Councillor submissions to the Birmingham City Council electoral
review
This PDF document contains submissions from Birmingham City Councillors.
Some versions of Adobe allow the viewer to move quickly between
bookmarks.

Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Mayers, Mishka on behalf of reviews
09 February 2016 09:26
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Birmingham Review - Erdington Ward

From: Councillor Robert Alden
Sent: 08 February 2016 18:12
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Cc:
Subject: Birmingham Review ‐ Erdington Ward
Dear Commission,
I write as a ward Councillor for Erdington Ward. I have represented the Erdington Ward since 2006, I live locally and
my family has been involved in Erdington since the 1970’s. I have been inundated by residents who have been
extremely distressed by the proposal to break up the Erdington area.
Locally we are very proud of the place we call home. Erdington, which was in the Doomsday Book, is an area of huge
heritage and character. With a collection of listed buildings from the Conservative Club on Orchard Road, to the
Abbey on Sutton Road, down past the 17th Century Cottages on Station Road to Stuart Court on Gravelly Lane. These
and more, combined with the Victorian housing which built up around the Erdington Train Station form a key part of
the identity of Erdington and the proposed Conservation Zone.
It would be unthinkable for an Erdington not to contain all this history.
From Court Lane to Grange Road everyone in between would clearly consider themselves to be part of our
Erdington Community.
Over the last few months many residents have been vocal in helping the North Birmingham Community Together
Group campaign to save the local community area. I think it is clear from the efforts the people involved have gone
to, just how strongly Erdington and the surround area feels about the draft proposals.
I therefore ask the Commission to support the alternative scheme for the Erdington area the North Birmingham
Community Together Group have put forward. There changes would safeguard the Erdington community protecting
our character and identity. Therefore Erdington should be represented by a ward which covers the area between
Court Lane to the West, down part of Short Heath Road to Station Road, down Summer Road, left down Wood End
Road at Six Ways island, then along Kingsbury Road, up Holly Lane and then through the playing fields to the back of
Woodcote Road and then north to the border with Sutton, along the backs of Berwood Farm Road, down Harman
Road and continue along the Sutton Coldfield border until you are back at Court Lane.
Yours sincerely
Robert

Cllr Robert Alden
Erdington Ward
Working for YOU all year round!
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
08 February 2016 14:26
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Birmingham City Council, Edgbaston

From: Councillor Matt S Bennett
Sent: 07 February 2016 23:38
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Birmingham City Council, Edgbaston
Dear Sirs
I am writing in response to the proposed boundary changes for Edgbaston ward, which I represent on Birmingham
City Council and in which I also reside. I speak therefore as both a representative and as a member of the
community of Edgbaston.
Although overall I welcome the intention to retain the "core" Edgbaston ward as an established community with a
distinct identity, there are three specific concerns that I have relating to areas that are currently within Edgbaston,
or are proposed to be.
1. The Priory Estate, which sits between Bristol and Pershore Rd clearly identifies as part of Edgbaston rather than
Balsall Heath. Residents have a close affinity to Edgbaston, with the close proximity to the cricket ground, and many
of the most active members of Edgbaston's Housing Liaison Board come from this estate. It would have a disruptive
effect on an established community group that functions very well if this estate were removed from the ward.
2. The part of Edgbaston ward that is north of the Hagley Rd is proposed to move to Summerfield Ward. However,
most residents in this area identify very strongly as being part of Edgbaston. We have received a number of
comments along these lines from residents unhappy with the proposal and to whom the name Summerfield and the
area within it mean very little. For most residents on the Edgbaston side of the proposed new Summerfield ward the
Harborne Walkway forms a "natural" barrier which cannot be crossed in many places and those on this side of it
would usually identify themselves as being from Edgbaston. As the numbers make it impossible for this section of
the ward to remain in Edgbaston without losing something else, I would suggest that the Conservative proposal for
an Edgbaston Reservoir ward would make sense here. The reservoir is an important local feature around which
there is a clearly defined community. Indeed, the Waterworks Estate is actually so named due to its proximity to the
Reservoir. There is therefore a very natural fit of ward to community in what would then be a single member ward.
3. The proposed addition of parts of the Metchley Park estate do not make much sense as this community identifies
more strongly with Harborne, within which it currently sits, than with Edgbaston. There is certainly less affinity with
Edgbaston here than there is in the areas I have talked about in 1 and 2 above. I would ideally favour leaving the
whole estate in Harborne ward, but support the Conservative proposal which adds the cul‐de‐sacs off Metchley Lane
to Edgbaston, to ensure equality of representation.
These three concerns are all addressed by the Conservative Group's response to your proposals and I am therefore
supporting that submission.
Regards
Councillor Matt Bennett
Edgbaston Ward
Shadow Cabinet Member for Children & Family Services
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Fuller, Heather
08 February 2016 15:02
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Boundary review (Birmingham - Hall Green)
Hall Green Option 3.pdf

From: Cllr Sam Burden
Sent: 06 February 2016 10:39
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Cc:
Subject: Boundary review (Birmingham ‐ Hall Green)

I am writing to object to the proposals drafted by the Boundary Commission for changes to the
existing Hall Green ward. Under the proposals my house on
would be in the new Tyseley ward. I object personally and as a Birmingham City Councillor.
I object to:
 The north of Hall Green being moved into the new Tyseley ward
 The boundaries proposed by the Commission for Hall Green
 The idea of moving to one member wards because:
o if a councillor is sick or on holiday, residents have no representation
o It increases the opportunity for local fiefdoms to be created
o Residents do fall out with councillors and then have nowhere else to go.
I support the Labour Party proposal (copy attached) for:
 Two wards – Hall Green West (2 member ward) and Hall Green East (one member ward)
I also support
 All up elections every 4 years which makes more sense than having elections every year
as now.
 Two member wards as being far more sensible
My concerns:
I have lived in Hall Green for 17 years and my house has been in Hall Green since 1915 when it
was built. It will now be in the new Tyseley ward. Hall Green has clear boundaries and a strong
local community. Your proposals will destroy the current shape of the ward and start to break up
a community with a history stretching back over 100 years. In addition your proposals would see
the following important land marks in the new Tyseley ward:
 Hall Green School
 Hall Green Railway Station
 Hall Green Shopping Parade
 Hall Green United Community Church
 Hall Green campus (City and South Birmingham College)
 Sarehole Mill – famous for being described in the Lord of the Rings
 I could go on…..
Over 600 residents attended two public meetings opposed to the changes and over 1000 people
have signed a petition.
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
08 February 2016 14:31
Pascoe, Mark
FW: 11th Councillor in sutton Coldfield

‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐
From: Councillor Lyn Collin
Sent: 07 February 2016 18:15
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: 11th Councillor in sutton Coldfield
Dear Sir/Madam
I would like to state that in my opinion Sutton Coldfield should have an 11th Councillor to represent the Whitehouse
Common Ward.
I believe there is sufficient evidence relating to population to create an 11th ward. The Commission has sought to
ensure that residents are represented fairly and with approximately one Councillor per 8000 head of population and
this is the case here.
The area is a well known historic and geographical community to the North East of the town with good road links.
It has a shopping centre, an excellent primary school and high proportion of residential properties.
There are proposed wards in Birmingham with one Councillor which do not have the same number of residents as
Whitehouse Common Ward would have so how is that fair or balanced?
I urge you to look most strongly at this case as I know the residents here would welcome a representative of their
own I also believe active Community groups and Neighbourhood Associations have given their backing to this
proposal.
Please review your decision as it is most important in my opinion that the residents in this area are given a voice
through an additional elected member.
Kind Regards
Councillor Lyn Collin
Chair Vesey Ward
Shadow Cabinet BCC Health and Social Care
***********************************************************************

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

***********************************************************************
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Councillor Ian Cruise
Independent
Longbridge Ward
Council House
Victoria Square
BIRMINGHAM
B1 1BB
Tel:
Email:
Twitter:
The Review Officer (Birmingham)
Local Government Boundary Commission for England
14th Floor, Millbank Tower
Millbank
London
SW1P 4QP
4th January 2016
Re: Boundary Commission Proposals for Longbridge Ward (current)
Dear Sir
I am writing in response to the Birmingham City Council Boundary Review consultation
and in particular, the division of the Longbridge Ward I currently represent.
Firstly I would like to put on record my agreement with one of the new ward boundary
proposals for the current Longbridge Ward. The creation of a Frankley Ward is welcomed
as for a number of years the community of Frankley has been ignored on many occasions
due to it being part of the wider Longbridge Ward. This is despite the existence of the only
Parish Council in Birmingham – New Frankley in Birmingham Parish Council. For those
reasons I would like this proposal left unaltered.
Where I am in disagreement with you is the loss of the name of Longbridge from the
Birmingham City Council Ward map. Your proposal places the new emerging Town
Centre of Longbridge in the proposed new Rednal & Rubery Ward. Whilst this may seem
to you the logical ward to place Longbridge Town Centre in to, I would personally disagree.
Longbridge requires its own identity as a new Town Centre, as does Rednal & Rubery as
this area has its own separate community. With this in mind I propose the following;
1: Rednal & Rubery Ward: Remove the former MG Rover site – now Longbridge Town
Centre at Lowhill Lane from the proposed Rednal and Rubery Ward. The rest of Rednal &
Rubery Ward shall remain unaltered, with Cofton Park remaining in Rednal & Rubery
ward.
2: Move the area removed from proposed Rednal and Rubery Ward into West Heath
Ward, renaming it Longbridge & West Heath Ward. The amount of properties and
therefore electorate relocated from Rednal & Rubery to a new Longbridge & West Heath
Ward would not impact on the amount of work for the sole Councillor post 2018. It would
also allow the Longbridge name to remain on the political map, especially in light of the
creation of a new Town Centre.
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Deirdre ALDEN

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: Birmingham City Council

Comment text:
Your proposals break up the known and long standing community of Edgbaston and I think you
have made a mistake in doing that. Two well established parts of the current Edgbaston ward
(to the north, and to the east) are taken out of Edgbaston and lumped into areas with which
they have no strong connections. I realise part of Edgbaston Ward will have probably to be
moved elsewhere, because otherwise the ward would be too big, but you have compounded the
problem by lumping in a part of residential Harborne into the new Edgbaston Ward. 1. The part
of Harborne you propose moving into Edgbaston has no natural connections to Edgbaston, and
is not part of the Edgbaston Community. The people who live in that part of Harborne would
shop in Harborne High Street and use doctors and other facilities in Harborne- they would be
very unlikely to go to Five Ways, Chad Square, Templefield Square and Hollies Croft which are
the shopping centres of Edgbaston. Indeed, I suspect many of them would not even know
where the latter two shopping centres were - because they simply would never have any reason
to go there. Those Harborne residents would never consider themselves part of Edgbaston. You
have appear to have drawn the new boundary going along behind the back gardens of houses
in St Mary's Rd. This is not a natural and recognised boundary. Sticking to the current western
boundary down the middle of Metchley Lane is much more sensible. 2. By keeping that part of
Harborne in Harborne Ward, you will avoid having to remove so many residents from Edgbaston
Ward. It makes a mockery of your "keeping communities together" idea if you lump a part of
Harborne into Edgbaston, and then take two bits of Edgbaston out and put them into two other
wards. That is not keeping the Edgbaston Community together. It carves it up. 3.Edgbaston
County Cricket Ground is known nationally and internationally (because of Test Matrches) as
being in Edgbaston. Moving it into Balsall Heath is completely ridiculous. The famous Edgbaston
cricket ground needs to remain in Edgbaston - as does the housing to the west of it i.e. the
Priory Estate, and parts of the Bristol and Pershore Roads and the cul de sacs off. These roads
have always been in Edgbaston, come under the Calthorpe Estates Residents' Association area,
and under the Edgbaston Housing Liaison Board area. They have no connection to Balsall Heath
which itself is a well defined area with a strong sense of local identity and community - which
the Edgbaston residents are not part of. They will be complete outsiders and not part of the
local community at all. 3, The area to the north of the Hagley Rd is again a long established
and historic part of Edgbaston, and again is part of the area covered by the Edgbaston Housing
Liaison Board. I would much prefer to see this area stay in Edgbaston too, but if a new ward is
to be created (and I emphasise the word if as I would prefer this area to stay within Edgbaston
Ward) but if you have to make a new ward - your two member ward of Summerfield is a
nonsense. The Harborne Walkway has formed a ward boundary for years - between Harborne
and Edgbaston, and between Edgbaston and Ladywood. Suddenly you appear not to recognise
that this is a natural boundary which people can't even cross except at certain entrance points
because it is a former railway cutting, and you lump the areas to the East and West of it into
one ward called Summerfield. When you have many single member wards across the city, it is
inconsistent to put together two different areas separated by a natural boundary, here. If other
areas like this are to be single member wards, this area should be made two single member
wards too. 4.The part of your Summerfield Ward to the east of the Harborne Walkway (if it
cannot stay in Edgbaston) should be made a single member ward called Edgbaston Reservoir.
The area to the west of the Harborne Walkway can retain your new name of Summerfield. That

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/6933
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way the residents of North Edgbaston would still be in a ward which retained the Edgbaston
name. Since their postal addresses are Edgbaston, this makes sense. If you look at a map, you
can see that Edgbaston Reservoir is the dominant feature of this area, and calling the ward
name after it is entirely appropriate. It is also an attractive name as the reservoir is a popular,
scenic and important recreational facility in the North Edgbaston area which everyone has heard
of. By comparison there is no community of Summerfield. No-one in North Edgbaston would
ever say they lived in Summerfield -it is not know a well known area of Birmingham, it's just
the name of the local park and more recently, the police station. I might add however that no
part of Edgbaston or Harborne is policed from the Summerfield Police Station because it is part
of a different Police LPU area (Summerfield Police Station is part of the Central Police area,
whereas Edgbaston and Harborne come under South). This is another thing which shows North
Edgbaston has no connection with the area around Summerfield Police Station and is not part of
the same community. 5. I trust you will take these points on board.

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

Fuller, Heather
06 January 2016 10:42
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Views on draft boundary proposals for Birmingham

From: Tom Lister
Sent: 06 January 2016 09:47
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Cc:
Subject: Views on draft boundary proposals for Birmingham
This email has been sent on behalf of Cllr Neil Eustace, Councillor for Stechford and Yardley North.

As a Cllr for Yardley Birmingham for the last 30 years I wish to make the following comments on your boundary
proposals for the Yardley Constituency.
1. The seat you have as Stechford East should be called Yardley. Why, Yardley’s ancient church (1,000 years
old), Birmingham’s first conservation area (Yardley Conservation Area) are in that ward. It is not acceptable
to residents to these two locations not to in Yardley. Remember Yardley was an independent Council until
1911.
2. Stechford West should just be called Stechford. It would have the Stechford railway station located within
it.
3. The seat you call Yardley East should be South Yardley. The location in question have always been South
Yardley it is on every map as such.
4. Recap Yardley, South Yardley & Stechford would tidy up your proposals on neighbourhoods all local
residents would recognise.
Yours sincerely
Cllr Neil Eustace
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
08 February 2016 14:36
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Allens Cross Estate

From: Councillor Eddie Freeman
Sent: 07 February 2016 16:36
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Allens Cross Estate
The Allens Cross Estate is situated on the South side of the City the Major link road is the A38and runs directly
through Northfield Shopping Centre.
There are four local bus services that connect the Allens Cross to the City they are the 61,29,49 and the 39.
We have three schools which two are only Primary and Junior Schools Merritt’s Brook Academy Bellfield which as a
Children’s Support Centre ,
Victoria is a school for disabled children and learning difficulties up the age of 19yrs and takes in children from all
over the City.
Our local HLB has been running for over 30yrs and is linked to Weoley it as dealt with some great projects with a
good impact within the area.
The Allens Cross Recreation Ground as a wonderful play area plus lovely walks for dog walkers it is next to our local
Nursing home for the elderly it is called Stennards.
The local Doctors known as Northfield Health Centre is not just a surgery it is also a teaching surgery with an
excellent reputation.
We also have the longest and eldest Community Centre this side of the City (Allens Cross Community Centre) the
amenities are endless and now as a large Community
garden which was opened last year.
On the main A38 just before you get into the High Street we have a wonderful larges Black and White Hostelry
known as the Black Horse it as a great function room
for hire for local meetings this years ago was a Coaching Inn.
Our local Brook which flows down to Brook side which is in a walkway surrounded by Bungalows built for the elderly
this is now a new walkway in which the brook continues
to flow over Shenley Lane into a another Green space know as Manor Farm Park this area does have an association
Called Friends of Manor Park and through the area
it as a marvellous cycle route and large play area.
On Vineyard Road we are also lucky to have a very modern up to date Housing Office which is also easy to reach for
everyone.
Kindest Regards
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
08 February 2016 14:28
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Comment on the Boundary changes

From: Councillor Andrew Hardie
Sent: 07 February 2016 21:12
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Cc:
Subject: Comment on the Boundary changes
Good evening,
I would like to support the addition of an 11th Ward in Sutton Coldfield, namely Whitehouse Common; not only has
this been an established community in its own right, but the current plans give an unfair distribution of electors,
with many
more residents per ward than in other parts of the City. Not only is this unfair on the residents, it will place an unfair
burden on the Sutton Councillors, at a time when the new Town Council is being established, with potential
significant extra
workload from altered Governance arrangements, quite apart from the existing heavy workload from Committee
work; I, for instance, had to give up my remaining sessions as a GP in order to cope with the significant burden of the
numerous Health and Health‐related Committees I am on. I am lead to believe that this proposal has not only the
backing of the Conservative Group on the City Council, but also the Town Council Referendum Group.
I have also heard favourable comments about the creation of the Sutton Parkside Ward, as it provides a real link for
the residents in that area with Sutton Park, with which a lot of Sutton residents feel a great affinity; the creation of a
Boldmere Ward is also absolutely justified as most residents in Sutton would recognise Boldmere as an individual
community, and there is current discussion at the moment a ‘Boldmere Neighbourhood Plan’ .

Yours faithfully,
Councillor Dr Andrew Hardie
(Vesey Ward)

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

***********************************************************************
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Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Roger Harmer

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: Individual Submission

Comment text:
I am writing to express my support and provide more detail for the 2 member ward for Acocks
Green proposed by both the Liberal Democrats and the Conservatives. I am a resident of, and
Councillor for, Acocks Green. Your current proposals have led to considerable concern in the
community and the Liberal Democrat proposal which I helped to put together is specifically
designed to address that concern, while not having a major knock on impact on neighbouring
wards (it just involves a swap with your proposed Yardley West ward). There is a strong sense
of joint community working across Acocks Green. The Chair of the Acocks Green Neighbourhood
Forum has described this as “Team Acocks Green” and this is a term which has caught on
locally. Perhaps unusually, the area in which people regard themselves as living in Acocks Green
aligns almost perfectly with the local post code, B27. Acocks Green developed originally around
Acocks Green Railway Station. This remains the heart of old Acocks Green and is subject to a
bid for a Conservation Area. In more recent times the centre of gravity of Acocks Green has
become the shopping centre, known locally as “The Village” and one of the largest suburban
shopping centres in Birmingham, with an active and successful Business Improvement District.
As an illustration of how “Team Acocks Green” pulls together, one of the major projects in the
area currently is an effort to develop much greater positive community use of Fox Hollies Park,
in the south of Acocks Green. This park is the biggest green space in a part of Birmingham
which is very short of green space and is therefore extremely valuable. It has however suffered
from anti-social behavior and the Friends of Fox Hollies Park are trying to change this. Activities
have included litter picks, a fun day and yesterday an Orchard planting. Participants in this
event included several community activists from the north of Acocks Green, who have made a
real difference to the success of its activities. Given the size of the Acocks Green community,
there was a strong desire to have a 2 member ward to keep as much of it as possible in one
ward. As B27 covers an area slightly too large for a 2 member ward, this would not be perfect
but it would allow the vast majority of the community to have the same representation. It was
therefore pleasing that your original proposals included a 2 member ward for Acocks Green,
but, as you will be aware, this was mixed with huge frustration that the north of Acocks Green
was taken out of the ward, while large parts of Tyseley were retained. To put this right, I and
the Liberal Democrat Group are proposing a swap of between Acocks Green and your proposed
Yardley West ward. This would involve the north of Acocks Green coming back into Acocks
Green and to balance this the area to the west of the Fox Hollies Road in your proposed Acocks
Green ward moving to Yardley West (which then becomes renamed as Tyseley and Hay Mills).
In this swap all the residents coming into Acocks Green ward regard themselves as living in
Acocks Green, while a clear majority of those moving out regard themselves as living in
Tyseley. Therefore community alignment is significantly improved through this self-contained
swap. It also provides Acocks Green with a complete set of well-defined and well understood
boundaries; Solihull to the east, the Grand Union canal to the north, the A4040 (Fox Hollies
Road and Stockfield Road) to the west and School Road / Lakey Lane to the south. The
proposed Tyseley and Hay Mills ward generated by these changes also provides an improvement
in terms of community fit on your original proposals for a Yardley West ward. Yardley West
consists of two very different communities (north Acocks Green and Hay Mills) separated by a
large industrial area (Tyseley Industrial Estate). Tyseley and Hay Mills would be centred on
Tyseley Station and contain the industrial area plus Hay Mills and much of Tyseley, which was
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developed to provide homes for the workforce in the Tyseley industrial area. In light of the
above comments, it is worth commenting on the other two main party proposals for Acocks
Green. The Conservatives, on whose initial submission your original proposals were based, have
listened to the local opposition and have withdrawn them and have aligned their proposals for
Acocks Green, in their city wide submission, with the Liberal Democrat submission. Labour by
contrast have made a suggestion which splits Acocks Green in half and, while they retain a 2
member ward for Acocks Green, almost half of it covers communities who do not identify as
belonging to Acocks Green (it includes large parts of Tyseley and Hay Mills instead). This would
fracture “Team Acocks Green” in two. For the avoidance of doubt while Fox Hollies the name of
the local park, no one in their proposed Fox Hollies Ward regards themselves as living in Fox
Hollies. They see themselves as residents of Acocks Green. I have served Acocks Green as a
Councillor for a total of 12 years, covering this area, and have never once had a local resident
tell me they live in Fox Hollies. I hope that you will therefore endorse the Liberal Democrat and
Conservative submissions for Acocks Green in your final proposals.

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

Jon Hunt

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I submitted local information to the first round of consultation as ward councillor for Perry Barr.
In this round my name is now attached to the Liberal Democrat submission. However there are
representations I need to make as a ward councillor following local discussions and
consultations. 1/ The name Perry Beeches is wrong for this proposed ward. The name on
ordnance survey maps is not used locally, except in respect of the Perry Beeches School
campus, which sits outside the boundaries of the proposed ward. There is also an estate known
as the Beeches Estate (not Perry Beeches), which lies south of the Beeches Road and centres
on the Beeches Pub. Half is in the proposed ward and half is not. After discussion with
community reps, I propose the name Perry Park as Perry Park sits at the heart of the proposed
ward and sits entirely within its boundaries. 2/ There is an anomaly to the north east of the
proposed Perry Hall ward in that the south-east quadrant of the Scott Arms shopping centre is
placed in Perry Hall, when it should rightly be in Perry Beeches/Perry Park, so that a single
councillor represents the centre and the roads around it. I would suggest moving the east side
of the Walsall Road, from Queslett Road to Booths Farm Road, to Perry Beeches/Perry Park. 3/
The proposed single member wards rightly represent the traditional area of Perry Hall. However
there remains a strong case for Perry Hall and Perry Beeches/Perry Park to be combined as a
two member ward. A statutory neighbourhood plan is being developed that encompasses both
these proposed wards and the planning forum that will oversee this work is being launched in
early March. This project represents a deep level of cooperation between community
organisations within both proposed wards and the centrality of the Tower Hill district to the
community. 4/ There is deep unhappiness in polling district CWI - the area to the south of
Brookvale Road - at being "returned" to a new Aston ward. We have consulted residents here
and out of eight responses not one has shown any support for returning to Aston. Most would
prefer to stay in Perry Barr but there is also support for an association with other parts of
Witton to the east of the M6, as I suggested in my original submission. I appreciate there is no
easy solution to this. It is important the commission is aware of feelings in this community.

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

Pamela Gill
10 February 2016 10:54
Pascoe, Mark
Councillor Mohammed Idrees
UPDATED version : Electoral Review of Birmingham (Boundary Commission)

Hi Mark
As discussed; please find below Cllr Idrees’ amended submission (10th Feb) and please delete original dated 8th Feb
Many thanks

Pamela Gill
Senior Secretary & Caseworker

10th February 2016
To: reviews@lgbce.org.uk
Cc: Councillor Mohammed Idrees
Subject: Draft Recommendations of the Local government Boundary Commission for England

In response to the Draft Recommendations of the Local Government Boundary Commission for England, I write to
confirm that my name is Councillor Mohammed Idrees and I have lived at
since 1989, before that I lived at
from November 1980 until May 1989
I have represented Washwood Heath Ward from June 2004 until now and before that I represented Nechells Ward
from May 2002 until June 2004 when we had all out elections in Birmingham ,following the boundary changes.
I fully support the Draft Recommendations of the Local Government Boundary Commission for England proposal
that there should be one Member Saltley Ward and one Member Alum Rock Ward
By having one Member Wards with reduced numbers of residents, you are in a better position as an Elected
Member to serve the residents in a much better way and also you are held more accountable to the residents.
Regards
Cllr Mohammed Idrees
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Mayers, Mishka on behalf of reviews
05 February 2016 15:31
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Consultation on the Birmingham Ward Boundaries – Hall Green Ward

From: jenkins kerry
Sent: 05 February 2016 15:26
To:
Subject: Consultation on the Birmingham Ward Boundaries – Hall Green Ward

Dear Sir/Madam,
I am writing as a Councillor and a longstanding resident of Hall Green Ward to ask that you withdraw your
draft proposals in relation to the boundary changes for this Ward.
Your proposals for Hall Green Ward is to split it up into three single member wards, naming them Hall
Green North, Hall Green South and Tyseley. This is something that I ask you reconsider as a matter of
urgency. The name Hall Green is a very important feature to the identity of the Hall Green community and
the name dates from the 16th century.
Over the past decade, but particularly over recent years, Hall Green has undergone great demographic
changes. As a local councillor, alongside my two Labour colleagues and alongside community
organisations, we have worked tirelessly to forge good community links between the different faiths in the
community and the different generations. The number of young people in the ward has grown considerably
and we are one of the youngest wards in the city.
Although Hall Green now has only one council asset, which is Hall Green Library, it has many religious and
community buildings including Highfield Hall.
A lot of work has been undertaken, particularly by the community group WeAreB28 and the Churches
Together, to bridge the divide caused by the Stratford Road and this work is now under threat by your
proposals to create Hall Green North and South – the divide being the Stratford Road. If the ward of
Tyseley is created, Hall Green will lose South and City College (previously called Hall Green College),
Sarehole Mill, Hall Green School, Hall Green Train Station, Hall Green Parade, Hall Green Medical Centre
and Hall Green United Community Church (the former Methodist church).
One of your main objectives with the new proposals is to reflect community identity. I feel that the proposed
changes are too focused on this aspect and take no resonance of the affects on the community that will be
split apart. Feedback from residents suggests that many feel your proposal for Hall Green is more concerned
with equalising the number of electors each councillor represents than promoting community cohesion and
neighbourhoods.
Furthermore, your suggestion to split the current ward into three member wards is one that has not be well
received by the local community who feel well represented by current arrangements. I also feel that
representation in a single member ward is far more difficult to ensure at times of illness or at peak holiday
1

times. Current arrangements allow cover in these circumstances and this will be much more difficult if Hall
Green is split into single member wards.
Two community meetings have been held over the last few weeks in Hall Green:
The first was held on Tuesday 19th January which was the Hall Green Ward Committee and which saw 150
residents in attendance to discuss the Commission’s proposals as the main agenda item.
A second meeting was arranged by the WeAreB28 Neighbourhood Forum on the evening of Friday 29th
January to discuss the proposals and which saw over 300 residents participate.
A petition from WeAreB28 Neighbourhood Forum was also submitted at the Full Council meeting on the
2nd February with had attracted over 1000 signatures.
The message coming back from the many residents I have spoken to has been to ask that no changes are
made to the current Warding arrangements for Hall Green and that the ‘status quo’ should remain. In the
event that this cannot happen, then the consensus given at the public meetings is to support the Labour
submission (set out below) of a two and a one member ward, both containing the name Hall Green.
This is also the view that I adopt.
Labour submission for Hall Green
Number 46 - Ward - Hall Green North (Renamed Hall Green West) 2 member - Projected Electorate
2021 16,745 - Electorate per Cllr 8,372 Forecast Electoral Variance in 2021 +4%
Significant amendment proposed, together with change to name of ward
The proposed Boundary Commission boundaries in the Hall Green area have not received public support.
The problems can be overcome by first identifying the core Hall Green community and then extending the
boundary envelope, northwards and south to the city boundary to give electoral equality for a notional threemember ward. Then this area can be divided into a two-member and a one-member ward.
The proposed two-member Hall Green West Ward is bounded on the west by the River Cole, the city
boundary to the south and Stratford Road and the railway to the east, together with the area between
Formans Road and Shaftmoor Lane from the Tyseley Ward proposed by the Boundary Commission. This
brings within a Hall Green Ward those totemic features of Hall Green such as Sarehole Mill, Hall Green
Parade and South & City College (formerly Hall Green Technical College).
The communities within this new ward strongly identify with Hall Green.
47 - Hall Green South (Renamed Hall Green East) 1 Projected Electorate 2021 8,484 - Electorate per
Cllr - 8,484 Forecast Electoral Variance in 2021 - +5%
Significant amendment proposed, together with change to name of ward.
Our proposed one-member Hall Green East Ward very strongly identifies with Hall Green, and follows
clear and identifiable boundaries.
regards
Kerry Jenkins
Labour Councillor, Hall Green Ward
2
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Comment text:
I Would like to comment on the present ward of Stechford and Yardley North. Firstly I do not
agree with the splitting of our communities such as splitting off the Gleneagles Rd and Duncroft
Rd loop from the Charlbury Crescent and Bilton Grange area in the new Stechford East Ward.
The loss of the ancient Church of Old Yardley Village and conservation area no longer in Yardley
but renamed as being in Stechford East. This area especially should keep the name of Yardley
or even Yardley North as now named. If the new ward of Stechford West, which includes Old
Stechford Village, was to be called Stechford then Stechford East could be changed to Yardley
or Yardley North. I am not sure if single Councillor wards will work. You point out that having
one Councillor will enable the Councillor to work closer to the residents. I do not think this will
be possible as with only one Councillor they will be at more meetings and have less time for
the residents. I do not see why the proposed wards of East and West Stechford cannot be
combined, have two councillors and be named Stechford and Yardley North. Theses changes in
ward boundaries and names only go to confuse our residents who still think they are the same
as the Postal areas. I fear that the first elections of the new wards will end in chaos with many
vote boxes being counted in the wrong wards. Also another very old name that will be lost is
South Yardley Ward. Again I do not understand why the ward has been changed to Yardley
East. The report states that the wards were all visited. This I have trouble believing and wonder
how much time was spent in each. I am sure if they had been then the importance of keeping
our historic communities and names would have been clear to them. I hope my comments will
be taken into account and we will at least be allowed to keep historic names.
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Comment text:
As a resident of the Hodge Hill ward, and a councillor who represents the Hodge Hill ward I
support the boundary commission proposals for the proposed Bromford & Hodge Hill (2)
member ward, and a single member ward for the newly created ward of Ward End. It is not
clear from the maps shown if both sides of the Bromford Lane are included in the Bromford &
Hodge Hill ward. I would submit that both sides should be included on the basis of the
historical and community links. I have spoken to a number of residents who live in Bromford
who would have preferred a Bromford ward but the number of electors does not stack up for a
single member ward therefore a 2 member alongside Hodge Hill is preferred. Good to see that
Hodge Hill United Reformed Church, Bromford Bridge Church, Hodge Hill Community Centre,
Bromford Health & Wellbeing centre, Hodge Hill Primary, Hodge Hill College, Hodge Hill Girls
School all remain in the proposed Bromford & Hodge Hill ward. The Bromford is a tightly knit
community predominantly made up of council housing most of which is now privately owned
together with some tower blocks. The Bromford has a a number of churches who serve the
community, and a number of social enterprises who work tirelessly for the local community.
There is a a Bromford & Firs resident groups, and a Big Local trust that manages approximately
£1 million funding for the area to create a lasting legacy. A very active Hodge Hill Housing
Liaison Board that meets monthly to discuss issues in the area, and how to improve the lives of
residents. The Hodge Hill part of the proposed Bromford & Hodge Hill is easily defined as it is
made up of a number of Avenues either side of the Coleshill Road. The avenues are large semi
detached, and detached properties with high income occupiers. The post code is B36 similar to
the Bromford, and most families are known to each other as historically they are families from
Alum Rock or Ward End with their heritage in Kashmir. All the children see each other at one of
the local schools within the proposed new ward, and there is a shopping centre at quadrant
which is a focus point for families including the new large Tesco store. As the Labour party
submission stated this area of the city is physically constrained by the M6 to the north, the
River Cole to the south and the city boundary to the east. It is fair and proper to establish a
new Ward End ward that includes Ward End Park road, Wardend Road, Ward End Library, Ward
End Hall Grove, Ward End Park, and Ward End School. The properties are mostly terraced, and
the residents are on similar type incomes. There is a connecting Fox & Goose Shopping centre,
and an Alum Rock Road shopping town centre that also runs into the Alum Rock, and Saltley
wards. There is a distinct Ward End community which also includes a number of residents
groups such as the Friends of Ward End park, and the NWWP. The Ward End library with the
adjoining Ward End park is a focal point for residents. The boundary commission proposals for
the division of the current Hodge Hill ward and Birmingham East I believe are a sound
proposition, and meet the requirements of keeping communities together.
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Comment text:
Bournbrook and Selly Park I have lived in the area for nearly forty years, and represented it
since 2012. Since the 1980s, the Selly Oak ward has remained broadly the same, losing and
gaining small areas at boundary reviews. One of the major issues in the area is housing: the
University of Birmingham has operated a policy of not providing accommodation for second and
third year students. This means huge pressure on the terraced housing which not only makes
up Bournbrook, but also carries on through Warwards Lane and the Umberslade / Gristhorpe
Rds area, then back along the Pershore Rd through Selly Park towards Pebble Mill. In order to
tackle the problems this pressure has brought, residents and community groups have worked
together to get changes in local policy – an Article 4 direction and hoped-for additional
licensing. The University further ties the Bournbrook and Selly Park together: students live in
the terraced housing, moving a little further perhaps to the Pershore Road when they graduate,
while the “big houses” of Selly Park are still dominated by academics and other professionals.
Separating out Bournbrook would be disastrous for the work that has been done to improve
standards in student housing: the area would be empty for three months every summer, and
rogue landlords and cowboy builders would hold sway without the challenge of groups from
across the wider area.
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
08 February 2016 15:04
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Submission for Erdington Ward, Birmingham

From: MOORE, Gareth
Sent: 08 February 2016 14:43
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Submission for Erdington Ward, Birmingham
Dear Boundary Commission
I write in respect of the draft proposals that have been put forward for the Birmingham City Council ward
boundaries, with specific regarding to Erdington. I have represented Erdington Ward for nearly five years and I am
shocked and appalled at the suggestion to break up such a historic and clearly defined community.
Under your draft proposals, much of the historic heart of Erdington, such as the Erdington Abbey and train station
which Erdington has grown around, will be removed and put into a Stockland Green Ward. Such a proposal makes
no sense on a community basis. It would also place the High Street, which is often regarded as the centre of any
community, on the very edge of the new Erdington Ward. This proposal, put forward by the Labour Party and
adopted by you, is solely to remove Station Road from Erdington Ward, to create two single members wards. Station
Road and surrounding area is an integral part of Erdington and must be restored.
Erdington is also a far larger community than put forward by you. Those who would fall under the Short Heath Ward
identify themselves as Erdington, not Short Heath. Their addresses are Erdington, not Short Heath. Erdington is
clearly large enough to be a two member ward and I am surprised that the Commission would adopt a proposal that
does not reflect this.
I should also draw to your attention the glaring anomaly of removing Quincey Drive and the bottom part of Holly
Lane out of Erdington and putting into a Pype Hayes Ward. The former Nocks Brickworks site, which is adjacent to
the above, is to be developed for housing. However, your proposal suggests leaving the site in Erdington, but
moving the access into a different ward. This would mean that the future occupiers on that site would have no
connection to the rest of Erdington Ward and could only access their homes by passing through Pype Hayes Ward.
I note that you have also proposed to remove the part of Erdington Ward north of the Chester Road and place it into
a Pype Hayes Ward. Given that this part of Erdington has always been in Erdington, as this is where the parish
boundary was, it seems strange to simply move into a ward much further to the east and to which it has little
connection. Again these addresses closely associate themselves with Erdington, not Pype Hayes.
As a solution to the above issues which arise as a consequence of your draft proposals, I endorse the plans put
forward by North Birmingham Community Together. Their proposals are much more in keeping with the various
communities across north Birmingham, and provide a much better electoral numbers than your own proposals. This
submission addresses both of your key priorities, electoral numbers and defined communities, and has the added
advantage of you being able to make changes to north Birmingham without them having a wider impact on the rest
of the City. I would therefore urge the Commission to make these changes and provide the residents of Erdington
with a two member ward which is much more reflective of the community.
Yours sincerely
Gareth Moore
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Comment text:
Comment attached from Cllr John O'Shea
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Mayers, Mishka on behalf of reviews
02 February 2016 10:36
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Review Officer Birmingham Sutton Coldfield Need to create 11th Ward Called
Whitehouse Common

‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐
From: Councillor David Pears [
Sent: 31 January 2016 16:11
To: reviews <reviews@lgbce.org.uk>
Subject: Review Officer Birmingham Sutton Coldfield Need to create 11th Ward Called Whitehouse Common
Dear Sir
I respond to proposals for BIrmingham City Council and in Particular the proposed wards fro Roughley and Maney.
The Case for creating a new ward called Whitehouse Common
The proposals split an area called Whiitehouse Common.of which one half is in Maney which stetches through to the
Town Centre and the other element is in Roughley.
I believe as a resident who spent may years living in
and now as a Councillor for Trinity ward there is a better case.

and attending Whitehouse Common School

In 1847 Sutton Coldfield Cricket club was formed in Rectory Park,the park flourished as it does today with many
sports clubs and dog walkers and residents living on the boundary then using the park .Residents living around the
park use the park and it is a community supported today by an active friends group.
In 1943 a large victorian house on Rectory Road was purchased as a convalescent home for residents from the
cottage hospital. In 1967 four wards were added including The Richard Salt Block a seven story block and a
maternity block called Fothergill block.
In the early 6os a large estate next to the hospital along with a junior and infant school was bulit .This was to serve
the growing population of sutton coldfield and to provide homes for those working at the hospital.
This community I recall from a child used the shops at Whitehouse Common. I even worked at whitehouse common
garage from 16 which did repairs for the community and provided a petrol station .Historically there have been
shops at whitehouse common which served nearby roads but flourished as the new estate grew and the hospital.
Everyone on my estate went to whitehouse common school and played in Rectory park.
As the town grew so did the need for housing and so the Ministry Of defence sold off part of some land in the late
1990's and another estate called the defence estate grew up. They have a play area which has a rear access to the
shops at whitehouse common. So again the shops petrol station and pub continue to be part of the community.
The proposal splits the defence estates with a line being a hedge between two houses. The proposal would mean
one side being looked after by a councillor from the Town Centre Maney and the other side being represented by a
councillor from Roughley. Roughley means nothing to those living in Whitehouse Common. Really Roughley is not a
community except for a few houses down slade road a pub called Plough and Harrow with no shops or anything
else.
1

Within the proposal Bedford Road is split again with the same problems as the split in defence estates no link to
Maney or Roughley!
It would be more sensible to create a ward that linked Rectory Park, whitehouse Common and the defence estates.
This could easily be done by having a boundary down Tamworth Road to Whitehouse Common Road then pick up
area around Lindridge Road and the defence Estates until Springfield road with a boundary then down Reddicap
Heath road to Rectory coleshill road near town centre.
This area is already growing threw development of brownfield sites on the land the used to be woodington School
and langley school,plus land the council is selling off from rear garage developments. Sadly is is also likely that land
will be built on by langley brook creating further growth by 2021.
The current proposal does seem unfair to the electorate when you look at the number of electors per councillor and
when you ahead to 2021 the creation of 11 ward City Councillor would create a fairer representation for residents
of Sutton Coldfield.
Please let me know the outcome and I would appreciate an acknowledgement.
Thanks
David Pears
***********************************************************************

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

e

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

Councillor David Pears
02 February 2016 12:53
Pascoe, Mark
Re: Electoral Review of Birmingham

Hi Mark
I have a further submission which is to support those residents who I know have contacted you about keeping the
name of Trinity Ward .This especially makes more sense to those living near Holy Trinity Church and to those who
live near the Park around Tudor Hill who have no affinity with the name Maney.
There is a history around the Name Trinity and its not just the Cof E Church but there is a Roman Catholic Church on
Lichfield Road. .So a belt of land running from Holy Trinity Church to the Park would mean more called Trinity.
Thanks
David
From: Pascoe, Mark [mailto:mark.pascoe@lgbce.org.uk]
Sent: Tuesday, February 02, 2016 11:25 AM GMT Standard Time
To: Councillor David Pears
Subject: Electoral Review of Birmingham

Dear Councillor Pears
Thank you for your submission setting out your views in respect of the review of electoral arrangements in
Birmingham.
Your views have been noted, and will be taken into account by the Local Government Boundary Commission in
formulating its final recommendations. Please note that this stage of the review is a public consultation, and the
Commission places great importance on ensuring openness and transparency in the way it deals with all
representations. Accordingly, at the end of this stage of the review, 8 February 2016, full copies of all
representations received will be made available for public inspection at our offices (by appointment). Similarly, full
copies of all submissions received will also be available for viewing on the Commission’s website, at
www.lgbce.org.uk.
If you do not want all or any part of your response or name made public, please state this clearly in reply to this
letter and we will endeavour to respect your wish. Any such request should explain why confidentiality is necessary,
but all information in responses may be subject to publication or disclosure as required by law (in particular under
the Freedom of Information Act 2000). If you are a member of the public and not writing on behalf of a council or
organisation we will remove any personal identifiers, such as postal or email addresses, signatures or phone
numbers from your submission before it is made public. We will remove signatures from all letters, no matter who
they are from.
In any event, on publication of the Commission’s report you will be sent a copy of the executive summary detailing
its recommendations. The full report will be available for viewing on the Commission’s website. If you have any
queries concerning the Commission’s approach to representations, please do not hesitate to contact me on the
number below.
Yours faithfully,
Mark Pascoe
1

Local Boundary Commission for England Consultation Portal

Page 1 of 1

Birmingham District
Personal Details:
Name:

Gary Sambrook

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: City Councillor

Comment text:
Please see attached map with amendments I am supporting. I am a Kingstanding ward
Councillor and supporting the North Birmingham Communities Together submission. I attended
meetings of the Hawthorn Road Traders Association, Kingstanding Community Watch and
Kingstanding Neighbourhood Watch which discussed theses proposals and agreed to support.
The creation of a Kingstanding ward, Perry Common ward and Stockland Green ward, I believe,
accurately separates the exsisting 2004 ward into representative communities, and importantly
is closer to electoral equality. Most importantly for me, both as a Kingstanding resident and
representative, is Hawthorn Road Shopping Centre all being in Kingstanding ward, and Warren
Road not being split in half. This acts as an important focal point of Kingstanding and would
benefit from all being in the same ward. Kind regards, Cllr Gary Sambrook
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Comment text:
Response to the Draft Proposals of the LGBCE as they relate to Ladywood Ward From:
Councillors for Ladywood Ward – Kath Hartley, Albert Bore and Carl Rice
We support the Commission’s recommendations as they relate to the new
Ladywood Ward. We would, of course, prefer to keep our existing boundaries and three
Councillors. However, we are aware of the Commission’s remit for the review regarding ward
electorate sizes and the number of councillors. It is in that context that we support the
Commission’s proposals. They keep existing clearly-defined communities together, albeit in new
wards. We have five well-defined neighbourhoods in the present Ladywood Ward, which we
would not want to see divided. We understand that Ladywood Ward has to shrink, but would
not like to see any of the five neighbourhoods split up. Each neighbourhood has its own identity
and place within the present ward. If there have to be changes, then we prefer to see each
community remain intact. Summerfield- between Rotton Park St., the canal, Dudley Rd.,
Icknield Port Rd., Summerfield Park, Rotton Park Rd. and part of Edgbaston Reservoir. Mainly
Victorian properties, shared shopping centre along Dudley Road, schools and leisure facilities.
Two strong residents’ associations: Summerfield RA and North Summerfield RA. Central
Ladywood- including council estates such as Kilby and Lighthorne, St. Marks, Gilby Rd.,
Middleway View, Guild and Rodney, Chamberlain Gardens, the Five Streets. Nearly all 1960’s1970’s council-built homes with some housing association properties. Four local primary schools.
Community linked by the Middleway and bus routes. It has a network of formal and informal
residents’ groups. Attwood Green- mainly Optima built and/or managed housing – Lee Bank,
Five Ways, The Sentinels. Linked by estate management function, landlord and two primary
schools, two churches and community facilities. Residents organisations for Central Lee Bank,
Clydesdale Tower, Cleveland Tower and an informal group for Five Ways. The Jewellery Quarterthe historic neighbourhood with its own Neighbourhood Forum and Development Trust.
Residents are currently working on a Jewellery Quarter Neighbourhood Plan. There are also
residents’ groups for individual buildings. It is clearly defined by the character of its homes,
metal and jewellery industrial heritage and emerging creative and professional services
economy, within the following boundaries: Icknield Street, Sand Pits, Parade, Gt. Charles Street
Queensway, Old Snow Hill, Gt. Hampton Street, Key Hill. The neighbourhood has shopping
facilities, leisure outlets, a post office, restaurants etc. There are very few children of school
age living there. The City Centre- this community is under the umbrella of the City Centre
Neighbourhood Forum. It is also part of the Ladywood Community Development Trust- with
Central Ladywood and Attwood Green. There are development-based residents groups within it.
The CCNF sends reps to various City Centre Forums, Business Improvement. The Commission
proposes to place Summerfield in a new Summerfield Ward with other communities clustered
around Edgbaston Reservoir: Rotton Park, NW Edgbaston, North Edgbaston and the Hagley
Road. There are clear housing, transport, shopping, leisure, education and historic
commonalities between these neighbourhoods. This is a good proposal. The Commission
proposes to merge the Jewellery Quarter into a new Ward with much of the current Soho Ward:
Brookfield, Gibb Heath and Winson Green. The communities in this new two-member ward share
an industrial engineering heritage and outstanding Metro and bus service links. The new
boundaries between two arterial roads- Dudley Road (A457), Soho Road (B4100), and Booth
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Street (B4136) and the Sandwell border are strong ones and combine the communities in the
new ward with a clear identity. We suggest a more definitive name for this new ward: Jewellery
Quarter and Soho. We do not wish to lose the Jewellery Quarter, but we know that its 3,100
voters (December 2015) cannot be accommodated in the new Ladywood Ward through the
criteria for the new wards. We would not wish to see the neighbourhood split across two
different wards, as it was until 2004. It is also clear that the projected electorate for the
Jewellery Quarter is nowhere near enough for it to be a one-member ward in its own right. Any
changes to the recommended boundaries of Ladywood Ward would create disparities in the new
wards next to and beyond it. To remove or split up all or part of the three neighbourhoods that
comprise the new Ladywood Ward would create a ripple effect. For instance, if one of the
estates in Central Ladywood were transferred, it would leave a shortfall in the new Ladywood
electorate as well as taking away an essential part of Central Ladywood. For instance, if
electors in part of the Convention Quarter and all of the St. Marks estate (around 800 electors)
were to be removed from the proposed new Ladywood, we could end having to take back North
Summerfield, which would, in turn disturb the plans for the new Summerfield and so on. If the
3,100 Jewellery Quarter electors were not in the re-named Winson Green Ward, how would we
top-up the electorate there? Steal them from the new Holyhead Ward, creating a shortfall,
leading to taking electors from the new Handsworth Wood Ward? Cut across the Soho Road and
take voters from the new Handsworth Ward, splitting up communities while we did it? Such
moves would make the exercise look like a number-crunching exercise rather than one aimed at
creating natural electoral communities, with parity of electorates, keeping communities together
that can be well-served by their councillors. The Commission has succeeded in creating Wards
on our side of the city with electorates within the guidelines, along rational and recognised
boundaries, keeping distinct neighbourhoods together.
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Comment text:
Hello, I am writing to support the North Birmingham Communities Together submission which
has been leading the campaign locally to the draft consultation. Ibelieve these proposals make
sense and reflect community identity and electoral equality for voters. Regards, Ron Storer,
Councillor
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Comment text:
I am dismayed that the proposals do not take in to account community boundaries as much as
they should do. i applaud the concept of single or two member wards for clear communities
improving relations between representatives and residents, making us more accountable,
empowered, more relatable to residents from one community and making our work more
effective, as well as the reduction in councillors overall. Keeping communities together however
is crucial in making this council work and empowering representatives not hindering them. Key
examples have already been mentioned where communities have been divided up in order to
create more equal size wards. I will not seek to bore you with them again. While this is
important it should NOT be the priority. Community links, ties, feelings, historical links and local
feeling are incredibly important to support local identity, safety and spirit, and the work that we
as councillors do is powerfully underpinned by these links. To divide wards up across existing
community lines makes our work a lot harder, breaks representation artificially and hinders the
community feel of areas. In the areas of Erdington, the Jewellery quarter, Hall Green for an
example, where representation is divided between different members would make the work of
representing residents and communities, making a difference to areas, campaigns and being
known as he councillor for 'an area' would be incredibly compromised. I strongly urge the
commission to reconsider the boundaries in the key areas where these have been divided.
Frthermore, any new boundaries will form the basis of future changes and my concern is that
these divided will hinder the work of representation and the effectiveness of council for many
reviews to come. The impact of no action was taken to resolve this will be significant and go on
to hinder the work of members for many years to come and so the lives and future of many
people and families. I appreciate that tinkering with wards will effectively require wholesale
change across boundaries. I hope that the commission will take into consideration the
importance of getting this right along community lines as seen by residents and those who
know the area best- the local residents and those who represent the city-, and seriously
consider the concerns, comments and suggestions submitted by people- which will represent
only a fraction of everyone who have concerns. Turning to Sutton Coldfield where I represent, I
believe that reducing the number of elected representatives from 12 down to ten would
seriously underrepresent this region and its residents in Council policy and the direction of the
city, and reduce the voice of the residents within. I am grateful that the boundary of the
Constituency is kept intact to preserve the identity of the region. I would urge the commission
to consider whether ten councillors is sufficient to adequately and proportionately represent
Sutton Coldfield. I raise this as a resident and representative of the area and as someone who
is very close to the region and I raise the following issues for your consideration.
Geographically because of it's size, the physical task of representing the larger Sutton ward
region such as New Hall and Four Oaks is a factor I would ask the commission to consider. The
demands in representing a geographically smaller in size an higher density inner city ward
comprised of flats is substantially different from one which involves long drives, houses and a
larger dispersed population. The demands with managing a larger ward is also significant with
the number of trees, utilities, road miles, physical surface, facilities, public amenities, park
lands is substantially greater than those of a geographically smaller ward. I ask that the
commission take this into consideration. The community divides in Sutton Coldfield I would also
raise is once more broken up artificially. Sutton Roughley and Reddicap follows no historical
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links, and Sutton Maney crosses a number of communities that do not identify themselves with
each other. Sutton Mere Green ward breaks the Four Oaks estate into two that do not identify
themselves as Mere Green. The cultural, historical and local identities of the areas I do not feel
have been respected in order to satisfy the priority of equal ward electoral sizes. The final point
I would raise is the proposed building of 6,000 homes within Sutton New Hall ward. This must
be taken into consideration to future proof the boundaries, give the proposals strong credibility
and ensure that the electoral voice of residents is protected as best as possible against likely
and foreseeable changes. The addition of possibly up to 6,000 homes representing 20,000
residents as a maximum would represent a significant shift in weight within Sutton which would
not be reflected equitably between Sutton Wards and in Birmingham Council. I strongly believe
that having 11 not ten councillors within Sutton Coldfield representing residents and doing the
work would overcome these issues. I appreciate the time you have taken to read this and
appreciate the difficult deliberations and adjustments that you have to make and consider. I
finally would like to urge you to consider the significant and lasting impact that these boundary
changes will have. I assume as an independent commission few of you are actually from the
area or have experienced being local councillors. Whilst I am positive that you all strongly
believe that you are aware of the potential impact and have a great understanding of the area
based on anecdotal evidence, maps, pictures, and a general understanding involved with the
work as a modern day councillor. I would ask you to consider that that there is a huge
unknown element that you cannot expect yourself to be aware of. The boundaries as they stand
would in my opinion have a significant negative impact upon the representation of residents,
the communities underneath, the work of the councillors, the efficiency of the council and on
effectiveness of the difference those who are trying to make to lives and futures of who elect
them to serve. As your own guidelines clearly state, Community boundaries are crucial. I hope
that you will follow this and consider the comments by those who know what these
communities are.
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Comment text:
With regards to the Boundary Commissions proposals for Sutton Coldfield I would like to make
the following comment/s. The Commission whilst basically carving the Constituency up into all
single member Wards with the 1 logical 2 member of Walmley and Minworth have I fear missed
the opportunity to a) provide Sutton Coldfield with a level of representation it requires and b)
to really recognise what residents see as being "their neighbourhood". At a recent public
meeting attended by over 100 people in the area of Whitehouse Common there was a clear
desire to see their neighbourhood recognised as such and not split up or ignored . The revised
proposals as submitted and shown by the local Conservative Councillors was extremely well
received and there was a clear desire that the proposed changes be adopted by the
Commission. The revisions also have the support of all the resident groups elsewhere in the
Constituency as obviously to accommodate this additional Ward then some minor changes to the
boundaries put forward by the Commission have been sought. I believe that should the
Boundary Commission adopt the revised proposals as submitted and shown in the attached map
it would be a clear indication of the Commissions desire to provide residents with the level of
access enjoyed in other area and in line with Kerslake but also give a clear message that its
Communities that matter and not just arbitrary lines on a map drawn simply to make the
numbers add up
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