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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Kenneth Quickenden
08 February 2016 23:02
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Review of ward boundaries for Sutton Coldfield

From: Kenneth Quickenden
Sent: 06 February 2016 13:26
To: reviews@lgbce.org
Subject: Review of ward boundaries for Sutton Coldfield
Dear Sirs,
We strongly object to the proposal to break up the Vesey ward. We think that it should be retained since it represents
a coherent community bound together by the use of common schools, shopping at Boldmere and New Oscott and use
of the southern side of Sutton Park via Banners Gate and Boldmere Gate. Because residents use of that part of Sutton
Park frequently, we very strongly object to the whole park being placed within the Four Oaks ward and feel that the
park should be divided amongst all the wards adjoining the park, so that the interests of all residents around the park
are represented. There would also therefore be many councillors who speak up for the interests of the park which is
in need of protection since it is Sutton Coldfield's principal attraction.
The proposal to cut Vesey into two halves is not only absurd because there are not two natural halves, but the
proposal is also made ridiculous by the suggestion that the word Parkside should be used to name one part when
that word has already been used to name another prominent and fast growing area in the City Centre. Moreover, the
very idea that the word Vesey should be discarded shows an ignorance of the history of Sutton Colfield and one of its
principal benefactors.
Yours sincerely
Dr. K. and Mrs R. Quickenden
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

John Quinlan

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I moved lock, stock and barrel from London to Edgbaston. I specifically chose Edgbaston
because of the reputation nationwide. Had it been called Summerfield there is no way I would
have even contemplated it let alone make the move. It has been said that there will be no
effect on property prices, well please inform estate agents of this, because the three to whom I
have spoken, have all disagreed quite enthusiastically. People trying to sell their houses will
lose out dramatically as some folk looking to buy, will not even be aware of the name let alone
make enquiries. It will make a drastic difference to the lives of all those concerned. Finally and
possibly most importantly, what sense does it make to move people from Edgbaston to
Summerfield and a similar amount from Harborne to Edgbaston, if not for Gerrymandering?

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6913

20/01/2016

The Review Officer (Birmingham)
Local Government Boundary Commission for England
14th Floor Millbank Tower
Millbank
London
SW1P 4QP

05/02/2016

Sir or Madam,

Consultation on draft recommendations for Birmingham City Council

I would like to comment on the proposed two-Councillor ward of Bournbrook and
Selly Park.

It is my strong view that an alternative proposal of a ward for Bournbrook and a
separate ward for Selly Park, each with one Councillor, would better serve the
interests of both groups of residents.

Bournbrook and Selly Park are very different areas and are distinguished from each
other by different demographics, housing stocks, community groups, conservation
areas and commuting habits. These can be summarised as follows:

Bournbrook






Population: Mainly transient students.
Housing: Mainly smaller terraced with many classed as Houses in Multiple
Occupation.
Community and Residents' Groups: Tiverton Area Residents Association
only.
Conservation Areas: None.



Commuting Habits: Travel to City Centre using Bristol Road (aka Bournbrook
High Street; Bournbrook's main road) via car and bus routes 61, 63, 64, 144,
X64. Additionally, extensive network of bus stops and routes on local roads
(routes 38 and 76).

Selly Park








Population: Mainly settled families and couples.
Housing: Mainly detached and larger terraced.
Community and Residents' Groups: Selly Park Residents Community
Association, Selly Park Property Owners' Association, Selly Park South
Neighbourhood Forum, Selly Wick Residents.
Conservation Areas: Selly Park Conservation Area, Selly Park Avenues
Conservation Area.
Commuting Habits: Travel to City Centre using Pershore Road (Selly Park's
main road) via car and bus routes 45, 47, 106. No bus routes or stops on
local roads.

In terms of defining each ward, I suggest introducing an ‘internal’ boundary within the
proposed two-Councillor ward, thus creating two one-Councillor wards with no wider
impact.

In summary, the proposal I am making will result in better, more localised
representation for the people of Bournbrook and Selly Park and will have no effect on
the proposals for the rest of Birmingham.

I do hope that you will give my proposals serious consideration and I look forward to
hearing from you.

Yours faithfully,
Dr Qureish and Dr. Shelina Vanat
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Naeem Qureshi

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I would like to congratulate and thank the senior civil servants who have reviewed the
submissions by Birmingham Citizens to create the new proposed Sparkbrook Ward. The
Boundary commission has drawn a boundary for a two-member ward that fairly reflects the
opinions and proposals by creating a space, place and assets to meet the needs and
requirements for its residents. The new proposed Sparkbrook Boundary has a balance of
business; commercial and retail, three defined neighbourhoods, Seven Streets, Sparkbrook
Neighbourhood Forum and Greet to offer a strong platform to stimulate economic growth and
community participation. It also has a balance of community based assets with a diverse range
of benefit for public agencies to develop strong business case but also places local residents to
take ownership of its locality. I support the recommendations placed by the Boundary
commission for the new ward of Sparkbrook and would like to thank Mark Pascoe and his team
as part of their role during their engagement process and raising awareness for empowering
residents to get involved in changing their area and not left for bureaucrats to decide. No
document to upload as agree with the recommendation for Sparkbrook Ward

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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Personal Details:
Name:

Jane Raca

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Community Identity The roads around where I live are part of a strong community which has a
distinct identity separate from the areas further to the west (towards Gillott Road and
Bearwood) and the North towards what is now Soho ward. I live on
, my
community includes Vernon Road, Montague Road, and the adjacent parts of Portland Road and
Rotton Park Road. The residents of these roads have neighbourhood watch representatives who
liaise with each other and pass on information about burglaries/car crime etc. I am the
neighbourhood watch co-ordinator for Clarendon Road. They have an active social community,
with many families having children attending the same local schools and hosting social events
for each other. During the Queen’s diamond jubilee, Vernon Road held a street party to which
the residents of Clarendon Road were invited. When it rained heavily, one of the Vernon road
residents moved the party into his home and this was reported on the news as an example of
community spirit. http://www.itv.com/news/central/update/2012-06-03/house-party-in-edgbaston
-as-street-celebration-was-cancelled/ The roads are mainly sole occupancy large Victorian
houses, like the rest of Edgbaston and unlike the other areas proposed to form part of the new
Summerfield Ward which are mostly terraced or multiple occupancy. About a decade ago there
was a serious prostitution problem here. A group of residents came together to work with the
police and were given a van to patrol the streets to remove the problem, which was largely
successful. We have a residents’ association, ‘NERA’ North Edgbaston Residents Association’
which has been active since we have been here, which is over 17 years. NERA pays close
attention to planning issues and has striven to keep the character of the area residential, as it
is under pressure from commercial interests along the Hagley ‘Road. The very title of our
residents association shows that we consider ourselves to be part of Edgbaston as a social and
cultural area. Parish Boundary The parish boundaries for both St Augustine’s ( Church of
England) and The Oratory ( Catholic) extend way South beyond the Hagley Road. Unfortunately
the part of your interactive map which is supposed to show these boundaries isn’t working. St
Augustine’s church, is currently at the centre of its parish, would move into Summerfield Ward.
Its parish boundaries would be bisected by the ward changes. The Oratory would also have the
top part of its parish bisected. St Augustine’s church is my local church and a community
centre for people who live in the part of Edgbaston which is South of the Hagley Road. The
person who runs the Sunday school lives in B15, the southern part of Edgbaston. Following
main roads and natural boundaries The proposed boundary change has obviously taken factors
into account other than a straight line drawn down the Hagley Road. The commercial properties
on the north side of the Hagley Road have been carefully left as part of the Edgbaston ward. I
don’t know the reason for this but it does show that this is not a straight line exercise.
Conclusion It would definitely be an inappropriate redrawing of boundaries to exclude the part
of North Edgbaston I have described, from being part of Edgbaston Ward and I object to the
proposals to change this area to Summerfield ward on that basis.

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

Mayers, Mishka on behalf of reviews
13 January 2016 14:10
Pascoe, Mark
FW: gerrymandering of Birmingham Boundaries

‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐
From: Councillor Neil Eustace
Sent: 13 January 2016 13:40
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Fw: gerrymandering of Birmingham Boundaries
Please see below a residents objection to Yardley Birmingham being called Stechfor East ward. Thanks
‐‐‐‐‐ Original Message ‐‐‐‐‐
From: Eamon rafferty
Sent: Tuesday, January 12, 2016 08:20 PM GMT Standard Time
To: Councillor Neil Eustace
Subject: gerrymandering of Birmingham Boundries
Hi Neil,
I strongly oppose to the suggestion that I now maybe a resident of Stechford East.
I have lived in Yardley over 25 years, I am proud to be a Yardley resident.
Please can you add both of our names to any petition to stop this gerrymandering.

Regards

EAMON AND LYNNE RAFFERTY

***********************************************************************

***********************************************************************
The information contained within this e‐mail (and any attachment) sent by Birmingham City Council is confidential
and may be legally privileged. It is intended only for the named recipient or entity to whom it is addressed. If you are
not the intended recipient please accept our apologies and notify the sender immediately. Unauthorised access,
use, disclosure, storage or copying is not permitted and may be unlawful. Any e‐mail including its content may be
1

monitored and used by Birmingham City Council for reasons of security and for monitoring internal compliance with
the office policy on staff use. E‐mail blocking software may also be used. Any views or opinions presented are solely
those of the originator and do not necessarily represent those of Birmingham City Council. We cannot guarantee
that this message or any attachment is virus free or has not been intercepted and amended.
***********************************************************************
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Personal Details:
Name:

Mohammad Rafique

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Absolute Ludicrous. If something is not broken then just leave it. We live in Hall Green which is
Not in Tyseley.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/7407
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
18 January 2016 08:45
Pascoe, Mark
FW: PROPOSED Boundary changes for Hall Green

Importance:

High

‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐
From: Abdul Rahman
Sent: Saturday, January 16, 2016 5:02 PM
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: PROPOSED Boundary changes for Hall Green
Importance: High

I am writing to raise my concerns and objection to the proposed boundary changes for Hall Green.
I live and have lived on
HALL GREEN for the past 20 years and under the proposed changes my
house will be in the new ward of Tyseley. This is not acceptable, the changes have been ill thought out and will take
away the identity of our area and confuse the local geography.
If we wanted to live in Tyseley we would have bought a house in that area all those years ago ; but we live in HALL
GREEN and wish to remain in HALL GREEN.
Abdul Rahman
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
18 January 2016 08:46
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Boundary Commission proposals and Hall Green

‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐
From: Sughra Rahman
Sent: Saturday, January 16, 2016 4:57 PM
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Boundary Commission proposals and Hall Green

I am writing to object to the proposed boundary changes for Hall Green.
I live and have lived on
HALL GREEN for the past 20 years and under the proposed changes my
house will be in the new ward of Tyseley. This is not acceptable, the changes have been ill thought out and will take
away the identity of our area and confuse the local geography.
If we wanted to live in Tyseley we would have bought a house in that area all those years ago ; but we live in HALL
GREEN and wish to remain in HALL GREEN.
Sughra Rahman
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Alan Raines

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I feel south of Edgbaston reservoir should be represented by Edgbaston Ward as these roads
( eg Vernon, Lyttelton, Moorland, St Augustine's etc) have more in common with the rest of
Edgbaston/ Harborne and the representatives of these areas would more accurately reflect the
views of residents in this area.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6537
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Anne Raines

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
From: Anne Raines,
You are proposing to take my house out of
Edgbaston Ward and into Summerfield Ward. Transport links: my main public Transport link is
the Hagley Road –south of my house. The majority of my domestic journeys are south or to the
city. The only time I travel North is to the Motorway. Facilities: Food Shopping is at (what is
currently) Harborne, and Edgbaston. South of my house Medical practice is in (what is
currently) Harborne My Sports Club is in Edgbaston My children went to school in Edgbaston
Most of my Social activities are in Edgbaston and Harborne. Natural Boundaries – this has not
been applied to the southern boundary as it seems to wiggle around one layer of Houses /
Hotels. This seems very strange as I have more in common with these properties than those
north of Selwyn Road. The new Summerfield ward does not have any constancy. People living in
the North and West of the ward have very little in common with those in the South. I have
always spent my social and work time , together with the education and activities with the
children south of the area – Edgbaston and Harborne. It would be more logical to have the
North Western Edgbaston Boundary along Gillott Road. I appreciate this would mean
reorganising other boundaries’ – but as I understand it Edgbaston, Harborne and Mosely also
have major boundary issues. Additionally the paper that has been issued has stated “there is no
evidence “ that these changes will affect house / insurance prices – what evidence do you have
for this statement? My experience is that is nonsense. In this case it will have an effect. As I
suspect it does in other areas where the proposed boundaries’ have been changed.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/7443
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Karen Rainsford

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Yardley should remain as Yardley and not Stechford East.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6969
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Diana Ramage

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I have heard about your proposals to alter the boundary of Moseley Ward from friends 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
nullify so much that the Moseley community has built up over many decades. The proposed
changes do no take your own guidelines into account, guidelines which require respect for
existing communities. The fragmentation of a very well established community and incorporation
of two of its components into different electoral districts with different priorities for their own
communities will wreck the principles of local governance and local decisions by local people. I
cannot conceive of any advantages to be derived from a separation which will remove the
village centre and the parish church from the new ‘Moseley’ ward which will not even include
the existing Moseley conservation area. Successful community enterprises such as the promotion
of Moseley in Bloom, the Moseley Festival and Farmers’ Market, built up by the volunteer work
of many members of the existing Moseley community will be impeded by the proposed
fragmentation which will do nothing to maintain, let alone develop, them in the future. I feel
most strongly about the unnecessary problems your arbitrary proposals will cause for a
community which has succeeded, more than any other in Birmingham, with the integration of
residents of diverse ages, skills, interests and cultural backgrounds and would urge you to take
proper account of the views of myself and a majority of other Moseley residents in supporting
rather than destroying our community.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/7730

11/02/2016

Hall Green boundaries
FAO the Review Officer
Dear Sir,
Since moving to Birmingham at the age of two, I have lived at 4 different
addresses in Hall Green over the past 60 years. There is a lot of ‘green’ in Hall
Green, which always added to the many reasons I chose to live in this area.
I cannot understand any need or motivation to change the Hall Green
boundaries, but the costs that this would incur would be outrageous for many
establishments. Hall Green Health Centre, Hall Green railway station, Hall
Green School and Hall Green United Community Church would all necessitate a
name change, and not one of them could cope with such a financial burden.
Does this hare brained idea have a purpose? Why do we need to have fewer
councillors? The ones who serve us in Hall Green are very hard working and
diligent individuals, and all have seemingly endless requests for help, which
would not be able to be fulfilled by fewer in number. To reduce their numbers
would be a travesty.
Once again, politicians are putting people last on their agenda, but why should
any of us be surprised? Please listen to the residents of Hall Green, and be
honest with us about the political need to try and change the boundaries.
Linda Ramdharry
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Emma Ramsay

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Unfortunately, we were unable to attend the Jan 16th meeting ‘Your Moseley – fight for it NOW’
however, we’ve heard about your proposals to alter the boundary of Moseley Ward. We live at
and strongly object to being in the proposed Stirchley Ward which we do not
feel will represent strongly enough the Moseley residents who have put so much time into the
Moseley community over decades. The proposed boundary changes would without a doubt
damage the community feel and would damage the ability of local people to make local
decisions. The proposed changes seem to contravene your own policy guidelines and our major
concern is that the work of volunteers who have over time nurtured the Moseley community,
helping to develop a wonderful place in which to live, will stop when the workload is increased
through them having to liaise and communicate with different ward councillors and officers
These proposals are absurd! Birmingham will be damaged if they are accepted and we question
why only Birmingham is having the number of Councillors reduced in this ward boundary
review. We have lived in our Moseley home for almost 13 years and the community feel is what
makes our home and village what it is – please do not destroy what we have all worked hard
to create and nurture. We strongly reject these boundary changes. Emma Ramsay and Mark
Smith 7 February 2016

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

Mohammed Ramzan

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I have lived in Moseley for the past 8 years and I moved to the area as my wife was brought
up and raised in Moseley all her life. When I first read about the proposed changes, i wondered
what drugs the people were on when they came up the new changes Moseley and Moseley
Village go back to circa 1850 and in fact Birmingham City Council established a Conservation
Area in preserve the historical area which have been around for over 150 years The Moseley
area is cosmopolitan and has deep rooted culture and ecumenic ties with the local residents and
for visitors to the area. The number of top notch restaurants and bars make the Moseley village
a desirable place to go to In Moseley we have strong sense of what the place represents to us
and I am mortified with the proposed changes It fells like somebody drawing lines on a map,
without knowing the consequences of what they are proposing and essentially ripping the heart
of the area I object to the boundary changes and this this needs a rethink My view is that
things should be left as they are

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6500

04/01/2016

Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
08 February 2016 15:03
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Birmingham District Boundary Review

‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐
From: Dorian Randall
Sent: 06 February 2016 00:01
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Birmingham District Boundary Review
Dear Sir,
I am writing to you with my comments on the boundary changes that are being proposed in Birmingham and most
particularly the boundaries that are proposed for Hall Green and Moseley. The boundaries as proposed appear to
have been drawn by someone who has absolutely no idea or knowledge of Birmingham and more particularly the
city's local geography.
So the centre of Hall Green, including Hall Green Church, Hall Green Secondary School and Hall Green Station are no
longer in Hall Green but in Tyseley. Meanwhile the centre of Moseley village is no longer in Moseley but in Cannon
Hill and Balsall Heath. I have lived in Hall Green for over 20 years and previously lived in Kings Heath and consider
the proposed changes take no regard of the strong communities that exist centred around Moseley and Hall Green
and have been drawn in a completely arbitrary fashion. At a time when the current government is promoting the
concept of localism and giving more powers to local people these proposals seem to have drawn the ward
boundaries without any regard to local communities which demonstrate that they have been drawn without any
knowledge or understanding of the city. Can I ask that you review these proposals and redraw the boundaries based
initially on circles drawn from their centre and this should be done in conjunction with local people.
I look forward to seeing your revised proposals which I hope will have been better considered.
Kind regards
Dorian Randall
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
20 January 2016 14:38
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Boundary changes to Hall Green , Birmingham

From: Viv Randall
Sent: 20 January 2016 14:34
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Re: Boundary changes to Hall Green , Birmingham

To whom it may concern
I am writing to register my extreme opposition to the proposed boundary changes in Hall Green. I have
been a resident for the last 21 years and am appalled at the proposal that is suggested that the district
becomes divided and fragmented into Hall Green North, Hall Green South and reassigning the heart of the
area to Tyseley.
Hall Green is an area of historic interest and for many of us as long standing residents, we are proud of its
unique nature. I am at a loss as to why the most significant half of the area is to be subsumed into Tyseley
so that the railway station, the parade and the secondary school all called Hall Green would in effect be in
Tyseley!
The Kerslake report shared deep concerns about the governance of Birmingham, addressing issues around
poor financial management of equal pay claims, inadequate safeguarding, school governance and the
implications of potential radicalisation as well as unclear roles and responsibilities of council staff at all
levels. It highlighted the impact of the size of Birmingham on the inability of councillors to effectively
understand and represent its constituents well enough. How will reduced NLG the number of councillors
address this? Surely it is how they can become more effective is the issue to be developed
And yes it is correct in saying that things must change and that the council cannot continue as it has for
many years. I am totally in support of that. However, if the nub of the argument is to strengthen the notion
of community and to develop a greater sense of shared values as well as improve the systems and
structures needs then the fragmentation of areas such as Hall Green will achieve the reverse. Surely the
local community needs to be proud of its district - yes include more roads but not split it into thirds so that
one third no longer can even call itself Hall Green.
If things in Birmingham are to improve , because currently it is an undesirable and unattractive place to live
and work for many either living here or contemplating moving here, the names and reputation of areas need
to be considered and retained. Specifically for Hall Green, the proposals will provide no advantage to us
and I would urge you to reconsider by either looking at other solutions which have been offered.
I know that there are many other residents who feel equally as strongly as I do and I hope that they send in
their concerns to you as well.
I urge you to reconsider
Viv Randall OBE

1

Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
20 January 2016 17:03
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Erdington Boundary Planned Changes

‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐
From: suzanneran
Sent: 20 January 2016 16:35
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Erdington Boundary Planned Changes
To whom it may concern,
We have recently been advised that there are proposed plans to change the boundaries within the Erdington Ward.
Our address is
and we would like to know firstly how this impacts us and secondly why
these changes are being considered as from the little knowledge we have of the plans we can see no advantages?
We look forward to your response.
Yours sincerely,
Suzanne Ranford
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Dena Rankin

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I have an opportunity to see your proposed changes to the wards effecting Moseley. I believe
that one of the main considerations in conducting this electoral review is 'to reflect community
identity'. Your proposals would appear to run counter to that aim. I have lived in Moseley for
over 30 years - the past 28 years being in
. I strongly object to the suggestion
that I would be living in Balsall Heath & Cannon Hill (the latter being a park). Moseley has an
established community, a history as an entity, several voluntary community based activities,
and an active society - all these would be undermined, if not destroyed, by your plans. The
efforts of many people over a number of years have succeeded in maintaining Moseley as a
cohesive, diverse group of interested and caring citizens. We see ourselves as Moseleyites, and
we take enormous pride in our communal activities (Moseley in Bloom/Lights/Farmers'
Market/Arts market/etc.,.). It defies understanding that you should put our parish church of St
Mary's, our park, our Exchange AND our village centre, OUTSIDE of Moseley. I would hope that
you will reconsider and adjust your plans to enable Moseley to remain complete.

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

Subah Rasab

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I agree with the proposal made by the Balsall Heath Forum to join Balsall Heath and Highgate
together to create a ward. It makes perfect sense to combine two neighbouring areas which
have a strong sense of community and have a history of working closely with one another. This
proposal will not split the neighbourhood of Balsall Heath and the community within it which
has taken years to build. Additionally, by combining Balsall Heath and Highgate you will
increase community cohesion and build upon already strong links between organisations and
services within the two neighbourhoods. I strongly suggest you implement the proposal made
by Balsall Heath Forum.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/7603
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
26 January 2016 09:21
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Hall Green (Birmingham) Boundary Changes

Importance:

High

From: Ahmar Rashid
Sent: 25 January 2016 19:46
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Hall Green (Birmingham) Boundary Changes
Importance: High

Dear Review Officer (Birmingham)
I am disappointed and shocked at the proposed changes of the Hall Green Ward (Birmingham) into
Tyseley.
Originally from Sparkhill, I was keen from a young age to move to the more affluent Hall Green and not the
industrial Tyseley. Thus I sought and bought my home in Hall Green and am proud to have been a resident
here since 2005. I have also set up a local business in the area, a tuition centre based at South and City
College (Hall Green Campus) providing Maths and English lessons to community children.
There is a vibrant community feel, we have the Hall Green Parade (since 1913), Hall Green Medical Centre,
Hall Green Station etc all of which are local amenities and forge community ties.
The government makes waves about lost community values, which in turn breed crime and anti‐social
behaviour and here we have stable communities built over decades that are being stripped of their
identity. It would be a grave mistake to change Hall Green to Tyseley.
Regards
Ahmar Rashid BEng(Hons); PGCE; MSc; MCSE; ITIL; QTS
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
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Mohammed Rasib

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: Chair of Washwood Heath Labour Party

Comment text:
I am Chair of the Washwood Heath Labour Party and I live in the ward. I have very strong
connections and links with local people in the area and I am aware of the current proposals for
the boundary changes. The community in Alum Rock/Washwood Heath is a very close-knit group
of people and to divide us would not be the right thing to do. Alum Rock Road is the heart of
the community and as it is the main shopping area for most local residents. It unites people
from both sides, meaning the proposed Saltley and Alum Rock wards. It would have a bad
impact to divide the community when the needs are the same for both. In order to strive to
achieve better for local people, it would make sense to have two elected members working for
the ward. There is great demand for services and support in Washwood Heath and the workload
would be difficult to manage by one person, even if the number of people are reduced per
ward. By having two councillors, it would mean that work could be shared and the people of
the Alum Rock area (on both sides of Alum Rock Road) will not have the worry of being
neglected if there is a boundary which is not an obvious one as it will divide one community. I
would suggest that the boundary commission take into consideration the views of myself and
others as I am speaking on behalf of local residents who share the concerns. Please do not split
the Alum Rock people up into separate wards and keep them as one community.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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Majid Rauf

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I am not happy with proposed boundary changes for Birmingham but especially for the area I
live in. You are about to carve up Hall Green, change not just boundaries but communities.
There seems to be no thinking behind what you are doing, vast majority of the local community
do not know this is happening. What I propose is why not divide Hall Green into North, South,
East and West this way you still retain the area of Hall Green and its history and importance to
Birmingham. Currently the part of Hall Green I live in will become part of Acocks Green when it
shouldn't as it should remain as part of Hall Green I think more thought and a common sense
approach must taken as those who make the decisions for these boundary changes are unlikley
to be living the areas that will be effected. People in the local communities are not happy but
feel as I do changes will be made without my voice being heard.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6527

06/01/2016

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

Mayers, Mishka on behalf of reviews
02 February 2016 10:21
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Birmingham -Hall Green Boundary Changes
Hall Green Option 3-1.pdf

‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐
From: Majid Rauf
Sent: 31 January 2016 21:16
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Birmingham ‐Hall Green Boundary Changes
To whom it may concern,
Please see the attached document. I propose creating a two member Hall Green West ward and a one member Hall
Green East ward. I believe these proposals are workable, retain key landmarks such as Hall Green Railway Station,
Hall Green Parade and Sarehole Mill within the new Hall Green wards and retain the overall boundaries that
demarcate Hall Green.
Regards,
Majid Rauf
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Personal Details:
Name:

Rebecca Rawlinson-Cook

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I have lived in Kings Norton all my life and live in a very nice part of the ward. I am not happy
about being pushed into the Hawkesley Ward as this area does not have the reputation I want
to associate with. The ward boundaries have not been laid out correctly and need to be
reviewed to ensure that the right ares are covered by the right Councillors. Residents in
Hawkesley and Kings Norton have very different needs and requirements and as suc there is no
way they can both be catered for by the same representative.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/7297

04/02/2016

Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Mayers, Mishka on behalf of reviews
03 February 2016 12:01
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Sutton Vesey ward. Consultation process.

From:
Sent: 03 February 2016 12:00
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Sutton Vesey ward. Consultation process.

We would like to object to the break up of the Sutton Vesey ward. The proposal is it split the ward in to two
new wards named Parklands and Boldmere.
This is not acceptable and we object on the following grounds.
1 The current Vesey ward is a single integrated community i.e. People who live in the new Boldmere ward
shop in the new Parklands ward and Vice versa. The same can be said of the schools where children from
both wards are at school in the other ward.
2 We want to retain the historic name of Vesey which has a link to Bishop Vesey who helped create the
Royal Town of Sutton Coldfield in Tudor times.
The creation of one ward with two councillors will retain the current integrated communities and benefit
both residents and businesses.
Alan Pickering and Sheila Reading.
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Personal Details:
Name:

David REES

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Siur/ Madam...You say that in redrawing ward boundaries: "We ... aim to ensure that the
pattern of wards reflects the interests and identities of local communities as well as promoting
effective local government." Moseley is an area of Birmingham with a very clear identity. You
may be aware that the Sunday Times voted Moseley the best urban area in which to live in
Britain. So we're recognised nationally now (very unusual for the London/Manchester biased
media to recognise anything positive about Birmingham!) The award did not go to 'Balsall Heath
and Cannon Hill' which thankfully didn't exist. We Moselyites were proud of the accolade. We
are proud of the area. We want to keep our name. Anyone who knew anything whatsoever
about Birmingham could not possibly have suggested the name change. The 'interests and
identities' of myself and my neighbours will NOT be reflected in the name change so can we
please keep our identities as Moselyites who live in Moseley, centred on Moseley Village? Thank
you.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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Personal Details:
Name:

Patricia Reeves

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I have recently been made aware of the proposals to alter the ward boundaries of Moseley,
Birmingham. I live in
Moseley. I am
years old and have lived in
Moseley for fifty eight of those years so believe I can reasonably claim a knowledge of the
area. This is a community. In a sprawling, multicultural city like Birmingham, it is easy to lose
sight of what that means. The people of Moseley have worked hard to hold on to that
community spirit It is not despite the cultural diversity of the suburb but because of it that
people who live in Moseley stay in Moseley. Nor is there any shortage of people wishing to
come and live here because it is an encompassing and friendly community and that needs to be
cherished not harmed by arbitrary divisions. What is whole and good should be kept whole and
good. As a community we are used to being informed and able to express an opinion that will
be heard by our local representatives who know Moseley. Will this involvement at local level
continue when Moseley is split and tacked on to other areas unlike ours, represented by
councillors who have much wider remit? We have worked together for the conservation areas not leaving it to some nameless authority to look after our heritage but turning up ourselves to
work, to give and to support. Much of the hard work is done by volunteers but I cannot believe
these generous souls will continue to work for the community when they have no direct voice
and have to contact more than one councillor to ensure the local authority is aware of the
needs of our very distinctive suburb. Moseley Village is the centre of community activity. It is
ridiculous to have the centre of our community life in Balsall Heath and Cannon Hill Ward.The
Park and Pool will no longer be in Moseley; the Parish Church will not be in Moseley Ward;
Moseley Exchange and the Historical Society will no longer be in Moseley, not to mention the
festivals, Moseley in Bloom and the Moseley Christmas lights! As a resident I must protest
strongly against the damage that will ensue if these proposals go ahead as planned and I ask
for them to be reconsidered as a matter of some importance.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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Personal Details:
Name:

John Regan

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I am a resident of Yardley I strongly reject the proposal to turn Yardley a great conservation
area into stechford east please take my objection seriously as I am passionate about where I
live thank you John Regan.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6749

14/01/2016

Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
18 January 2016 14:50
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Boundary commission wants to scrap yardley.

‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐
From:
Sent: Monday, January 18, 2016 2:38 PM
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Boundary commission wants to scrap yardley.
We strongly object to the change in boundary lines. 1000 years of history including our church is this political due to
the council mismanagement
. Mr and Mrs j regan
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Personal Details:
Name:

Helen Rehman

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I think there should be more councillors not fewer, I would also like to keep the Alcester Road
and all roads to the left of it within Moseley.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6309

15/12/2015

Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
20 January 2016 08:37
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Proposed boundary changes for Hall Green

From: Khawar Rehman
Sent: 19 January 2016 20:45
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Proposed boundary changes for Hall Green

To whom it may concern,
I have received information about boundary changes in Birmingham. I am writing this email to express my
concern about this proposal. I cannot understand why this change has been considered it is not logical and will
bring about confusion. We have been in hall green for many years and are not pleased about having that taken
away, we do not wish to be known as Tyseley.
Other than a name change what else will this mean for us? Will our postcode change? Will values of houses
drop? Will the cost of insurances increase? This decision is not good, and if the changes are so important then a
vote should be in place so residents can at least have the choice. This is not a light matter for the people that
live here, and it is our right to have a say.
Kind Regards
Rehman Household
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Personal Details:
Name:

Margaret Reilly

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Erdington has been a united settlement since before the doomsday book. Please could we have
the proposal - Boundaries to be Court Lane to the West, Wood End Road/Kingsbury Road to the
South, Pype Hayes Park, rear of Woodcote Road to the East and the Sutton Coldfield border to
the North. This is the boundary suggested by the North Birmingham Community Together
campaign. Please do consider this.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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Name:

Maggi Reilly

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Where I live my address has been classed as Longbridge and Rednal. I and other residents feel
very strongly about the name of Longbridge disappearing. There is a lot of history behind
Longbridge and the name should be kept. My councillor suggests the ward be Longbridge,
Rednal & Rubery. A mouthful but needed if Longbridge cannot be a separate ward. The name of
Longbridge needs to be kept. M Reilly

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

David Rendall

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Your proposals for the new Moseley and Balsall Heath and Cannon Hill wards really take the
biscuit! As a Moseley resident of more than 30 years I strongly object to them. You propose to
have a ward called Moseley which would exclude the centre of Moseley, including the parish
church, Moseley’s oldest pub, the Bull’s Head, and Moseley Park and Pool. It would also exclude
Moseley Hospital, Moseley Farmers’ Market, Moseley Bog and Moseley Golf Course. The clues
are in the names! I cannot see how such proposals could conceivably address your stated aims
of reflecting community identity or providing for effective and convenient local government. We
have lived in Moseley (in
and now
) since 1984 and have always
considered ourselves to be living in the heart of Moseley. Neither of those roads would be part
of the proposed new Moseley Ward. I understand all the organisations that represent Moseley’s
vibrant local community, Moseley Forum, the Moseley Society, Moseley in Bloom, Moseley
Farmers’ Market, the Moseley Exchange and Moseley Business Association make the case that
their dealings with local government on our behalf would be made much more difficult if
Moseley were split into separate wards. The proposal would therefore hamper rather than
enhance effective and convenient local government. Please go back to the drawing board and
ensure the survival of Moseley as a cohesive entity!

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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08/02/2016

Local Boundary Commission for England Consultation Portal

Page 1 of 1
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Personal Details:
Name:

Penelope Rendall

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I strongly oppose your proposals for the new Moseley and Balsall Heath and Cannon Hill wards.
It is absurd to have a ward called Moseley which excludes the centre of Moseley, including the
parish church, Moseley’s oldest pub, the Bull’s Head, and Moseley Park and Pool. It also
excludes Moseley Hospital, Moseley Farmers’ Market, Moseley Bog and Moseley Golf Course. The
clues are in the names. I cannot see how such proposals could conceivably address your stated
aims of reflecting community identity or providing for effective and convenient local
government. As a resident for over 30 years in
and now
, I have
always considered myself to be living in the heart of Moseley. Neither of those roads would be
part of the proposed new Moseley Ward. I understand all the organisations that represent
Moseley’s vibrant local community, Moseley Forum, the Moseley Society, Moseley in Bloom,
Moseley Farmers’ Market, the Moseley Exchange and Moseley Business Association make the
case that their dealings with local government on our behalf would be made much more difficult
if Moseley were split into separate wards. The proposal would therefore hamper rather than
enhance effective and convenient local government. I urge you to reconsider.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/7434

08/02/2016

Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Mayers, Mishka on behalf of reviews
25 January 2016 08:08
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Disagree with hallgreen ward changes to tysley

‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐
From: Renu
Sent: 24 January 2016 14:48
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Disagree with hallgreen ward changes to tysley
My name is Mrs Renukumar I am opposed to the changes that you are proposing to hallgreen it is hallgreen and not
tysley I work for hall green school and I know of the history and heritage of hall green we are a proud community
please keep it that way the cost of living will go up with the name change which is wrong a sense of community is
eroded too a ward that was fouled since 1592 why change it please stop this madness I oppose these changes takes
my view into consideration
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Personal Details:
Name:

Duncan Strathie

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Changing demographic patterns need to be balanced against fair democratic representation and
the need to organise effective local government. Changes to boundaries are therefore
sometimes necessary. However, when proposed boundary changes deliver unintended
consequences that threaten local cohesion and identity, this consultation process is welcome as
it offers the opportunity to urge the Boundary Commission to rethink the proposals as they
relate to Moseley in Birmingham. Moseley Village has a very strong sense of self-identity. To
divide it among neighbouring areas, in what appears to be an almost arbitrary way, is an
unwelcome proposal that seemingly provides little benefit to local people. The proposals divide
existing conservation areas and remove the heart of Moseley so that it becomes a small part of
a new ward of Balsall Heath and Cannon Hill. Other parts of Moseley will fall into a further four
wards. It feels like the proposals aim to remove the collective political and social identity of the
community of Moseley and therefore appear to be anti-democratic. The proposals will in
effective split Moseley to be represented by six Councillors. I have only recently moved to
Moseley as the new vicar. The vicarage is close to both churches but under the proposals the
vicarage and churches will end up in different wards. One of the many good things that has
struck me about Moseley is the very strong sense of identity that the local community has
worked hard to create. Moseley has a certain feel and ambiance which have been developed
over many years. The potential for planning and other local political decisions to be
uncoordinated will only adversely impact this sense of local community. When national, regional
and local government all talk about building community, it seems odd that these proposals
appear to want to dismantle a strong, vibrant and clearly defined community which makes a
good contribution to the City of Birmingham. In my role as vicar I talk to many local folk and
most are extremely unhappy about the changes being considered and so am I. I have never
encountered such a strong reaction to Boundary Commission proposals. I urge the Commission
to rethink the proposals and to re-present them in a way that maintains the identity and social
cohesion of Moseley whilst still delivering fair democratic representation.
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Personal Details:
Name:

Ross Reyburn

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I am writing to urge you to abandon the Local Government Boundary Commission for England’s
ward change proposals for Birmingham as they make little sense to city residents. If the
commission chooses to ignore the wishes of people ,living in the city, can you at least change
the misguided ward changes planned for the Moseley area of the city. As far as Moseley area is
concerned, it is difficult to think of a more nonsensical scheme for the area. Obviously whoever
drew up these new ward boundary plans has no clue what Moseley is really like. In August, The
Sunday Times ran a feature listing Moseley as the best place to live in Britain’s cities. In
electoraL terms, these proposals are a nightmare for Moseley residents looking after their area’s
best interests. It places their neighbourhood in four different wards so acting on behalf of the
area as a whole in key issues would mean contacting four different sets of councillors. The
proposals just don’t make sense. One side of the high street in “Moseley Village” is in one ward
while the other side of the road is in another ward. Moseley Park and Pool, the creation of
Humphry Repton, one of the 18th century’s greatest garden designers, lies down a lane 80
yards from the high street and it is placed in the Balsall Heath & Cannon Hill ward. Around a
mile away Balsall Heath Park is in the proposed Moseley ward. The two parish churches and
rectory in the diocese of Moseley apparently inhabit three different wards in these proposals. I
thought the idea of your government department was to promote local communities rather than
divide them. At a time when Moseley has a high profile benefitting Birmingham as a whole,
these ward proposals are a PR mightmare dividing the area electorally as well as blatantly
contradicting two of your of your three stated guideline requirements for the ward changes.
Other changes seem bizarre also. Longbridge car works gave the world two of the most famous
cars, the Austin 7 and the Mini, and a new town is virtually emerging on the site of the old car
works. But the name Longbridge disappears in the ward prorposals. I am a retired journalist
who worked for The Birmingham Post for 30 years mainly as a feature writer. I have lived in
Moseley most of my life in the city as well as frequently written features about the area over
the years. Birmingham is a remarkable city. Its civic leaders showing the vision to lead the
regeneration of Britain’s regional cities in the 1970s and 1980s creating Britain’s best concert
hall, transforming the city’s inner city canals into a tourist attraction as well as dismantling
much of the city’s concrete ring road and tower block legacy of the 1960s. But in recent years
the city council has been incompetent in many respects squandering finances and I don’t
pretend to have a rational view about the proposal to reduce the number of Birmingham City
Councillors. My instincts tell me the fewer the better as far as good governance is concerned. I
don’t care if the Moseley ward is represented by just a single councillor as long as the ward
boundaries actually relate to Moseley. My wife Annette, whom comes from the other side of the
city, shares my views. We live on the Moseley/Kings Heath border and have no objection to be
placed in the Kings Heath ward as long as the main Moseley area remains intact. I am an exLondoner not leaving the capital until I was 27 and am all too well aware of the southern bias
against Birmingham have shared these views when I arrived here. These ward boundary
changes are all too obviously drawn up by someone devoid of perception and intellect who
doesn’t know the city and should be abandoned. Let common sense prevail. Yours sincerely
Ross
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Name:

Angie Reynolds

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
The proposed allens cross ward is not representative of the local community at all.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6449

04/01/2016

Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
21 December 2015 08:58
Pascoe, Mark
FW: New boundaries for Birmingham Moseley

‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐
From: James Reynolds
Sent: 19 December 2015 13:48
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: New boundaries for Birmingham Moseley
Dear Sir, this is completely unacceptable. Utterly disgraceful splitting Moseley, with the heart of Moseley included in
Balsal heath!! Have you little Knowledge or care for the history of both Moseley or our city. Your controversial
plans/ recommendation will not be acceptable to those who democratically elect our councillors, MP’s. It will be
fought tooth & nail!
J reynolds Moseley
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Personal Details:
Name:

Sharon Reynolds

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I disagree wholeheartedly with the new boundaries for Sheldon and Yardley. I live on
in YARDLEY, which has not now, nor has it ever been in Stechford. It is ridiculous for Moat
Lane, again in YARDLEY, to be split by a new boundary line placing one side of the road in
Sheldon (!) and the other in Stechford East!! What utter nonsense. This road is quite firmly in
YARDLEY - there are plenty of historical documents and maps to demonstrate this. Stechford
itself has a very poor reputation as an area and to be placed within its boundaries will
invariably mean that property prices will be affected. I cannot see why the YARDLEY area
cannot exist as a single entity - I will object to this proposal at the highest level if necessary.
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JULIAN RIBCHESTER

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
'I would like to object to the proposed changes. Firstly, I find it distressing that I found out
about these changes by accident - and at such a late stage - due to my neighbourhood
community informing me, I find it remarkable that neither the council or our local councillors
had thought fit to alert us about the proposals, especially when the local community is directly
affected by the proposed plan and appears to demonstrate a lack of respect to the voting
public. It is proposed that our neighbourhood be moved from Edgbaston ward to a new
'Summerfield' ward. I would like to object to this change, based on the fact that I was born in
Edgbaston and have lived in Edgbaston for many years forming good friends, neighbours and
community links through schooling, charities and family who will remain in Edgbaston whilst I
am now moved to a different ward. I chose to live in
with my wife because of it's
being part of Edgbaston - and also because the neighbourhood spirit clearly and strongly
identifies the road as Edgbaston, as do we. My wife and I have decided to make our lives in
Edgbaston. If
is going to be Summerfield, the changes will
potentially be a destructive force in separating the current community spirit that exists
currently. It would be a great shame because we have already experienced a great community
spirit which was hard to find.
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Sian Ribchester

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I would like to object to the proposed changes. Firstly, I found it appalling that we found out
about these changes by accident - and at such a late stage - if our neighbourhood community
had not alerted us, I find it outrageous that neither the council or our local councillors had
thought fit to alert us about the proposals, especially when we are directly affected by the
proposed plan. It is proposed that our neighbourhood be moved from Edgbaston ward to a new
'Summerfield' ward. I would like to object to this change, based on the fact that part of the
attraction of buying our house (in 2013) was due to this area being considered Edgbaston, and
having far more in common with Edgbaston, rather than the surrounding areas. My husband
and I were born in, and have lived in Edgbaston for most of our lives. Our families are in
Edgbaston, and our lives are in Edgbaston. We chose to live in
because of it's
being part of Edgbaston - and also because the neighbourhood spirit clearly and strongly
identifies as Edgbaston, as do we. With regards to the impact of this change, I have serious
concerns that in future, any Councillor representing the newly created Summerfield ward, will
have residents too diverse to be able to represent any one particular group effectively. As part
of Edgbaston, our needs and requests are more effectively met by being in a community with
which we identify with, and with which we have more in common. While I understand the need
to 'even out' the number of voters per councillor, it seems that the proposed plan, from the
numbers I have seen, does not in fact do this, and therefore we could be casualties of a plan
that ultimately does not meet the identified reason for change. There has been some discussion
with regards to whether this change affects our postal address, and/or house prices, insurance
prices, etc. It seems to be incredibly difficult to get a straight answer to these questions, with
the council guidelines claiming that 'there is no evidence to suggest' that they would be
affected. This implies that there is no evidence that they will NOT be affected - and again, in
the absence of a concrete answer, I find it most disturbing that we should be told that these
things are irrelevant to this consultation process. These are real worries that residents have,
and if this consultation process is to be considered correct, then surely evidence should be
provided one way or the other? In the absence of any evidence one way or the other, I would
like to add that I would be extremely upset if I was to find that this change did affect the price
of my house or the price of my insurance. My husband and I invested a lot of money in
renovating our house when we bought it, and this investment decision was made based on the
fact that it would add to the value of our house. If this is going to be undermined by a change
of ward, then I would strongly like to object based on this very real reason. We have invested
and decided to make our lives in
Edgbaston. If
is going to be
Summerfield, the changes this may bring will surely force us to consider whether we continue
to invest our money and our future in
It would be a great shame because we
have already experienced a great community spirit which is hard to find. Yours faithfully, Sian
Ribchester
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Personal Details:
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Martin Richards

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
The proposed new boundaries will place our street
in a ward to which we
have no real affiliation. Our main shopping centres are Moseley and Kings Heath and our local
park for leisure activities is Highbury Park. If we are moved into Balsall Heath & Cannon Hill
our elected representative will have little interest or influence on the areas that we are most
interested in. Such a move does little to encourage local involvement in local governance. The
Boundary Commission states that three objectives underpin the process: - •Improve electoral
equality by equalising the number of electors each councillor represents •Reflect community
identity •Provide for effective and convenient local government Presumably the only point they
have considered around the Moseley and Kings Heath splits is the first one about equalising
numbers. Whilst this is an important consideration the strong sense of community and local
pride that there is in Moseley and Kings Heath seem to have been disregarded. If these
proposals are not rejected we will have the ludicrous situation that Moseley Park, Moseley Baths
the main Moseley shopping centre will not be represented in the Moseley Ward. Furthermore
Highbury Hall will be in a different ward than its associated park. It would seem that little, if
any, consideration has been given to the last two objectives that the Boundary Commission was
meant to be driven by.
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
08 February 2016 15:01
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Boundary Change Hall Green to Tyseley

From: customer support
Sent: 06 February 2016 13:10
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Boundary Change Hall Green to Tyseley

Dear sir / Madam

We write regarding your proposed change of area boundary from Hall Green to Tyseley.
We want to voice our concern over what this will do to the community of Hall Green. We are proud of our
history, schools and church and want to keep the status quo.
Tyseley is an industrial area with a very different feel about it too Hall Green.
We have lived and been part of the Hall Green community for 37 years.
If there are to be boundary changes we support the Hall Green councillor proposals.
Thank you for your time
Regards
John and Pat Richards
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Personal Details:
Name:

Marion Ridsdill

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Balsall Heath is a village within the city of Birmingham. It has loyal residents. It should not be
split. It has taken years to return Balsall Heath to a safe community all this could distroyed.
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Mayers, Mishka on behalf of reviews
29 January 2016 11:50
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Boundary Proposals consultation: Moseley, Birmingham.

From: Bill Riley
Sent: 29 January 2016 11:31
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Boundary Proposals consultation: Moseley, Birmingham.

To: The Review Officer, (Birmingham), LGBCE
29th January 2016

Dear Sir.
Boundary Proposals consultation: Moseley, Birmingham.
Thank you for the opportunity to respond to the LGBCE proposals for the redrafting of Birmingham’s
electoral ward boundaries.
I live in
, Moseley, and have done for over 30 years. Together with the surrounding streets
of this part of Victorian South Birmingham, the residents have always looked to Moseley as our local
centre, our “Village”, and we feel part of an active community, with a strong and special cultural identity.
Now it looks as though your proposals will remove us from the Moseley Ward.
But I wonder exactly what will be losing? Your proposals also exclude the centre of Moseley Village from
the revised Moseley Ward (I mean.... how on earth did you manage that??). If your plans are
implemented, Moseley centre will be gone, together with its High Street, shops, restaurants and pubs
along Alcester Road. Moseley’s two parish churches, St Mary’s and St Anne's, will no longer be in Moseley;
Moseley Park and Moseley Pool will be gone, together with Moseley Hall Hospital and the site of the
nationally recognised Moseley Farmer’s Market. Travellers from Birmingham using The Moseley Road will
no longer pass through Moseley..... it’s all too strange for words really. Moseley’s historic conservation
areas will require separate coordinating mechanisms with planning authorities, as will the activities of so
many established coordinating groups who take pride in the maintenance and development of what we
regard as our special community.
I’m sure in your work you receive more than enough emotive responses to many of your decisions, but I
do note that you have emphasised that these current proposals are still at the discussion stage. The
Moseley Community Groups have submitted a proposed boundary in response to your own first draft. This
suggestion goes much further towards ‘... reflecting the interests and identities of local communities as well as
promoting effective local government...’, a statement that appears in you own terms of reference, but which is
certainly not met by your own proposals. Can I please urge you to reconsider the piecemeal dismantling of the
Moseley communities.
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Yours sincerely,
Bill Riley
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Dominic Riordan

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Regarding the proposed Sutton Maney ward, I would question why the border is along along the
middle of Maney Hill Road and does not include St Peters Church, The Smithy and The Stone
House, historically part of Maney. The lower end of Maney Hill Road is annexed completely, and
the hill of Maney Hill is barely part of the proposed ward. What was the thinking behind placing
the border here instead of through gardens?
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Personal Details:
Name:

Andrew Roberts

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
It makes no sense to include Hall Green Secondary School and College within the proposed
Tyseley boundary. The boundary line should not be moved from what it currently is. A
compromise would be to stop the Tyseley boundary at Cole Bank Road thus keeping Southam
Road, Sarehole Road and Southam Close, along with the School and College within the Hall
Green demise. Increasing the Tyseley boundary will have a detrimental effect on house values
and increased insurance premiums making what was a sort after area, Hall Green into a far less
desirable location to live. This will place even more financial strain on current Hall Green
residents. The demography between Tyseley and Hall Green is non comparible. This equates to
an effective doubling of the Tyseley Ward. The Hall green North / South boundary can be
adjusted very easily to equalise the electorate numbers by moving the boundary to Sherwood
Road.
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Mayers, Mishka on behalf of reviews
02 February 2016 10:19
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Hall Green Boundary Changes

‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐
From: ande Roberts
Sent: 01 February 2016 06:41
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Cc:
Subject: Hall Green Boundary Changes
With reference to the proposed boundary changes for Hall Green Ward.
I live in
, Hall Green and will be directly effected by the proposals in that my road that I have lived in
for over 40 years will no longer be in Hall Green but in Tyesley.
I cannot express enough how strongly I oppose this proposal.
My Father purchased the house I live in with my Mother in 1962. He is no longer with us sadly but if he was he
would be at the front of the queue fighting against the break up of the area in which he was born and lived all his
life.
My Father was one of the founding members of Hall Green Arts Society based in Hall Green Library.
My Sister and I spent all our formative years in Hall Green, attending Hall Green Junior and infant School and Hall
Green Secondary School. I also attended Hall Green Technical College, which is now South and City College
Birmingham where I completed my Building Design BTEC course.
My Sister also moved back to the area so her children could attend the schools we did in Hall Green.
My Nieces are now adults with the eldest achieving a Masters in Animal Behaviour and the youngest a nurse at the
Queen Elizabeth Hospital.
My Sister is a Nursery teacher and I am a Chartered Architectural Technologist.
We all started our education in Hall Green.
The current proposals will see Hall Green Secondary School and the College move to Tyesley.
Hall Green has a rich history and its origins can be dated 500 years.
Traders have also travelled through Hall Green for over 1000 years as the Startford road as we know it was the main
route into Birmingham City Centre.
Hall Green is also the Birth Place of Tony Hancock, one of the twentieth centuries greatest entertainers, who's house
is also directly effected by the proposal.
TR Tolkein also used Sarehole Mill as his inspiration for Middle Earth. Sarehole Mill is over 250 years old and a
source of education for local schools which is also directly effected by the proposals.
There has been a Hall Green School for over 300 years.
Hall Green Train Station and Shopping Parade have been inexistence for 100 years and the Committee Church for 92
years all these local amenities are also directly effected by the proposed boundary change.
These are the heart of Hall Green, our identity, what makes Hall Green a specialist place to life all of which will be
ripped out of our history and heritage. This is totally abhorrent.
The proposals are wholly unfair to the residents of Hall Green. There is no correlation between Hall Green and
Tyesley. Hall Green is primarily a residential area which is very much a sort after location having good quality
1

housing stock and local amenities. There is also a strong community spirit in Hall Green with an active local
association and we have local counsellors who are proud to represent the local community out of a sense of duty
and belonging. I attended a residents meeting on Friday 29th January to discuss this matter, the meeting was held at
Hall Green Community Church and was attended by 350 people all of whom vehemently opposed to the change and
the breaking up of the Hall Green ward.
When I spoke to the Boundary Commission officer dealing with Hall Green I was told that there is no evidence to
suggest that the properties effected by the change would loose their B28 post code. How can this be? If a property is
moved out of the B28 area how can it possibly retain its current post code? A change in post code would effect the
value of that property and insurance premiums. Should the effected properties be given a Tyesley postal code then
this would be a negative effect, reducing house values and increasing insurance premiums.
What would happen to the patients registered at Hall Green Health and Hall Green School?
This is a wholly bad proposal for the Hall Green ward and I fail to see how anyone if their right mind could propose
such a ridiculous change and expect there to be no opposition to it.
The Hall Green ward boundary should be retained as is!!
Once this is agreed then the local residents should be consulted as to how best we are represented in voting.
Andrew Roberts
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> The current proposals will see Hall Green Secondary School and the College move to Tyesley.
>
> Hall Green has a rich history and its origins can be dated 500 years.
> Traders have also travelled through Hall Green for over 1000 years as the Startford road as we know it
was the main route into Birmingham City Centre.
> Hall Green is also the Birth Place of Tony Hancock, one of the twentieth centuries greatest entertainers,
who's house is also directly effected by the proposal.
> TR Tolkein also used Sarehole Mill as his inspiration for Middle Earth. Sarehole Mill is over 250 years old
and a source of education for local schools which is also directly effected by the proposals.
> There has been a Hall Green School for over 300 years.
> Hall Green Train Station and Shopping Parade have been inexistence for 100 years and the Committee
Church for 92 years all these local amenities are also directly effected by the proposed boundary change.
> These are the heart of Hall Green, our identity, what makes Hall Green a specialist place to life all of
which will be ripped out of our history and heritage. This is totally abhorrent.
>
> The proposals are wholly unfair to the residents of Hall Green. There is no correlation between Hall
Green and Tyesley. Hall Green is primarily a residential area which is very much a sort after location having
good quality housing stock and local amenities. There is also a strong community spirit in Hall Green with
an active local association and we have local counsellors who are proud to represent the local community
out of a sense of duty and belonging. I attended a residents meeting on Friday 29th January to discuss this
matter, the meeting was held at Hall Green Community Church and was attended by 350 people all of
whom vehemently opposed to the change and the breaking up of the Hall Green ward.
>
> When I spoke to the Boundary Commission officer dealing with Hall Green I was told that there is no
evidence to suggest that the properties effected by the change would loose their B28 post code. How can
this be? If a property is moved out of the B28 area how can it possibly retain its current post code? A
change in post code would effect the value of that property and insurance premiums. Should the effected
properties be given a Tyesley postal code then this would be a negative effect, reducing house values and
increasing insurance premiums.
>
> What would happen to the patients registered at Hall Green Health and Hall Green School?
>
> This is a wholly bad proposal for the Hall Green ward and I fail to see how anyone if their right mind
could propose such a ridiculous change and expect there to be no opposition to it.
>
> The Hall Green ward boundary should be retained as is!!
> Once this is agreed then the local residents should be consulted as to how best we are represented in
voting.
>
> Andrew Roberts
>
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
18 January 2016 12:25
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Proposed Boundary Changes Birmingham

‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐
From: geraldine roberts
Sent: Monday, January 18, 2016 12:21 PM
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Proposed Boundary Changes Birmingham
I was shocked when recently informed by my local councillor that the road in which I live (
GREEN ) is proposed to be within the Tyseley ward.

HALL

I moved to this house 32 years ago. The main reason we moved here was that my late husband was born in HALL
GREEN and spent all his childhood here. Both my sons were born here and attended HALL GREEN schools. They also
were part of HALL GREEN scouts where I myself was a leader for many years.
My home was built in 1905 and has always been within HALL GREEN. The road has a very diverse community and I
would not be happy to live anywhere else.
Will HALL GREEN school now be called Tyseley school, HALL GREEN station be Tyseley station ( they already have
one) ,HALL GREEN parade (which still has the date of construction engraved on it) be Tyseley Parade??
I would strongly urge that you re consider these proposals and leave all HALL GREEN within the HALL GREEN ward
and preserve our historic identity
Mrs G Roberts
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This area is built around the Lakes and is well known as part of the
Stockland Green community. It was historically and should now be returned.

Comment text:
My family and I have lived all our lives in the North Birmingham area. It is heart breaking to see it being proposed to be broken up. Please correct your draft
plan as per the sections above. This will preserve our community identity and pride. I want my child to grow up knowing our local area and having an
attachment to it. Under the draft scheme that simply wont happen as all the communities have been smashed up. We have 500 years of history locally please
don't ruin it all now.
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attachment to it. Under the draft scheme that simply wont happen as all the communities have been smashed up. We have 500 years of history locally please
don't ruin it all now.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/7403

08/02/2016

Local Boundary Commission for England Consultation Portal

Annotation
12:

Page 2 of 2

This area is built around the Lakes and is well known as part of the
Stockland Green community. It was historically and should now be returned.

Comment text:
My family and I have lived all our lives in the North Birmingham area. It is heart breaking to see it being proposed to be broken up. Please correct your draft
plan as per the sections above. This will preserve our community identity and pride. I want my child to grow up knowing our local area and having an
attachment to it. Under the draft scheme that simply wont happen as all the communities have been smashed up. We have 500 years of history locally please
don't ruin it all now.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/7403

08/02/2016

Local Boundary Commission for England Consultation Portal

Annotation
12:

Page 2 of 2

This area is built around the Lakes and is well known as part of the
Stockland Green community. It was historically and should now be returned.

Comment text:
My family and I have lived all our lives in the North Birmingham area. It is heart breaking to see it being proposed to be broken up. Please correct your draft
plan as per the sections above. This will preserve our community identity and pride. I want my child to grow up knowing our local area and having an
attachment to it. Under the draft scheme that simply wont happen as all the communities have been smashed up. We have 500 years of history locally please
don't ruin it all now.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/7403

08/02/2016

Local Boundary Commission for England Consultation Portal

Annotation
12:

Page 2 of 2

This area is built around the Lakes and is well known as part of the
Stockland Green community. It was historically and should now be returned.

Comment text:
My family and I have lived all our lives in the North Birmingham area. It is heart breaking to see it being proposed to be broken up. Please correct your draft
plan as per the sections above. This will preserve our community identity and pride. I want my child to grow up knowing our local area and having an
attachment to it. Under the draft scheme that simply wont happen as all the communities have been smashed up. We have 500 years of history locally please
don't ruin it all now.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/7403

08/02/2016

Local Boundary Commission for England Consultation Portal

Page 1 of 1

Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Nicola Roberts

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I currently live in Tile Cross and come under Shard End at present I disagree with the changes
to move us under Glebe and extending up towards Stechford. These areas have different Issues
and the area is too large even the Glebe Area has nothing to do with Tile Cross and its
residents. I would also like to point out these changes have NOT been made aware to residents
I only heard about this from a local area meeting today. I hope you will review these plans as
they are not working within the local communities best intrest
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

31 January 2016 20:22
reviews
Re: Hall Green Boundary Changes

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Follow up
Completed

>> I have lived in Hall Green, B28 for over forty years, the house I live in was built in 1925 and my children attended
Hall Green Infant and Junior School and also Hall Green Secondary School which has been here for three hundred
years. Also we are members of the Hall Green United Church. I object wholeheartedly, along with other residents, to
the recent proposal for us to become part of the Tyseley Ward. We are NOT Tyseley but HALL GREEN and must
remain so. We do not want to lose our identity as we are nothing like Tyseley. Tyseley is more industrial and Hall
Green is a greener place with all our lovely trees. Apparently one of the boundary commissions requirements for
moving is that "areas should reflect the closeness of their communities". TYSELEY and HALL GREEN are not similar.
>>
>> Hall Green is a Community with the Community spirit and must stay HALL GREEN B28.
>> We don't want to lose our Hall Green Railway Station, which has been here one hundred years (a Station much
used by the residents), Hall Green Secondary School, (a very popular school which always has a waiting list), Hall
Green United Community Church has been here over ninety years (a Church who helps the residents who are in
need and encourages the young people to join in their various activities) or Hall Green Parade, which has been here
over one hundred years (that is known for its variety of shops, supermarket, Bank, hair dressers, florist, newsagents,
etc.). These are established businesses etc that have been here for years and well‐known by everyone. Our Medical
Centre which cares for a vast amount of patients of all nationalities.
>>
>> Not only have we above facilities we also had a well‐loved actor and comedian by the name of Tony Hancock who
was born and bred in Southam Road. His house is still there and it has a commemorative plaque attached to the wall
of the house. Also Murray Walker lived in Reddings Lane, although not born in Hall Green Nigel Mansell spent a
large amount of his childhood and teenage years here and then there was the comedian Joe Lycett.
>>
>> Hall Green has Sarehole Mill which was constructed in 1750 which is still a working mill and has many visitors
from around the area and beyond and school children who participate in educational activities. There is also a little
Tea Shop where you can have tea and cake.
>> There is also the Tolkein Trail and the famously JJR Tolkein actually lived three hundred yards from the Mill.
>>
>> Every year Charity Groups and scouts, etc use the grounds of the Mill to hold the Lions Fete. This is always very
well attended not only by residents but people who do not live in Hall Green but who look forward to coming along
to the Fete and having an enjoyable day.
My husband Michael Roberts and our next door neighbour Mr Harry Smith, both deceased now, were Founder
Members of the Hall Green Art Society which was situated in the Hall Green Library.
>>
>> THIS IS HALL GREEN AND THIS IS OUR COMMUNITY ‐we must stay HALL GREEN B28.
>>
>>
>>
>>
>> Mrs P A Roberts
>>
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>>
>> Sent from my iPad
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Mayers, Mishka on behalf of reviews
02 February 2016 10:21
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Hall Green Boundary Changes

‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐
From: patricia roberts
Sent: 31 January 2016 20:03
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Fwd: Hall Green Boundary Changes

>
>
> I have lived in Hall Green, B28 for over forty years, the house I live in was built in 1925 and my children attended
Hall Green Infant and Junior School and also Hall Green Secondary School which has been here for three hundred
years. Also we are members of the Hall Green United Church. I object wholeheartedly, along with other residents, to
the recent proposal for us to become part of the Tyseley Ward. We are NOT Tyseley but HALL GREEN and must
remain so. We do not want to lose our identity as we are nothing like Tyseley. Tyseley is more industrial and Hall
Green is a greener place with all our lovely trees. Apparently one of the boundary commissions requirements for
moving is that "areas should reflect the closeness of their communities". TYSELEY and HALL GREEN are not similar.
>
> Hall Green is a Community with the Community spirit and must stay HALL GREEN B28.
> We don't want to lose our Hall Green Railway Station, which has been here one hundred years (a Station much
used by the residents), Hall Green Secondary School, (a very popular school which always has a waiting list), Hall
Green United Community Church has been here over ninety years (a Church who helps the residents who are in
need and encourages the young people to join in their various activities) or Hall Green Parade, which has been here
over one hundred years (that is known for its variety of shops, supermarket, Bank, hair dressers, florist, newsagents,
etc.). These are established businesses etc that have been here for years and well‐known by everyone. Our Medical
Centre which cares for a vast amount of patients of all nationalities.
>
> Not only have we above facilities we also had a well‐loved actor and comedian by the name of Tony Hancock who
was born and bred in Southam Road. His house is still there and it has a commemorative plaque attached to the wall
of the house. Also Murray Walker lived in Reddings Lane, although not born in Hall Green Nigel Mansell spent a
large amount of his childhood and teenage years here and then there was the comedian Joe Lycett.
>
> Hall Green has Sarehole Mill which was constructed in 1750 which is still a working mill and has many visitors from
around the area and beyond and school children who participate in educational activities. There is also a little Tea
Shop where you can have tea and cake.
> There is also the Tolkein Trail and the famously JJR Tolkein actually lived three hundred yards from the Mill.
>
> Every year Charity Groups and scouts, etc use the grounds of the Mill to hold the Lions Fete. This is always very
well attended not only by residents but people who do not live in Hall Green but who look forward to coming along
to the Fete and having an enjoyable day.
>
> THIS IS HALL GREEN AND THIS IS OUR COMMUNITY ‐we must stay HALL GREEN B28.
>
>
>
>
1

> Mrs P A Roberts
>
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Claire Robinson

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Dear Sir/Madam, Like many I'm sure, I am writing to express my dismay and outrage at the
proposed border changes surrounding Moseley Village. Moseley village benefits Birmingham in so
many ways, it would be a great dishonour to simply delete this beautiful, distinctive and
cultural place. Moseley is of great historical significance to Birmingham. It's also one of the
most affluent areas of the city. In addition to this, it's abbundence of independent traders and
events are an attraction. Moseley is well known and loved across the country as a standalone
place. It is legendary. Moseley has a long standing arts scene in craft, performance and music
with markets, dance centres, live music and a bi-annual festival. It stands out amongst the
more humdrum and unremarkable areas surrounding this soulful centre. It is a centre of
community and camaraderie for both residents and visitors. For all these reasons and more,
Moseley village attracts a great amount of tourism and above all, happiness to everyone who
passes through. If the gem that is Moseley village is eradicated in the proposed manner, then
slowly but surely Birmingham will lose its identity as a cultural, creative and diverse city that is
beautiful and appealing to live in and visit. Everywhere will be boring and samey; all for the
sake of votes and politicians who have probably never even been to Moseley and enjoyed all it
has to offer. I hope this, and the other complaints you will have received, convince you that
these propositions are disadvantageous. Yours sincerely, Claire Robinson
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Personal Details:
Name:

Fergus Robinson

E-mail:

f

Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I wish to comment primarily in respect of the new Edgbaston Ward. I am currently an
Edgbaston councillor, and therefore have good knowledge of local communities and links within
the current ward. Changes to the East: The new boundaries on the east side now exclude
Edgbaston Stadium, the home of Warwickshire County Cricket Club. I sit on the General
Committee of the club, and can say that it is obvious that the ground is very heavily associated
with Edgbaston. The ground has always been known as "Edgbaston" as short-hand, even when
its official address was "The County Ground". It seems ridiculous to exclude such a historic part
of the ward. The natural boundary in that area has historically been the River Rea, and
continuing to use that boundary, at least in part, would allow the Club to remain in Edgbaston,
where it firmly belongs. Including the ground would also mean including at least some of the
properties between the Pershore and Bristol Roads. Mindful of the number of electors, it would
make sense to include the area south of Speedwell Road that is currently excluded from the
new ward. This area, and especially the Priory Estate (Hollies Croft, Foster Way, Dollery Drive)
is a single community that very much faces Edgbaston. Indeed, the Priory Estate forms an
extremely significant part of the Edgbaston Housing Liaison Board for council tenants and
leaseholders. I would therefore put my support behind submissions from members of the HLB in
terms of maintaining this area within Edgbaston. Further north, whilst I would be loath to lose
the Benmore Estate (north of Speedwell Road) as well, I must acknowledge that this has far
stronger historical connections with Balsall Heath, and would be less of a misfit than the Priory
Estate within a Balsall Heath-based ward. Finally, in respect of the cricket ground, residential
development is taking place in the car park of the ground. This can only be accessed via Balsall
Heath, and so the boundary would need to be drawn quite tightly around the ground to ensure
that these properties are included in a Balsall Heath-based ward. Changes to the North: Moving
to the northern part of the current ward, north of the Hagley Road, this area also has many
ties with the rest of Edgbaston. I must acknowledge, though, that electoral equality makes it
very difficult to keep this area within the ward. If it has to be excluded, it would make sense
for it to form a ward with other areas around Edgbaston Reservoir, as there is more
commonality of interest between those areas than with the wider Summerfield area with which
they are linked in current plans. In particular, over the years residents' groups from around the
Reservoir have come together, regardless of current boundaries, in matters of concern to them.
This has not happened to anything like the same extent in the wider Summerfield area, and
residents of North Edgbaston (as it is known) would not have any sense of community in such
a ward. Changes to the West Oddly, given that the whole point of the boundary changes to the
current Edgbaston ward is to reduce it in size, the plans actually manage to bring in a part of
the current Harborne ward. Presumably, this is to compensate for losing too much elsewhere.
This makes no sense, especially as this part of Harborne has NO historical or community
connections with Edgbaston. It is very clearly and unarguably part of the community of
Harborne, and should remain so, as far as possible. If it proves impossible to balance numbers
without some move in this area, it should be kept to an absolute minimum. By preference, I
would keep at least some of the area north of the Hagley Road in Edgbaston, rather than
include any of this area. I accept that electoral equality within Harborne and Quinton may not
make this possible, but would wish serious consideration to be given to this problem. Harborne
Ward As a resident of Harborne, I would like to add some additional comments specific to
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changes to that ward. The area north of the Hagley Road has never had any real links to the
rest of Harborne, and it is therefore entirely reasonable to move that area out of Harborne. I
fully support this change. To the west, the Welsh House Farm area only left the ward in 2004,
and has many strong links with Harborne. It would be much more sensible to restore the formal
links in this area, rather than make to changes included in the current proposals. I have
already commented on issues in the east of Harborne, within my comments on Edgbaston.
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Louise Robinson

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I have lived in Yardley my entire life (30 years). I love Yardley, it is my home. Yardley has a
rich history, its church dating back almost 1000 years. What will this do to house prices for us
homeowners? How much taxpayer's money will it cost to change the name?Is this being done
for purely political reasons? What will changing Yardley's name achieve? An ego boost for the
fat cats? Yardley needs to stay Yardley!

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

Mayers, Mishka on behalf of reviews
02 February 2016 10:09
Pascoe, Mark
FW: BOUNDARY CHANGES

‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐
From: Graham
Sent: 01 February 2016 18:03
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: BOUNDARY CHANGES
Dear Local Government Boundary Commission,
We would ask you to adopt an Erdington Ward with boundaries of Court Lane to the West, Wood End
Road/Kingsbury Road to the South, Pype Hayes Park, rear of Woodcote Road to the East and the Sutton border to
the North.
This would keep the Erdington Community together and is the same Erdington Community as the North Birmingham
Community Together campaign is proposing for the Erdington Area.
Yours sincerely,
Mr. and Mrs G. Robinson
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Rick Robinson

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

Comment text:
Dear Commission, I am writing to protest about your proposed removal of the "Moseley and
Kings Heath" ward in Birmingham, where I have lived for 20 years, and it's replacement by a
set of wards that splits what every local resident, community and business I know would
recognise as Moseley across three new wards including Kings Heath, Balsall Heath and Cannon
Hill. Those areas also have their own distinct character and communities that your proposals do
not at all reflect. The Moseley Community Group have made a counter-proposal to you that
makes far more sense and would naturally align political representation with local communities
and issues. These are historic communities with great strength, history and character. Please do
not ignore the views of local residents who make huge personal and financial commitments to
their communities by imposing a political structure upon them which ignores their nature and
desires. Best regards, Dr Rick Robinson FBCS CITP FRSA

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

Paul Rock

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I am writing to the Boundary Commission to express my objection to the proposed Ward
boundary changes affecting Moseley. The proposed changes do not take account of your own
policy guidelines. Your decision appears to be based only on numbers, and is not taking into
account all your criteria. Your current proposal would dismantle a vibrant and long-established
community of place and will wreck local governance. The proposed boundary would destroy the
fantastic work that the community has achieved over many years in Moseley, including the
Moseley Big Plan. All the effort made to improve economic development in this part of the city
would be destroyed. The proposal does not recognise the importance of community in Moseley
to those who live here, the sense of belonging and pride, and the social cohesion. Carving up
Moseley amongst several Wards will make things impossible for the many volunteer groups that
currently thrive here. Fragmenting the people of Moseley across different Wards takes away
local democracy. I sincerely urge the Boundary Commission to reconsider its proposal, and
instead follow the plan for a Moseley Ward as detailed in the submission from the Moseley
Community Groups.

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

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

From: roddy dave
Sent: Monday, January 18, 2016 9:58 PM
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Concern over the changes to the Hall Green Boundary

To whom it may concern,
I have just heard of what I feel is concerning news about changes to the boundary within Hall Green. I am a
resident of one of the roads that will be affected by these changes.
The ultimate realisation is that all wards fall under Birmingham eventually anyway (one council) so I cannot
understand the unique significance of changing the sub wards like Hall Green that has existed for more than
100 years.
The local Identity and all of the associated geography and places of interests and needs will all be lost and
will have an impact financially to rename, redraft, and reassign all of the needed changes. This additional
cost could well be quite substantial.
In addition the associated facilities and market conditions including the Housing market will all be
adversely affected. Increased demand on resources will then be added to the new ward by the increase of a
large number of residences within the new single ward, Where the resources now for School places and
medical help is already stretched with the existing boundaries.
In my view the proposal should be at worst reviewed / rechecked and at best scrapped. Even though I have
not seen the full basis of the proposal which of cause would be ideal to have as more understanding of why
commission policy has proposed these changes – can these be obtained from a government source for
review?
The first I have heard of this is when I received a flyer from the dedicated council members we have here in
Hall Green that have all shown willing to help the Local community to their best interest.
Hope you take my concerns seriously
Yours Sincerely
David Roddy
(A concerned resident of Hall Green)

1

Local Boundary Commission for England Consultation Portal

Page 1 of 1

Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Richard Rodgers

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: None

Comment text:
I live in polling district DNE in Weoley, Birmingham. We have a strong g affinity with polling
districts DNB, DNC, DND but none with Allen's Cross with which you seem to want to united us.
These former areas are all part with of Bournville Estate and we would like to stay united with
the ...not with Allen's Cross.

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

David Rogers

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: None

Comment text:
Having moved to Birmingham in 1980 as a result of being offered a significant position with the
then West Midlands County Council, we chose to locate in Hall Green as it most closely matched
our needs in terms of schools, churches and community. The area has of course changed in the
past 35 years, but where we live, and the people around us, align far more closely with what
we knew as Hall Green in terms of shopping and community facilities, transport links etc., than
we do with Acocks Green. It is evident that those preparing the recommendations have little or
no knowledge of where the 'natural boundaries' lie, nor where the divisions, created by roads or
other natural or man-made aspects of the environment, have formed over the years. We do not
wish to be known as Acocks Green, nor do we understand the logic of breaking Hall Green into
two parts.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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Submission to the Boundary Commission regarding its draft recommendations for the ward of
Hall Green (and also, as a consequence, for that of Tyseley) in the City of Birmingham.
Submission from:
Stephen and Carolyn Rogers

We are writing to you to express our extreme concern about your proposals for the existing ward of
Hall Green and, as a consequence, your proposal for the new ward of Tyseley.
The area of Hall Green is a mainly residential area that has a strong sense of community with a
number of active and well supported community groups. It is a community that has a strong sense of
tradition but which has also adapted well to many social and economic changes in recent years. Our
evidence for saying this derives from our having lived in Hall Green for just over 40 years, and from
the fact that I (Carolyn Rogers) taught at Hall Green Infants School for 21 years, during which I
gained a clear understanding of the strength of local community identity and support. It also derives
from the number (over 300) and the many different types of people who attended the public
meeting at Hall Green United Community Church on 27th January 2016 – and who were unanimous
in their opposition to your proposals. We were particularly struck by the very strong expressions of
identity with and attachment to Hall Green – expressions that came not just from older (and mainly
white) residents such as ourselves, but also from those more recent residents who come from many
different ethnic and religious backgrounds.
Your proposal to ‘lop off’ an important part of the Hall Green area and community and to place it in
a ward to which you have given the name of ‘Tyseley’ is we consider, a nonsensical proposal – for
the following reasons:
1. In your report you state that you made a visit to the area. If you had asked people who live and
work in the part of Hall Green you are proposing to ‘transfer’ to Tyseley, whether they considered
themselves to have any connection to Tyseley, their resounding response would have been ’NO’.
Tyseley and Hall Green are two very different communities with very different histories and which
have few (if any) common community groupings and organisations. To suggest that a single
councillor could adequately represent the very different needs of these two communities makes the
proposed ward even more nonsensical.
2. The part of Hall Green you are proposing to transfer to Tyseley contains the following important
buildings and institutions:
Hall Green Health Centre
Hall Green Station
Hall Green Secondary School (which has close links to hall green Junior and Infant Schools)
Hall Green shopping parade
Hall Green United Community Church
It is not an accident that they are all called ‘Hall Green …’. They are important parts of the
community of Hall Green. The area you propose to transfer also contains Sarehole Mill (an historic

Hall Green landmark) and the Shire County Park - neither of which can be considered to be in any
way part of Tyseley.
3. With regard to your proposals for Tyseley you state in your report that “… we are proposing … a
ward that we consider provides a good balance between our statutory criteria...” With due respect
that is quite clearly incorrect. Your proposal does not meet your statutory criterion of “to reflect
local community interests and identities.”
Our Conclusions
Having examined your proposals for Hall Green and Tyseley, we conclude that you have chosen to
abandon your statutory obligation to reflect community interests and identities. You have chosen to
pursue just one of your statutory obligations – that of delivering electoral equality for voters.
Electoral equality is of course important. But when it is pursued without consideration for other
relevant issues it creates a numerical nonsense. Getting the numbers right at the expense of
everything else appears, sadly and unfortunately, to have been your goal.
Our Proposals
1. We request you to rethink your proposals for Hall Green and Tyseley. We are aware that there is
also strong community opposition to your proposals for Moseley. It does seem that you have made
some serious errors in your proposals for this part of south-east Birmingham and we therefore
request you widen your reconsideration to the whole of this sector of the city.
2. We are aware that alternatives to your draft proposals for Hall Green are being submitted to you
by, inter alia, the 3 existing ward councillors for Hall Green. We would strongly support either
alternative because they both keep the whole of the Hall Green area within either two or three
wards that all have the words ‘Hall Green’ in their titles. Whilst supporting both proposals we would
prefer the proposal for just 2 wards as this would result in our being represented by two councillors
rather than just one councillor – which we consider increases democratic accountability and
representation.
Stephen and Carolyn Rogers
08/02/2016

Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
08 February 2016 14:59
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Review of boundaries Erdington Ward Birmingham

From: Sandra Rogers
Sent: 06 February 2016 18:02
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Review of boundaries Erdington Ward Birmingham

I am a resident of the current Erdington Ward in Birmingham. I have recently moved into the area and very
much value the sense of community that I have found in the area.
I would like to ask the Commission considering the review of the boundaries of Erdington Ward, to adopt
an Erdington ward with boundaries of Court Lane to the west, Wood End Rd/Kingsbury Rd to the south,
Pype Hayes park, rear of Woodcote Rd to the East and the Sutton border to the north.
When many people are facing difficult times financially, in their working life etc, it seems especially
important for our wellbeing, to maintain the identity of the existing community.
Yours faithfully
Sandra Rogers

1

Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
08 January 2016 08:48
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Birmingham Councillor representation

From:
Sent: 07 January 2016 23:01
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Birmingham Councillor representation

Dear Sirs
I understand that under the proposals to reduce the number of councillors for the
City that, Sutton Coldfield will have its Councillors reduced from 12 to 10. This
will leave Sutton underrepresented as compared with other areas of the City and
the correct number to balance this would be 11 Councillors. Would you kindly
review this decision and hopefully reinstall the fair number of our
representatives in the light of the population proportions.
Yours Faith fully
D.C.Roper
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Mandy Rose

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
As a resident of Hall Green for over 17 years, I as a voter strongly oppose the proposed ward
changes. Hall Green has a very strong sense of community with an incredible history and
heritage. You say you are doing this for the benefit of the community but I say that by dividing
Hall Green would split communities in a time when it is so important to promote community
identity and keep people working together. As a tax payer these proposals would cost me a lot
of money. Shops, schools, place names, businesses would have to change names, and many of
those with a strong identity would again lose identity. I also disagree with one person represent
ing an increase in their ward and how on earth would they be able to represent the whole of
the community. Hundreds have signed petitions against this proposal but many more have not
and that's because the communication has been terrible. Many are not aware, none of your
staff have knocked on our doors, no leaflets to ask how we feel, and the consultation period is
not long enough. This ridiculous idea needs to go back to the table and presented properly and
fairly to the whole of the residents of Hall Green. Please hear my voice I reject this proposal
totally. If this goes through you will responsible for splitting this community up. I say a big No.
Mandy Rose, passionate resident of Hall Green.
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Mrs Ann Roughton

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
As a resident of HALL GREEN for 72 years I do not think you should move boundaries, we do
not want to loose Hall Green Railway station, Hall Green secondary school, Hall Green united
community church or Hall Green parade into Tyseley boundary as this will devalue properties.A
Roughton.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/7114

29/01/2016

Local Boundary Commission for England Consultation Portal

Page 1 of 1

Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

John Rouse

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: Moseley citizen

Comment text:
We (Professor John Rouse and Janis Goodall) are long term residents of Moseley and Kings
Heath and live at
We wish to object to the proposed changes to
Moseley ward and to the whole exercise for Birmingham since it seems to have been driven by
the electoral equality criterion without any reference to the community identity and effective
local governance criteria. Moseley has a clear identity and community feel which these
proposals completely ignore. Moseley is defined to exclude Moseley Village, its heart, Moseley
Park and Pool (John Rouse is a Trustee) and so much else most people associate with the place
called Moseley. It even excludes the two conservation areas in Moseley. These changes will be
to the detriment of Moseley as a community and a vibrant economic area and is totally
inconsistent with the recently approved Moseley SPD. John Rouse worked on this and we had a
long discussion of 'place' boundaries. The proposals are in contradiction to this Report and
many other submissions you have received, particularly from the Moseley Society. Not only are
the boundaries in defiance of Moseley as a community, they also mean accountability of local
councillors will be very complex since there will be a larger number of elected representatives
responsible for Moseley with no clear line of communication for local residents. Moseley is a
strong vibrant community and it needs to be recognised in any boundary changes. We recognise
the challenges this raises for the exercise being undertaken but we think the current proposal
fails on all fronts. Lastly we would like to say that we think there are very many other failings
with the current proposals beyond Moseley including changes to Hall Green, Erdington,
Longbridge, the Jeweller Quarter and many other Birmingham communities. We urge the
Boundary Commission to think again. Professor John Rouse and Janis Goodall
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Mike Royal

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I would suggest Hamstead Road would provide a natural boundary between the new Birchfield
and Handsworth proposed wards rather than splitting Handsworth Park in two. Handsworth is
also the community to which we relate. Mike Royal

Uploaded Documents:
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

linda Rudge

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: Member of the public resident

Comment text:
I have lived in Yardley for twenty eight years I moved to Yardley because I wanted to live in
Yardley not Stechford or Stechford East,I am absolutely horrified that the council can even
consider such a change They may only be boundary changes to officials as an ill informed paper
exercises but I can assure you most people in this area would object,and the fact that St
edburgha's church will not be in Yardley anyone is almost beyond belief Yardley goes back
before the Doomsday book and this is just unthinkable. I suggest some of the people making
these decisions actually look at this with real consideration Yardley residents want to live in
Yardley,and as well as the obvious there will be implications with insurance issues due to name
changes of areas Please give real consideration to this as this will devastate a lot of residents if
this goes ahead. Remember communities take years to build !!!!!!
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Jan Russell

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I am horrified by these proposals. I live in Moseley a historic centre, with a thriving community.
The very thing that should be encouraged, a diverse, multicultural community with a strong
sense of identity. Yet the boundary commission is proposing to divide it up in such an extreme
way that the village centre, the park and the parish church would no longer be in Moseley. The
strong partnerships between a lot of voluntary organisations and our council lots will be lost,
the heart would go out of the community despite the government pushing The Big Society. If I
wasn't a lawyer, who has been trained to use words accurately, I would be tempted to say
that, if these proposals go ahead it will amount to criminal damage! PLEASE rethink
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
18 February 2016 11:36
Pascoe, Mark
FW: I am opposed to the proposed boundary changes in Birmingham

‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐
From: Phil
Sent: 04 February 2016 17:51
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: I am opposed to the proposed boundary changes in Birmingham
As a long time resident of Hall Green I am completely opposed to the proposal to change the boundaries for Hall
Green. The decision to split Hall Green will tear apart a community that has worked hard to join together. It is a
supportive, cohesive community and the thought of all the hard work that the community have undertaken going to
waste is heartbreaking.
Hall Green is also a historic area, and the proposed boundary change would split the shire country park from
Sarehole Mill with its links to JRR Tolkien which will confuse visitors to the city and affect tourism to the whole city.
This is an own goal for the city as the links to Tolkien are a major selling point for our city.
Furthermore any proposed boundary change which would remove Moseley Village from Moseley is also ridiculous,
Moseley has been nationally recognised as one of the most desirable places to live in the UK, and the village and the
community spirit of the area is key to this.
Feelings are running very high over the issues, and many people feel that the way it has been done is underhand and
with very little publicity. This does not reflect well on our council or our government.
I implore you to prevent these changes.
Mrs B Ryan
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Mayers, Mishka on behalf of reviews
15 January 2016 10:15
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Yardley boundary

‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐
From: Dorothy Ryan
Sent: 15 January 2016 08:52
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Yardley boundary
I am sending my views on the proposed ward boundary for Yardley where I have lived most of my life. I'm sure you
must be aware that old Yardley is a conservation area and therefore I think it should be kept as Yardley to maintain
its historic heritage. If the Yardley area becomes Stechford East it will lose its unique standing and then another
piece of Birmingham will be lost in bureaucracy. Mrs Dorothy Ryan
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