Local residents submissions to the Bromsgrove District
Council electoral review.
This PDF document contains 48 submissions from local residents with
surnames A-L.
Some versions of Adobe allow the viewer to move quickly between
bookmarks.
Click on the submission you would like to view. If you are not taken to that
page, please scroll through the document.

Morrison, William
From:
Sent:
To:

ANGELA BARNES <angie.barnes60@btinternet.com>
24 March 2013 15:46
Reviews@; Morrison, William; Gall, Archie

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Follow up
Completed

Dear Sirs,
As a resident of Bournheath for 15 years, I am writing to express my concern and
opposition to your proposal to divide the Parish of Bournheath into Catshill North and
Catshill South. I see no merit in this proposal and, I believe you are failing to fulfill your
obligations to have regard to the need to reflect the identities and interests of local
communities, and in particular, the desirability of fixing boundaries so as not to break any
local ties and which are and will remain easily identifiable.
Your proposed boundary change, dividing Bournheath will not be easily identifiable and
you will break local ties by removing Bournheath from its rural neighbours, Fairfield and
Dodford. We are all west of the M5 motorway and are semi-rural, village communities, we
hold local PACT meetings together because of common landscape, amenities, concerns and
issues. Our Parish Council, the Chairman Karen May in particular, works tirelessly on our
behalf and alongside the Parish Councils of our rural neighbours.
I feel that this Parish has nothing in common with Catshill which is a "suburb" of
Bromsgrove. It has a series of housing estates and does not enjoy the same village and
rural environs.
It appears that someone has looked at a map and the electoral register and carved it up to
make the numbers fit without any regard for any of the above points I have raised. I urge
you to reconsider your proposals and fulfill your obligations to the people living in the
community of Bournheath.
Regards
Angela Barnes
2 Dodford Road
Bournheath
Worcestershire
B61 9JR
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Review Officer (Bromsgrove),
Local Government Boundary Commission for England,
Layden House,
76-86, Turnmill St.,
London,
EC1M 5LG
Dear Sir,
I wish to express my concern and strong opposition to your proposal to
divide the Parish of Bournheath into Catshill North and Catshill South. I
fail to see any merit in this proposal and, furthermore this will break local
ties by removing Bournheath from it's rural neighbours west of the M5.
I have lived in the locality for over 30 years, I can say that this Parish has
nothing whatsoever in common with Catshill, be it North or South. Fairfield,
Bournheath and Dodford are all West of the M5 and enjoy a semi-rural,
village community. Catshill on the other hand is a “suburb” of Bromsgrove.
It has a series of housing estates and does not enjoy the same rural
environment and village infrastructure.
Woodvale is a County as well as a District ward and it is unclear whether it
is the intension to apply this change to the County? These changes seem to
be based on a mathematical calculation on the number of constituents in a
ward rather than recognising the ties that exist between communities.
I would urge you to reconsider your proposals and have regard for the ties
that exist between local communities and not to destroy the community
spirit completely.
Regards,

Michael Batchelor
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-----Original Message----From: Tim Bradford
Sent: 26 March 2013 20:21
To: Reviews@
Subject: BROMSGROVE DISTRICT WARDS
Dear Sir,
I wish to object to the proposed abolition of Woodvale ward. Woodvale ward consists three villages
Fairfield, Bourneheath and Dodford in close proximity who share many facilities.
Fairfield is the most northern of the villages and has the only shop, church and school used by the
three villages. One can easily walk between the villages.
The proposal is to abolish Woodvale ward and transfer Fairfield in Romsley ward. Fairfield does not
relate to Romsley and vice versa. Romsley is further to the north,closer to Halesowen, part do Dudley
borough, divided from Fairfield by a major dual carriageway and main motorway feeder road and at
the over the top of a large hill.the centre of Romsley is several miles away from Fairfield.
I would ask that you reconsider the proposal and allow the ward of Woodvale to survive, given the
proximity of the villages based in the ancient woods of the area and the shared life of the said
villages Yours faithfully Tim Bradford
Sent from my iPad
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From: Robert Brookes [mailto:robert.brookes@mac.com]
Sent: 26 March 2013 10:33
To: Reviews@
Subject: Belbroughton Boundary Review: Bell Heath retained in Belbroughton Parish

Dear Sir/Madam
Further to the recent consultation I felt I should write to say how wonderful it is that the views of the local
residents have been taken into account and the unpopular proposal to move Bell Heath into Romsley ward has
been abandoned.
It is refreshing to see a consultation process which does not simply go 'through the motions'. This first hand
experience has certainly gone some way to restoring my faith in the democratic process.
Many thanks
Robert Brookes
Skye West
Gorse Green Lane
Belbroughton
Worcestershire
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Heather Fuller
Review Assistant
Local Government Boundary Commission for England
76 ‐ 86 Turnmill Street,
Farringdon
London,
EC1M 5LG
Tel: 0207 664 8517
Email: heather.fuller@lgbce.org.uk
From: John Cross [mailto:intertech@hotmail.co.uk]
Sent: 14 March 2013 10:08
To: Reviews@
Subject: Electoral Review of Bromsgrove: Further electoral consultaion
Dear sir,
I am dismayed at the proposal to split the Parish of Bournheath, which consists of Bournheath Village and Wildmoor,
between Catshill (north and South).
This will completely destroy the identity of the village of Bournheath and the voices of both Bournheath and Wildmoor
will be lost.
There is a natural barrier of the M5 motorway that runs to the east of Bournheath. This should be used to help
Bournheath maintain it's natural identity. Bournheath and Wildmoor are more likely assimilated with Dodford and
Fairfield, as similar semi-rural situations.
Bromsgrove is already amalgamating in to one big housing estate. Please do not "lump" the small but unique area of
Bournheath, which is essentially a seperate village, in with the area of Catshill.
Regards
John Cross
15 Doctors Hill
Bournheath
Bromsgrove
B61 9JE
07947684391
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From: SYDNEY DANKS [mailto:syddanks125@btinternet.com]
Sent: 27 March 2013 11:14
To: Reviews@
Subject: Electoral Boundaries concerning Woodvale

Dear Sir,
Proposed Review of Electoral Boundaries
I wish to make representations against any proposed changes to the Woodvale boundary.
The Woodvale Ward should not be dissolved. Wildmoor (where we have lived for some 30 years) has
had good local council representation. Fairfield and Wildmoor residents need to maintain this.
Whilst we are not a 'nucleated' settlement we nonetheless have a strong sense of community,
particularly with Fairfield, parts of Catshill, Belbroughton and Bournheath, all sharing local facilities
and problems such as an increasing propensity for development of the Green Belt. Our local
associations across the age groups have been formed as part of this 'community'.
The areas of Wildmoor, Fairfield, Belbroughton and Bournheath are closer geographically / socially
and have different types of local issues compared to the separate locations of Romsley and Frankley.
We do not wish to see our boundary moved to include the areas of Romsley and Frankley. We wish
to stay in our existing Woodvale Ward.
I trust that the Commision will take the above points into account and not move our boundary.
Yours Faithfully,

Mr. & Mrs. S. H. Danks
The Blacksmiths Shop
Top Road
Wildmoor
Bromsgrove
Worcestershire
B61 0RB
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To

Local Government Boundary Commission for England

From Keith Drew,

Dear Sirs,
Re: Electoral Review of Bromsgrove, Further Limited Consultation
May I refer to the above and say how outraged I find myself with the recent proposal
to divide the Parish of Bournheath and Wildmoor into the Districts of Catshill North
and Catshill South. Added to this you also find it somewhat prudent to hive off
Fairfield with Romsley and Dodford with Perryfields.
The total disbandment of the Woodvale District and County Councils breaches your
obligations under schedule 2 of the Local Democracy, Economic Development
Construction Act of 2009.
Under this Act you are obliged to have regards for
1. The identity and interest of Local Communities in various respects
2. Securing effective and Local Government
3. The boundaries of Electoral Areas of principal council or councils in whose area
the area of the Parish Council falls.
For Bournheath and Wildmoor Parish to be split would mean the Parish as a whole
would have a minimum of two District Councillors to deal with on local matters,
totally ridiculous.
I fully appreciate from time to time changes need to be made, but changes made by
those having no foot on the ground, as this appears, have no substance. The fact that
an error was made in the projected electorate for Woodvale in the first instance is now
being covered up by just re-looking at the area to meet averages of Electorate. This
does not tell the full story.
Your proposals to merge the Rural Areas of Bournheath, and Dodford with Town
districts of Bromsgrove and the mergence of Fairfield with Romsley, who itself is to
take some Birmingham housing, ensures these areas, that previously formed
Woodvale lose their identity, against the grain of the above act. In addition these
Rural Areas have no commonality with the areas your proposals have for them.
You will note from any map of the area in question, the M5 provides a definite split
between Bromsgrove and its Rural areas to the west of it, this is definitely one
commonality that previously formed the Woodvale Ward. The M5 will never be
moved and would suggest the Rural areas to the west of it remain independently rural.
I have greatly enjoyed my near 20 years in Bournheath and I also have an affinity for
Bromsgrove, but lets maintain our differentiations. As I say having one foot on the

ground and not just looking at figures, which nowadays seems to be the way of the
world, would tell you a different story.
May I respectfully suggest under the aforementioned Act that the parishes of
Bournheath with Wildmoor, Dodford with Grafton, and Fairfield form one district
whilst minor adjustments are made elsewhere to accommodate what the electorate in
‘town’ areas.
Localism is the current Governments aims, lets see it happen.
Yours Faithfully
Keith Drew
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From: JANE EMSON [mailto:jane.emson@btinternet.com]
Sent: 24 March 2013 14:51
To: Reviews@
Subject: Retention of Bell Heath within Belbroughton. Worcestershire

Dear Sir/Madam,
Further to the proposal to move Bell Heath out of Belbroughton and into Romsley we, like many others,
made our objections known to the Boundary Commission. We would like to offer our thanks to those working
for the Boundary Commission who dealt with this issue and who listened to the opinions of local people. As
you are now aware local people were vehemently opposed to this change. However, it is nevertheless refreshing
to know that in this instance the views of local people were listened to and acted upon. Many thanks.
David Emson
Jane Emson
Alun Emson
Eve Emson
Grace Emson
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-----Original Message----From: Francesca Evans [mailto:contactme@francescaevans.com]
Sent: 03 March 2013 09:25
To: Reviews@
Subject: hagley wards
Hi there
I am very happy about the proposed move to Hagley wards for Hagley residents who were previously
part of Furlongs. I think this will add to community cohesion and less confusion for everyone.
Thanks
Fran Evans
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Dear Mr. Morrison

Thank you for your email of 26th February enclosing details of the consultation. As requested our further comments in
respect of the revised proposals is to be in agreement with them.

As a resident and house owner of: The Spinney, Newtown Lane, Belbroughton DY9 9UR We wish to register our
agreement to the revised proposed being inclusion of the Bell Heath parish ward to be included in the Belbroughton &
Clent ward.

We have always been part of Belbroughton using schools, doctors, post offices and all facilities there.
Romsley is further away and impractical, we use no facilities there and the previous proposed change
made no logical sense. This area has always been part of Belbroughton and is of historical consequence.
The revision is therefore welcome.

Additionally there is another Newtown Lane located in the Romsley ward that would have created
confusion as it falls under a B62 post code. Clearly two roads of the same name in different locations
should not be in the same parish.

Yours faithfully

David Folley & Mrs Mandy Folley
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From: KrGrn5@aol.com [mailto:KrGrn5@aol.com]
Sent: 07 April 2013 20:57
To: Reviews@
Subject: Electoral Review of Bromsgrove District Wards
Dear Review Officer
Proposal to abolish Woodvale Ward and to put Fairfield in Romsley Ward: OBJECTION
The Commission proposes to abolish Woodvale Ward and to place Fairfield in Romsley Ward, together with parts of
Frankley.
I regard this as
1. illogical
2. not in keeping with the principal need to reflect the identities and interests of local communities.
There is a strong community spirit and identity which embraces the villages of Fairfield, Bournheath and Dodford. They
share the church, school and post office in Fairfield, and strong formal and informal links exist between them. They form a
homogeneous semi-rural area with contiguous boundaries.
In contrast, Romsley and Frankley are geographically separate from Fairfield, and there is no shared community.
I urge the Commission to retain Woodvale represented by one district and one county councillor.
Karen Green
99 Stourbridge Rd
Fairfield
Bromsgrove B61 9LY
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From: Lynne Griffin [mailto:lynnlgrffn@aol.co.uk]
Sent: 08 April 2013 11:24
To: Reviews@
Subject: Woodvale ward
I wish to express in the strongest terms, my objection to the proposition to change the boundaries for Woodvale Ward.
The number argument will be obsolete within a matter of two to three years ,if the proposal goes ahead due to the large
development along Perryfields that will increase the population by up to fifteen hundred. and the boundaries would have
to change again in the very near future.
I understand that the proposal would contravene schedule 2 of the local democracy and construction act 2009 and in
particular schedule
2-4 of the Parish Councils Act..Woodvale is a county as well as a District ward and the proposed changes would create
an anomaly.
There are similer and less divisive ways to reduce the number of coucilors and thus reduce costs.
These proposals would indeed break local ties that have enabled the three areas of Fairfield, Bounheath and Dodford to
work in harmony and support for many years.
This is a proposal strongly opposed by all three Parish Councils and there should be very careful consideration of the
political implications of such a change.
Yours Sincerely
Lynne Griffin (Mrs)
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From: Lynne Griffin [mailto:lynnlgrffn@aol.co.uk]
Sent: 08 April 2013 11:36
To: Reviews@
Subject: Boundary Changes.
Having attended a Parish Council meeting last week I am concerned about proposed changes to Parish Boundaries. The
Woodvale Ward links together three areas Fairfield, Bournheath and Dodford giving a population of around 2,100. Just
short of the proposed number. If the proposed Perryfields Ward is established the numbers will almost double within five
years and the boudaries will have to change again at that time. This makes a nonsense of your proposition. I understand
that this would contravene Schedule 2-4 of the Parish Council Act and also Schedule 2 of the Local Democracy and
Construction Act, in particular the aforementioned.
If the boundaries have to change then it should be based of a premis of long term, sound judgement and at very least
stand clear of any legal argument.
I trust that the views of all three Parishes will be taken full note of. There is very strong objection to this proposal and that
the views of the people concerned will be considered.
The political implications of such changes cannot be ignored.
Yours
Richard Griffin
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From: susan griffiths [mailto:suebriangriffiths@talktalk.net]
Sent: 03 April 2013 20:55
To: Reviews@; william.morrison@lgbce
Subject: Electoral Review of Bromsgrove: Further Limited Consultation
Dear Sirs,
I wish to register my opposition to your proposal to divide the Parish of Bournheath into Catshill North and Catshill
South. As a resident of Bournheath, which is a rural village community and has nothing whatsoever in common with
Catshill, which is a suburb of Bromsgrove, I must register my opposition in the strongest possible terms.
To break the local ties with our rural neighbours would, I feel, be a grave mistake, and I sincerely trust you will reconsider
these proposals.
Yours faithfully,

Brian Griffiths,
Rose Cottage,
45, Fairfield Road,
Bournheath,
Bromsgrove,
Worcs.
B61 9JW
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Dear Sirs,
I was extremely concerned to hear of your proposal to divide the Parish of Bournheath into Catshill North and Catshill
South.
Bournheath has had strong local ties with its natural rural neighbours, namely Fairfield and Dodford for many years, all
being west of the M5, unlike Catshill which is a built-up suburb of Bromsgrove.
To change the boundaries and trying to link totally different communities with different identities and interests would be a
grave mistake and benefit no-one.
I urge you to acknowledge that it is not sufficient to just look at a map, but to consider the wider implications.
Yours faithfully,
Mrs. Susan Griffiths,
Rose Cottage,
45, Fairfield Road,
Bournheath,
Bromsgrove,
Worcs. B61 9JW
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Dear Mr Morrison,
Thank you for you e-mail of 26 February.
I would express my support for the revised proposals for Hagley wards, compared to your previous proposals.
These revised proposals, for my location, display a much greater understanding of the geography and common
interests of the electorate within the area, The revised plan will make it much easier for my local area to
participate in local democracy, attend local meetings, vote locally to name but three advantages.
I would support your revised proposals for Hagley
Regards,

Robert Hall
9 Brook Crescent
Hagley
DY9 0QE
From: "Morrison, William" <William.Morrison@lgbce.org.uk>
To:
Sent: Tuesday, 26 February 2013, 13:32
Subject: Bromsgrove Electoral Review - Further limited consultation

Dear Sir or Madam,
ELECTORAL REVIEW OF BROMSGROVE: FURTHER LIMITED CONSULTATION
I am pleased to attach a copy of the letter sent to the Chief Executive of Bromsgrove District Council
detailing the consultation, and the maps showing the areas in which the Commission is carrying out
its further limited consultation.
The Commission would welcome comments on its revised proposals by 8 April 2013.
Representations should be made by replying to this email, or in writing to this address:
Review Officer (Bromsgrove)
Local Government Boundary Commission for England
Layden House
76-86 Turnmill Street
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Dear Mr. Morrison,
Thank you for getting back to me with the proposed boundary changes to Bell Heath ward.
Having looked at the changes proposed we are happy that the Electoral Commission has listened to the
residents of Bell Health and made the right step to ensuring that Belbroughton ward is not split into two.
Before the A491 was built this part of Belbroughton was always connected to the village and although we now
have a road between us we are still a important integral part of the village for Schools, Doctors, Shops etc.
When it comes to local matters it is important that the people who represent us are from the local area where we
live, not in Romsley or elsewhere.
If you could keep me informed of the Electoral Commission progress on these matters I would be very grateful.
Kind Regards
Keith Hanson

t: +44 121 288 0820
m: +44 7801 294784
e: info@pixel-creative.co.uk
w: www.pixel-creative.co.uk
This email and any attachments to it may be confidential and are intended solely for the use of the individual to
whom it is addressed. Any views or opinions expressed are solely those of the author and do not necessarily
represent those of Pixel Creative.
If you are not the intended recipient of this email, you must neither take any action based upon its contents, nor
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From: Margaret Hardeman [mailto:margarethardeman@live.co.uk]
Sent: 29 March 2013 15:33
To: Reviews@
Subject: Proposed review of Woodvale Ward
Dear Sirs,
With regard to the Electoral Review of Bromsgrove District Wards, I have spent some time looking through the
information available and can come up with no good reason why Fairfield (part of Belbroughton parish) is to be split off
and placed into another ward to include Romsley and Frankley - why?
Fairfield, runs directly into Bournheath, on into Dodford and Belbroughton. From our house in Fairfield we cross the
road turn left and are in Bournheath; a couple of roads further on we turn into Dodford and the other way on and into
Belbroughton. To gain access to Romsley, Hunnington or Frankley, we get in the car and travel up or down the A491
and across country. We rarely visit these areas as they are some distance away whereas in our local areas there is a
very strong community spirit and many links.
Looking at the information on the website, Fairfield itself rarely gets a mention - throughout referred to as 'part of
Belbroughton parish' - if it is part of Belbroughton parish, why is it being isolated? One section of Belbroughton remains
linked with Clent and the other to Bournheath etc. but Fairfield, for some reason or other is regarded as being 'different'
even though it is still part of Belbroughton parish. It seems completely nonsensical or perhaps the people who are
reviewing these wards have not taken the trouble to travel through the areas or to ascertain more sensible information
regarding the people who actually live in these areas.
My belief was always that District and Parish Councillors were to reflect the needs and wishes of local people and to
act accordingly.
Please write back and tell me exactly what benefits there are for Fairfield in this as I cannot see any at all.
Yours faithfully,
Mrs. M. Hardeman,
38, Stourbridge Road,
Fairfield,
Nr.Bromsgrove.
B61 9LS
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From: Bryan & Jan Hewett [mailto:hewettbc@telco4u.net]
Sent: 22 March 2013 14:57
To: Reviews@
Subject: FW: Electoria lReview of Bromsgrove

From: Bryan & Jan Hewett [mailto:hewettbc@telco4u.net]
Sent: 22 March 2013 14:40
To: 'reviews@labce.org.uk'
Cc: 'william.morrison@labc.org.uk'
Subject: Electoria lReview of Bromsgrove

Dear Sir,
Please may I express my concern and opposition to your proposal to divide the Parish of Bournheath into Catshill North
and Catshill South. As a resident of Bournheath for 17 years, I venture the view that Catshill, north or south, has nothing
whatsoever in common with Bournheath. Catshill is a "suburb" of Bromsgrove. On the other hand, Fairfield and
Dodford, together with Bournheath enjoy semi rural communities.
There is a view that your present proposals breach Schedule 2 of the Local Democracy, Economic Development and
Construction Act 2009, Schedule 2‐4.
I would ask you to reconsider your proposals and look again at what kind of communities are in Bournheath, Dodford
and Fairfield as opposed to Catshill.
Yours faithfully,
Bryan Hewett
Spring Cottage
Parish Hill
Bournheath B61 9JH
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From: Carol [mailto:carol.hine1@btinternet.com]
Sent: 07 April 2013 19:09
To: Reviews@
Subject: Woodvale Ward Review Bromsgrove District

I object strongly to the proposal to dissolve Woodvale Ward and also to put Fairfield together
with Romsley. I can see no justification for this proposal other than pure numbers of residents.
I have lived in Fairfield for 40 + years and have had no problem with being part of Woodvale
Ward indeed I would stress that Fairfield is geographically much more closely linked with
Bournheath and Dodford than Romsley.
There are historically very strong links between the semi-rural communities of Dodford,
Bournheath and Fairfield. There is shared use of Churches, Schools, Shops, Recreation
amenities and Village Halls. The three Parish Councils maintain links and there is a similar
cooperation with other local clubs and societies.
The District and County Councillors are familiar with the local issues of the Woodvale
communities as well as those of neighbouring Bellbroughton and its surrounds.
I am not aware of any link with Romsley which is both geographically and socially distinct from
the communities of Fairfield and the rest of Woodvale. There is nothing shared, no commonality
or mutual interest. They are entirely separate and very distinct communities.
I urge you to reconsider your proposals to dissolve Woodvale and to join Fairfield with Romsley,
and to have regard not only to the rural communities affected but to adhere to your obligations
under Schedule 2 of the 2009 Local Democracy, Economic Development and Construction Act.
Regards
Mrs Carol Hine
28 Stourbridge Road
Fairfield
Bromsgrove
B61 9LS
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From: PETERHUNT [mailto:info@peterhunt.uk.net]
Sent: 24 March 2013 15:51
To: Reviews@
Subject: Proposed Boundary Changes Belbroughton Worcestershire

I note that further to representations from the residents of the Bell End area it has been decided that this area should
be retained as part of the Belbroughton district. I have studied the map and the new proposals appear to be much
better We are very grateful for this.
I am quite concerned regarding the proposed split of parish councillors between Belbroughton and Fairfield and would
ask that this is calculated fairly on the basic of demographic number representation. I’m sure you have the necessary
figures.
However once again many thanks for the decision to retain us as integral part of Belbroughton

All best

Peter Hunt
Peter Hunt Architects
Hunters Moon
Gorse Green Lane
Belbroughton
Worcs DY9 9UH
Tel: 08454 300 200
www.peterhunt.uk.net
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These boundary definitions look much better to reflect the realities of the local area Thank you
Caroline James
>
> From: "Morrison, William" <William.Morrison@lgbce.org.uk>
> To:
> Date: 26/02/2013 13:32
> Subject: Bromsgrove Electoral Review - Further limited consultation
>
>
>
> Dear Sir or Madam,
>
> ELECTORAL REVIEW OF BROMSGROVE: FURTHER LIMITED CONSULTATION
>
> I am pleased to attach a copy of the letter sent to the Chief
> Executive of Bromsgrove District Council detailing the consultation,
> and the maps showing the areas in which the Commission is carrying out
> its further limited consultation.
>
> The Commission would welcome comments on its revised proposals by 8
> April 2013. Representations should be made by replying to this email,
> or in writing to this address:
>
> Review Officer (Bromsgrove)
> Local Government Boundary Commission for England Layden House
> 76-86 Turnmill Street
> London
> EC1M 5LG
>
> If you have any queries, please contact me.
>
> Yours sincerely
> (Embedded image moved to file: pic26725.jpg)signature
>
> William Morrison
> Review Officer
> Local Government Boundary Commission for England Layden House
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Morrison, William
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

GJames@esamcintosh.co.uk
26 February 2013 16:49
Morrison, William
Re: Bromsgrove Electoral Review - Further limited consultation
pic14753.jpg; pic08257.jpg
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Follow up
Completed

Dear Sirs
Having looked at map A this seems a much better proposal and therefore gets my support

Regards
Gary James
Gary James

From: "Morrison, William" <William.Morrison@lgbce.org.uk>
To:
Date: 26/02/2013 13:32
Subject:
Bromsgrove Electoral Review - Further limited consultation

Dear Sir or Madam,
ELECTORAL REVIEW OF BROMSGROVE: FURTHER LIMITED CONSULTATION
I am pleased to attach a copy of the letter sent to the Chief Executive of Bromsgrove District Council
detailing the consultation, and the maps showing the areas in which the Commission is carrying out
its further limited consultation.
The Commission would welcome comments on its revised proposals by 8 April 2013.
Representations should be made by replying to this email, or in writing to this address:
Review Officer (Bromsgrove)
Local Government Boundary Commission for England Layden House
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Morrison, William
From:
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To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
02 April 2013 13:00
Morrison, William
FW: Custom Form Submission Received
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From: reviews@lgbce.org.uk [mailto:reviews@lgbce.org.uk]
Sent: 02 April 2013 11:59
To: Reviews@
Subject: Custom Form Submission Received

- Custom Form Submission Notification
Custom Form Submission Received
Review Editor,
A new custom form submission has been received. The details of the form submission are as follows:
Submission Information

Custom Form:
Form URL:
Submission ID:
Time of Submission:
IP Address:

Online submissions form (#183)
http://www.lgbce.org.uk/current-consultations/online-submissions-form
1793
Apr 2nd 2013 at 10:59am
::ffff:92.6.132.90

Form Answers

Name:
Address 1:
Address 2:
Address 3:
Postcode:
Email Address:
Area your submission
refers to:
Organisation you
belong to:
Your feedback:

Trevor Jones

Bromsgrove
parish/town council
Dear Madam / Sir
First of all I feel it is imperative that the views of the local Fairfield Ward residents
1

hold primary position in this review over any imposition from an outside
organisation.
I believe that the proposal to dissolve Woodvale District Ward, which includes
Fairfield Ward, to be misguided.
While there is an historically strong community bond between Fairfield, Bournheath
and Dodford with Grafton, there is no such shared sense of community spirit or
indeed geographical cohesion between Fairfield and Romsley.
This new proposal appears to ignore the fundamental principle of the need to reflect
the unique identities and interests of local communities.
In summary I feel that the District Council ward of Woodvale should remain as now.
File upload:
This communication is from LGBCE (http://www.lgbce.org.uk) - Sent to Review Editor
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Morrison, William
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Annabel Kay <annabel.kay070@btinternet.com>
26 February 2013 15:48
Morrison, William
Re: Bromsgrove Electoral Review - Further limited consultation
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Dear Sirs
Thank you for the letter and plans. We are very glad to see that the commission has decided to retain Gorse Green Lane
within Belbroughton. Both we and our neighbours feel considerable attachment to the village,basically using the store,
pubs and post office on a weekly basis and very much consider it to be "home".
Yours faithfully
Andrew and Annabel Kay
Sent from my iPad
On 26 Feb 2013, at 13:32, "Morrison, William" <William.Morrison@lgbce.org.uk> wrote:

Dear Sir or Madam,
ELECTORAL REVIEW OF BROMSGROVE: FURTHER LIMITED CONSULTATION
I am pleased to attach a copy of the letter sent to the Chief Executive of Bromsgrove
District Council detailing the consultation, and the maps showing the areas in which the
Commission is carrying out its further limited consultation.
The Commission would welcome comments on its revised proposals by 8 April 2013.
Representations should be made by replying to this email, or in writing to this address:
Review Officer (Bromsgrove)
Local Government Boundary Commission for England
Layden House
76-86 Turnmill Street
London
EC1M 5LG
If you have any queries, please contact me.
Yours sincerely
<image004.jpg>
William Morrison
Review Officer
Local Government Boundary Commission for England
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Morrison, William
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
28 March 2013 08:56
Morrison, William
FW: Electoral Review of Bromsgrove: Further Limited Consultation
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From: Peter King [mailto:peterkingiron@blueyonder.co.uk]
Sent: 27 March 2013 18:05
To: Reviews@
Subject: FW: Electoral Review of Bromsgrove: Further Limited Consultation

I wish to comment on the latest suggestion. I am only interested in doing so concerning the Hagley Area.
 I welcome the idea of including the whole of the village of Hagley within two District wards.
 I fail to comprehend the purpose of having a Hagley South parish ward. The best solution for Hagley Parish
Wards will be for each district ward to be a parish ward, with the councillors split proportionately between
them according to the number of electors. Hagley is a council that does not have political parties, and usually
operates by consensus. There is thus (in practice) little risk of one part of the parish dominating the other.
 The boundary between Clent East and Clent West wards is extremely sinuous. The obvious boundary between
them would be drawn from the easternmost boundary point of Clent West ward approximately due south to
the point where the southern boundary of the parish (with Broome) changes direction. It will presumably be
necessary for the boundary to follow hedge‐lines, but a suitable route should not be difficult to identify.
 I welcome the division of Clent into two parish wards. The parish council has been dominated by councillors
from Clent and Holy Cross to the virtual exclusion of councillors from West Hagley, despite West Hagley (the
new Clent West ward) providing nearly half the population. This means that the parish council spend virtually
all their money on Clent and Holy Cross villages and that West Hagley has almost no local facilities. In practice,
the residents use facilities in Hagley Parish, which places an unfair burden on its taxpayers.
Nevertheless, I would be much happier with the present proposal proceeding than its predecessor.
Peter King
49, Stourbridge Road,
Hagley
Stourbridge
West Midlands
DY9 0QS
peterkingiron@blueyonder.co.uk
01562‐720368

---------- Forwarded message ---------From: Morrison, William <William.Morrison@lgbce.org.uk>
Date: Tue, Feb 26, 2013 at 2:49 PM
Subject: Electoral Review of Bromsgrove: Further Limited Consultation
To:
Dear Sir or Madam,
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Morrison, William
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
03 April 2013 09:07
Morrison, William
FW: Review of electoral boundaries
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-----Original Message----From: Hazel Lee [mailto:hazel@peartreefarm.org.uk]
Sent: 02 April 2013 16:44
To: Reviews@
Subject: Review of electoral boundaries
Dear Sir,
I am writing to urge you to retain Woodvale Ward and to preserve Wildmoor's position within it.
Wildmoor enjoys its rural feel and has its own distinct identity but it also maintains close links with
both Fairfield and Catshill whose schools are the ones provided for us. There are also Toddler and
Pre-School groups in Fairfield, Catshill and Bournheath, all within easy reach. The Post Offices and
other shops in Fairfield and Catshill are patronised by Wildmoor residents. St Mark's Church,
Fairfield is the nearest church and it shares clergy with Holy Trinity Belbroughton, thus creating
another link. We also have occasional shared services with the Methodist Church in Bournheath. We
are involved in activities at Fairfield Village Hall, which provides a local meeting place, along with the
pubs in Wildmoor and Fairfield.
Wildmoor is too distant from both Romsley and Frankley, especially the latter, to have anything in
common with either. A councillor attempting to represent all three areas would have disparate issues
to face. We in Wildmoor wish to remain linked to the villages closer to us and wish to continue to
have our own local Councillor to handle our local issues and to represent us on the District Council.
Yours faithfully
Hazel Lee
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Morrison, William
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
25 March 2013 09:08
Morrison, William
FW: Boundary Commission.

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Follow up
Completed

Heather Fuller
Review Assistant
Local Government Boundary Commission for England
76 ‐ 86 Turnmill Street,
Farringdon
London,
EC1M 5LG
Tel: 0207 664 8517
Email: heather.fuller@lgbce.org.uk
From: Colin Lewis [mailto:colin_wendy@hotmail.com]
Sent: 24 March 2013 13:44
To: Reviews@
Cc: Tina Hunt
Subject: Boundary Commission.

Colin & Wendy Lewis
The Old Victorian Farmhouse, Swan Lane,
Wildmoor, Worcestershire, B61 0BU.
Tel/Fax: 01527 833495 Mobile 07876 742292.
Email: colin_wendy@hotmail.com

Review Officer (Bromsgrove)
LGBCE, Laydon House,
76‐78 Turnmill Street,
London EC1 5LG.

24th March 2013

Dear Review Officer.
Re: Boundary Commission/Wildmoor, Worcestershire.
We are concerned to hear of your proposal to reduce the number of Councillors in our area and
the reported boundary changes which are under consideration.
Whilst we understand the urgency and necessity to improve services and reduce costs, local
1

Council representation and moving boundaries will certainly not be an effective way to proceed
At present we enjoy a very well established network of support and representation and are
certainly well catered for already in all respects by Woodvale Ward.
The capital cost required to cover the amount of reorganisation that will be involved and the
loss of local amenities plus the reduction in the value of services we will receive must be taken
into account when calculating what monetary savings would be made!
For once, just leave things alone, we really do need our own local District Councillor.… If it’s not
broken, why ‘fix’ it?
Yours sincerely,

Colin & Wendy Lewis.
Cc. Wildmoor Residents Association.
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Morrison, William
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Mary Lewis <mary.lewis@worc.ac.uk>
07 April 2013 13:37
Morrison, William
RE: Bromsgrove Electoral Review - Further limited consultation
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Dear Mr. Morrison,
Thank you for the information regarding the proposed boundary changes to Bell Heath ward. I am delighted that the
Commission has taken the residents views into account and now proposes to keep Bell Heath in a ward in Belbroughton.
It is far more logical to be able to vote for district councillors in the area in which we use the most facilities. The physical
boundary of the hill between Bell Heath and Romsley in itself is a deterant to using facilities in Romsley, and it is far
easier for Bell Heath residents to walk down into Belbroughton village to use the doctors, schools, pubs and local
businesses.
I am grateful to you for keeping us informed of the situation and I hope that the amended proposed plans are greeted by
other residents with the same relief that we feel.
Kind regards,
Mary Lewis.

From: Morrison, William [William.Morrison@lgbce.org.uk]
Sent: 26 February 2013 14:47
To: Mary Lewis
Subject: FW: Bromsgrove Electoral Review - Further limited consultation

Dear Dr Lewis
ELECTORAL REVIEW OF BROMSGROVE: FURTHER LIMITED CONSULTATION
I had attempted to email you with three attachments: the letter sent to the Chief Executive of
Bromsgrove District Council detailing the consultation, and the maps showing the areas in which the
Commission is carrying out its further limited consultation. But your email server seemed to reject
them, so instead here is the link to our website on which you can find the information about our
further consultation - http://www.lgbce.org.uk/all-reviews/west-midlands/worcestershire/bromsgrovefer
In short, the Commission is proposing an alternative boundary which keeps Bell Heath in a ward with
Belbroughton, among other changes.
The Commission would welcome comments on its revised proposals by 8 April 2013.
Representations should be made by replying to this email, or in writing to this address:
Review Officer (Bromsgrove)
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Morrison, William
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03 April 2013 09:03
Morrison, William
FW: ABOLITION OF WOODVALE WARD IN BROMSGROVE
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From: chris lloyd [mailto:lordbournheath@live.co.uk]
Sent: 02 April 2013 19:55
To: Reviews@
Subject: ABOLITION OF WOODVALE WARD IN BROMSGROVE

Having lived and run a business in Bournheath since 1976, I strongly object to the proposal that my village may
be merged with Catshill South as a result of electoral reorganisation.
.
Bournheath village is an independent entity, having much more in common with the adjoining rural villages of
Fairfield, Dodford and Wildmoor.
If the proposal is adopted, the representation of the needs of this semi-rural community will be grossly
diminished at the expense of the much larger and populous Catshill sector.
I am particularly concerned at the potential erosion of the rural buffer between Catshill and Bournheath.
The continually expanding urban sprawl of Catshill would inevitably result in the agricultural land between our
communities being turned over to development and the loss of the separate identity of our village.
I cannot see how a jointly elected representative could fairly represent the disparate views and needs of both
areas.
Chris Lloyd.
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Morrison, William
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

John Lloyd <johnlloyd@quantrylane.co.uk>
04 March 2013 09:53
Morrison, William
'ALLAN HOOD'
RE: Bromsgrove Electoral Review - Further limited consultation
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Dear Mr. Morrison
Thank you for the information and copy of the revision to the Bromsgrove Plan.
Further to my previous comments given as part of the consultation, I am pleased that the amended proposal to electoral
boundaries has now included Bell Heath within the proposed Belbroughton and Clent Parish. The revised proposal joining
Romsley with Fairfield seems to be a workable compromise.
However, I may comment further once I know the position that the Parish Council is taking.
Yours sincerely
John Lloyd
Dr John Lloyd

From: Morrison, William [mailto:William.Morrison@lgbce.org.uk]
Sent: 26 February 2013 13:32
To: undisclosed-recipients:
Subject: Bromsgrove Electoral Review - Further limited consultation

Dear Sir or Madam,
ELECTORAL REVIEW OF BROMSGROVE: FURTHER LIMITED CONSULTATION
I am pleased to attach a copy of the letter sent to the Chief Executive of Bromsgrove District Council
detailing the consultation, and the maps showing the areas in which the Commission is carrying out
its further limited consultation.
The Commission would welcome comments on its revised proposals by 8 April 2013.
Representations should be made by replying to this email, or in writing to this address:
Review Officer (Bromsgrove)
Local Government Boundary Commission for England
1

Grange Cottage, Birmingham Road, Hopwood, Birmingham B48 7AJ
e-mail: g.lungley@me.com

5th April 2013
Review Officer
Bromsgrove Review
The Local Government Boundary Commission for England
Layden House
76 – 86 Turnmill Street
London
EC1M 5LG
Dear Sirs
Electoral Review of Bromsgrove, Further Limited Consultation
I would like to take the opportunity to provide a relatively objective comment to the
proposals contained in your further limited consultation, as someone who only works within
the Woodvale area rather than as a resident.
Initially I worked as the Clerk to Catshill and North Marlbrook Parish Council for a few years
before also taking on the role of Clerk to Bournheath Parish Council. The two parishes share
a common boundary, the M5 motorway, and when I took the job at Bournheath I thought
the issues that are important to Catshill residents would be the same for Bournheath. I soon
found out that this is not the case.
The parish of Catshill and North Marlbrook, whilst initially rural is now essentially urban with
much of the parish being excluded from the Green Belt. The parish of Bournheath is not
excluded from the Green Belt and remains essentially rural as evidenced by its narrow roads
and attendant infrastructure problems.
I would invite you to travel with me when I drive from one parish to the other – travelling
from Catshill to Bournheath is almost like stepping through the back of C S Lewis’ wardrobe
and entering into Narnia! The two communities look so different; they feel, smell and
sound different. Not worse or better – just different.
On taking up the clerkship at Bournheath I also encountered the wider community of
Woodvale. Despite Catshill’s close proximity to these parishes it was not until I started work
for Bournheath that I ever met up with the clerks at the neighbouring parishes of Dodford
with Grafton and Belbroughton. The reasons for now meeting with them are due to the
shared rural community that is Woodvale.
Catshill and North Marlbrook Parish Council has always seemed to look east for its
relationships, ie towards Marlbrook, Lickey and Barnt Green where there is more common
ground and shared purpose.
From my point of view it seems odd to now propose that Catshill looks west so as to
incorporate Bournheath parish, especially as one of LGBCE’s three main considerations is to
reflect community identity. The revised proposal definitely fails in this respect.

There are all sorts of rumours about there being another, more politically motivated,
purpose behind this review. For instance due to the pressure to find space for housing
development and with the majority of Bromsgrove district being sited in the Green Belt the
division and destabilisation of existing rural communities such as Woodvale may be a sneaky
but legitimate way forward to ease the re-drawing of the Green Belt boundary.
Nor is the attitude of the District Council’s current Leader towards the district’s parish
councils helpful, having been reported in the local paper recently declaring all parish
councils ‘a waste of money’. This is unfortunately an attitude that serves only to further
alienate district and parish members and residents.
Whatever the rumours or political attitudes, I would trust that LGBCE will rely on its own
proven criteria when carrying out its review and will make its decisions independently
without fear or favour based on the democratic principles of honesty, integrity, trust,
openness and probity.
By the way, I meant it when I invited you to travel with me between the two parishes. I can’t
promise we shall meet lions and witches, but I can definitely show you two different worlds!
Yours faithfully
Gill Lungley

