards with 1 cannot be represented by 0: which can be the case of sickness and holidays.
c. What are the mechanics for ensuring local/neighbourhood democracy advances? Are there to be 77
Ward Committees? Are Neighbourhood Forums to be split across Ward Boundaries doubling up on
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their meetings? Many questions such as these are not addressed, so the proposals cannot work
without the surrounding processes and procedures in place/
Please register my views amongst your public consultation folio.
M.A.Overton
Resident and Voter.
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
15 February 2016 13:46
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Boundaries

‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐
From: Christine Owen
Sent: 08 February 2016 00:01
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Boundaries
Please don't change the boundaries leave them as they are. Why are you doing such a stupid thing disrupting
people's lives and disorientating many facets of people's lives and work. Christine Owen
Sent from my iPad
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Sandra Oxley

E-mail:
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Comment text:
It is not appropriate to have St Marys, Handsworth parish church nor a large part of
Handsworth Park outside of either Handsworth or Handsworth Wood wards. The boundary needs
to be redrawn to keep these and the old Handsworth town hall on College Road in a ward with
Handsworth in the title not in Birchfield! This is because we have a strong locality identity that
includes these significant areas and spaces as part of our community history and society
identity. They give cohesion and provide a focal point for our Handsworth /Handsworth Wood
community identity. This locality has a history and identity going back millenia. Please do not
draw arbitrarily lines that divide off centres of community significance from
Handsworth/Handsworth Wood.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6832
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