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Ashby, Jonathan
From:
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Broughton, Katy
07 April 2017 08:59
reviews
West End Village
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Flag Status:
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Proposal on Boundary Changes by SHBC OBJECT to West End streets been transferred to Chobham ward
I am writing to you on boundary changes as above and strongly object to the proposal put forward by SHBC.
Because of SHBC’s in not advising the Parish Council or making residents aware of their proposal prior to the cut‐off
date of 20th March, we were not given the opportunity to participate in the consultation which, in principle, should
make the consultation flawed.

‘West End Residents not made aware of Surrey Heath Borough Council’s proposal on Boundary Changes prior to cut‐off
date of 20th March’

Yours sincerely

Mr & Mrs Broughton

. Registered in England & Wales under Registered No. 2486792

Important: The information transmitted in this message is intended only for the person or entity to which it is addressed and may contain confidential and/or
privileged material. Any review, retransmission, dissemination or other use of, or taking of any action in reliance upon, this information by persons or entities other
than the intended recipient is prohibited. If you receive this message in error, please contact the sender and delete the material from any computer.
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From:
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Subject:

Jerry Brownlee
23 February 2017 11:51
reviews
Surrey Heath Borough Council Ward Boundaries Review -submission by Jerry Brownlee

Follow Up Flag:
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Flagged

Surrey Heath Borough Council Ward Boundaries Review -submission by Jerry Brownlee
Resident of
St Pauls Ward; and Local Neighbourhood
Watch Coordinator.
I write to submit a my views and opposition to the proposals you have made for our
area. Particularly those pertaining to the north west area of St Pauls Ward and the
proposal that this area be transferred to the Old Dean ward following the boundary
changes.
I personally am very involved within the local community due to my position as a
Neighbourhood Watch Coordinator locally, As a result I talk to many people in our
community. I have to tell you that not one person I have spoken to has backed your
proposed change, Further you seem to have also disregarded the submission made by the
SHBC. I personally back the very well thought through submission made by Cllr Rodney
Bates which I feel deals with the situation very well indeed.
My views are that the A30 is very much and should remain the natural boundary
between the St Pauls and Old Dean communities. St Pauls church for us is the centre of
our community. There is very little social interaction that links those of us South of the
A30 with those to the North of the A30 in the Old Dean area. This is because the A30
London Road is a very busy arterial road with constant 24 hour traffic flow which has
always separated the two communities and will continue to do so. The railway line is
hidden from view by a 30ft deep cutting backed onto by houses and therefore virtually
unseen within the area. Visitors passing through would not know of its existence. The two
communities of St Pauls and Old Dean are of very different make up, as will be seen by
the housing stock,
I hope and trust that Cllr Rodney Bates submission or that made by SHBC are used as an
informed temp plate for change.
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 We object to the proposal that Bisley and West End become a combined ward, if it means that we
only have three borough councillors between us. There is no indication about how this will work
out in practice, for local electors.
 Experience of the current situation shows that our two borough councillors are hard-pressed to represent
the electors of Bisley, partly due to the demands made by Surrey Heath Borough Council on their time,
giving less visibility and availability in the ward they represent.
Please take these views into consideration,
Yours truly,
Mr James and Mrs Hester Clarke.
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Ashby, Jonathan
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Juliet Dunsmuir
16 March 2017 20:18
reviews
Boundary changes ... please leave Chobham with two Borough Councillors
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Flag Status:
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Flagged

Dear Sir/Madam
Please do not amalgamate the two distinct and separate Villages of Chobham and Windlesham in order to cut down on
Borough Councillor numbers. Chobham is the last surviving example of a self‐contained village in this part of Surrey with
a wealth of historic features and its internationally recognised heathland common, with SSSI status. It is isolated in
transport terms from Windlesham, and totally cut off from the administrative centre of the borough at Camberley
(about 10 miles away) which it is nigh on impossible to reach by public transport. It is a distinct entity and needs its own
two dedicated Borough Councillors to protect its' interests. Our current Borough Councillors are very hardworking and
spreading them more thinly would be detrimental to both Chobham and Windlesham.
Chobham has a physically large environment that requires support to protect it. Many parts of the ward are under
threat. Fairoaks airport is under threat from developers, Chobham common is under threat from SCC cost cutting (we
have just lost the Rangers that manage this RSSI etc). St Lawrence Church is under threat from the vibrations caused by
the heavy traffic. All of these and more need the attention of “local” representatives from the village and not
representatives from the next village.
Incorporating Chobham and Windlesham together flies in the face of “reflecting the interests & identities of local
communities". And who would want to take on such a workload?
Please leave Chobham with two much needed Borough Councillors.
Kind regards
Juliet Dunsmuir
Sent from my iPad
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Ashby, Jonathan
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Chrissie
18 March 2017 11:18
reviews
Chobham Boundary Changes

Dear Sir/Madam,
Re:

Chobham Boundary Changes

As a disabled senior citizen living in Chobham, I would ask you to
consider the following, as I understand it is being muted Chobham
is combined with Windlesham.
FACTS
Chobham and West End Village share doctors, having a doctors
surgery in Chobham and West End, we share CCG, Chartities and
Cemetery. There is also no bus link from Chobham to Windlesham.
Chobham Village Residents are an aging population, with threats of
a Garden Village taking over Fairoaks Airport, a crumbling church
– due to heavy lorries using a totally unsuitable Chobham High
Street.
Chobham residents will need more support in the coming future, if
we were to loose one of our Borough Councillors, would it be fair
to expect one person to support the extra workload?
Please see Chobham residents as human beings, not numbers to be
fitted into a suitable box/chart or graph.
Yours faithfully,
Chrissie Eggleton
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Subject:

Catherine
07 April 2017 11:00
reviews
Proposal on Boundary Changes by SHBC OBJECT to West End/Bisley streets been transferred to
Chobham ward
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Flag Status:

Follow up
Flagged

Bisley & West End Residents not made aware of Surrey Heath Borough Council’s proposal on
Boundary Changes prior to cut-off date of 20th March
Dear Sir,
As the owners of one of the properties affected by the proposed boundary changes we would like to
lodge our objection. Bisley & West End Residents were not made aware of Surrey Heath Borough Council’s
proposal on Boundary Changes prior to cut‐off date of 20th March, hence the delay in writing to you.
Old House Lane has historically been the boundary between West End and Bisley. In fact, the current
boundary runs along ours and our neighbours land. Our property falls within both parishes. We feel
part of both villages and have been helped out by both Parishes at a recent public inquiry involving a
business on Old House Lane, we use local facilities in both villages and are active in both
communities.
We strongly object to the fact that you are considering making our property part of Chobham, a
village over two miles away across open countryside, that we rarely visit. We do not feel they would
be able to represent us adequately as we are too far away from Chobham the councillors of West
End and Bisley pass our property boarding the A322 on a daily basis and we know them by name.
We are not part of Chobham local community and we will never use their facilities.
Please can you take our views of my wife and I into account
Yours sincerely
Mr J C Hayman & Ms C Farmer
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Ashby, Jonathan
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Abby French
26 February 2017 20:25
reviews
Surrey Heath Borough, ward boundaries review - Objection to transfer of streets from St Paul's ward
to Old Dean ward
OldDeanStPauls.jpg

Hello.
I am writing to you about the proposal to transfer certain streets from the St Paul's ward of Surrey Heath into
Old Dean ward.
I live in Larchwood Glade, which is one of the St Paul's streets between A30 and the railway which is being
proposed for transfer. There are many reasons why I think transferring streets such as this one is an
inappropriate move:
1) I enclose a copy of a satellite image of both areas, which I am sure you will have seen before, but is
important.
The satellite image shows the Old Dean estate built into the trees of Bracknell Forest, which still surround it (or
their remnants do) on three sides. The fourth side is the A30. The A30 is the main artery which runs through
Surrey Heath borough (M3 not counted as there are no junctions for accessing residential areas). It is a very
ancient highway and precedes the railway's arrival by about 700 years. By contrast, the railway is almost
obscure. My garden adjoins the railway and indeed even I am hardly aware of it as it is sunk into a cutting so I
see the roofs and gardens of the houses on the other side of it more than I see the infrequent trains. Indeed, so
many people who visit my house say 'I didn't even know the railway was here'!
2) The housing stocks and demographics are quite different across the A30. The houses on the south of the
A30 are generally older than Old Dean houses and almost all are detached whereas the Old Dean estate was
build in the 1950s to accommodate the bombed out population of some London districts. The houses are a
mixture of terraces and semis and, while well-built, are much smaller than those to the south and without the
substantial gardens found south of the A30.
3) My daughter is in infant school. There are two infant schools in Old Dean and one in St Pauls wards. The
closest school to us in in St Paul's and indeed that is the one she attends. She can walk to it without crossing
any roads. The primary schools in Old Dean are both further away and a lot less accessible. Almost without
exception the children in these roads between the A30 and the railway go to the Crawley Ridge schools in St
Pauls ward so again, we look south further into St Paul's ward rather than northwards across the A30 and it is
issues in St Pauls that affect us on a day-to-day basis.
4) Councillors - we already know our councillors for St Pauls ward pretty well. Indeed, there was a
Larchwood Glade/Napier Drive street party held in my own garden in September, 2016 which the local
councillors attended. We do not wish to lose those connections which are at the heart of what makes local
government at this scale effective.
5) And finally, on those occasions when we walk or cycle into Camberley town centre, we do so through the
residential streets and footpaths of the St Pauls ward rather than going north, which only takes us to the woods.
For all the reason above, I would ask you not to extend Old Dean south of the A30 - it doesn't work for the
residents of the streets concerned and it wouldn't work for the residents of Old Dean either as Old Dean is a
very recognisable, well represented unit anyway.
Thank you for your attention.
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Your sincerely,
Abby French
of
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Ashby, Jonathan
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

terryhawkins
17 March 2017 21:33
reviews
Boundary changes within SHBC Wards
Objection to SHBC Boundary Changes copy 2.docx

Dear Sir. I formally submit my objection to the proposed boundary changes within SHBC St Paul's Ward as
per the attached letter.

Sent from my Samsung Galaxy smartphone.
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15th March 2017
The Review Officer (Surrey Heath)
Local Government Boundary Commission for England
14th Floor, Millbank Tower
London SW1P 4QP
Dear Sir.
Objection to the proposed boundary change to The Buchan and adjacent roads.
I am writing to submit my objections to the proposals within the Boundary Changes, in
particular with regard the inclusion of The Buchan within the Old Dean boundary.
The A30 has always been a natural boundary between the Old Dean ward and St Paul’s
ward. It is a major and very busy road and the houses and communities are very different in
the two wards. In addition, there has never been much social interaction between one side
of the A30 and the other.
The vast majority of people that we have spoken to in this area regarding the current
proposal are strongly against, and consider it to lack any consideration of the needs of the
residents. On the face of it, the current proposal is no more than a simple exercise and takes
no account of community problem sets between the Old Dean and St. Paul’s wards. Given
the relative size, the Old Dean community needs will swamp those of the St. Paul residents.
I therefore request that you delete the current proposal and replace it with a proposal that
recognises the different nature of the two communities.
If you need any further information or clarification, do not hesitate to contact me.
Yours faithfully,
T W Hawkins

Ashby, Jonathan
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Paula Higgs
20 March 2017 15:59
reviews
Surrey Heath Comment, Surrey Heath Borough Ward Revisions Consultation

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Follow up
Flagged

Dear Reviews@lgbce.org.uk
We wish to add our objections to the proposed merger of Chobham and Windlesham wards.
The most important consideration in your review, which should take priority above all else, is what would be in
the best interests of the respective communities. No real evidence whatsoever has been put forward to show
that the suggested change would be of any benefit.
"Don't try and mend what isn't broken" must be the principle to follow when a high quality decision is required
as is the case here.
Peter and Paula Higgs
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Ashby, Jonathan
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Trefor Hogg
23 February 2017 13:33
reviews
Re: Your "Draft recommendations on the new electoral arrangements for Surrey Heath Borough
Council"
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Flag Status:

Follow up
Flagged

I live at
, which is more or less at the middle of
the area you propose moving to Old Dean. I have read the LGBCE proposal and the various
comments made and I wish to object to the part of your proposals titled “Old Dean” paras 45
to 47 on page 15 and the suggest move of our area to Old Dean ward.
1. I have read the Council’s comments and all of the other comments made that you
reference, and I can see no actual evidence to support your assertion that either the
Council or any residents have suggested transferring any of the St Pauls ward to Old
Dean, or evidence that suggests the railway is a recognised boundary. Your statements
in 45 and 46 seem to be mistaken.
2. I also attended our local Council meeting last night as I wished to hear their discussion
of the local council budget. I was the only member of the public present. As a result of
my being there, I also heard their discussion on the boundaries issues. I therefore know
it was and is their opinion, that the suggested move is quite inappropriate and does not
accord with the recognised local communities. I do not wish to comment on the
Council’s other concerns but they seem valid.
3. The reason for that lack of evidence is because:
a. The A30 London Road is the locally recognised natural boundary between us and
the Old Dean. The A30 is a very busy road with dual carriageway in our area and a
50mph limit which seriously inhibits pedestrian traffic across it. If I want to go to
Old Dean I inevitably travel by car and the reason is to visit the heathland on the
far side of Old Dean, rather than anywhere actually in Old Dean.
b. When going to locations in the St Pauls area it is usually on foot to visit friends,
the post box, doctor’s surgery or the church.
c. The railway is not an inhibitor to movement within the St Pauls area, as it is more
or less invisible, and easily crossed by both a footpath and road (Gibbet Lane) at
this end and Middleton Road nearer the town.
d. In short we are a part of the St Pauls community rather than the Old Dean
community.
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Ashby, Jonathan
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Sean
14 March 2017 22:06
reviews
Boundary Commission Review

Dear Sir/Madam,

In relation to the proposal to merge the wards of Chobham and Windlesham, I oppose this as it will be detrimental to
the local community, businesses and environment.
Chobham may have a lower elector to representative ration but the representative must represent more than the
people. It must represent the whole area including the people, the business, the heritage and the environment.
Therefore the elector to representative ratio must be taken into account but the businesses, heritage and environment
must also be considered. Chobham has a physically large environment that requires support to protect it. Many parts of
the ward are under threat. Fairoaks airport is under threat from developers, Chobham common is under threat from
SCC cost cutting (we have just lost the Rangers that manage this RSSI etc). St Lawerence Church is under threat from the
vibrations caused by the heavy traffic. All of these and more need the attention of “local” representatives from the
village and not representatives from the next village.
Chobham has a strong, local and independent identity. This is reflected in the fact that we have two independent local
councillors, the only two (or two of the only three) independent councillors in the Borough. Merging Chobham with
Windlesham will probably result in the loss of the independent councillors. We need local councillors that are focussed
on representing the views of Chobham people, not representing the views of a political party,

Regards
Sean Moynagh
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Ashby, Jonathan
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

J. Osbourn
18 March 2017 18:40
reviews
Electoral draft Review of Surrey Heath.docx
Electoral draft Review of Surrey Heath.docx

Importance:

High

Please find attached a further submission imploring you to re‐examine your decision to lump Chobham in with
Windlesham which would effectively seriously damage democracy in both villages.
James Osbourn
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Ashby, Jonathan
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

jeanette pearce
07 April 2017 12:19
reviews
West End Residents not made aware of Surrey Heath Borough Council’s proposal on Boundary
Changes prior to cut-off date of 20th March

As residents of West End we strongly object to the proposal on boundary changes by Surrey Heath Borough Council to
West End streets being transferred to the Chobham ward. The SHBC have not made either our Parish Council or
residents aware of the proposal for which we believe the cut off date was 20th March! Therefore we have not been given
the opportunity to participate in any consultation and consider this a 'stealth' action being taken.
Mrs J Pearce
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Ashby, Jonathan
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Brian Reader
17 March 2017 11:11
reviews
Surrey Heath

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Follow up
Flagged

Dear Sirs,
I live in Surrey Heath (Bisley parish), despite my postal address being Woking. I am not a member of any
political party. The views expressed here are entirely my own.
I am writing to broadly support your draft recommendations for review of the new electoral arrangements for
Surrey Heath. It is clear to me that some considerable effort has been made in your recommendations to try
to improve electoral equality in the borough, to produce logical boundaries for each ward, whilst keeping a
sensible number of councillors to fulfil the council’s functions.
In such reviews it is not possible to satisfy everyone, and there will always be politicians (of whatever party)
trying to protect their own ward or constituency. Please ignore any such representations.
Brian Reader
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Ashby, Jonathan
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

MURRAY ROWLANDS
30 January 2017 14:48
reviews
Surrey Heath Borough Council- the Old Dean Ward

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Follow up
Flagged

Your proposal involving the Old Dean Ward flies completely in the face of logic and involves crossing
the two lane London Road and linking an area with a large amount of social housing and affordable
housing into one of the most Conservative Wards in the Borough. Part of the injunction you work on
is to look at ward boundaries in terms of the nature of the communities they represent. Why wasn't
the boundary drawn to include part of Town Ward on the same side of the London Road which
includes social and affordable housing following from Caesars Camp Road.
Murray Rowlands ex Borough and County Councillor . .
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Ashby, Jonathan
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

B SEARLE
09 February 2017 14:49
reviews
boundary change

I am writing to complain about you trying to merge Chobham with Windlesham in surrey. Chobham has not a
lot in common with Windlesham except our SCC member who lives there. We in Chobham will lose one of our
independent councillors and have a political party member imposed on us. If this goes ahead their will be less
councillors so will our council tax go down? At this moment in time we can not even get to Windlesham until
the new bridge is built.I am against this happening. Yours Barbara Searle
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Ashby, Jonathan
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Peter Trow
26 January 2017 11:49
reviews
Draft boundary changes Surrey Heath

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Follow up
Flagged

As indicated in my previous submission, the changes are akin to political gerrymandering.
In the space of a few years, councillors representing Chobham will have gone from three to none at all.
If local councils are to be relevant and fair to all communities, there needs to be at least a semblance of opposition from
those villagers suffering perverse decision making from a majority party.
Surrey Heath council is a dictatorship with 40 councillors, 2 of which are Independents representing Chobham.
Your proposals would remove those two elected representatives from the council thus depriving the good citizens of
Chobham from even expressing their opposition to the actions being taken against them.
Windlesham, where Tory Headquarters is located, has a larger population than Chobham and therefore has the
potential to provide a disproportionate number of votes when electing local councillors.
Dividing up areas by hectares alone is not an appropriate method of reducing the numbers of elected representatives of
the people. Citizens rights to be represented by who they vote for must be taken into account.
To deny Chobham residents the right to be represented by who they choose because of geographical boundaries is not
a democratic way to go about any reforms be they geographical or constitutional.
I'm always very worried when non‐elected persons start messing with the daily lives of ordinary people and ignoring the
input and decision making of those with local knowledge and connections that ARE elected.
Chobham Ward already covers a very large area in terms of hectares and Woking residents living in the Castle Green
area to the south of Chobham have expressed a wish to be included into Chobham as they obviously are much more
connected to Chobham as opposed to Woking. This small boundary revision would considerably increase the population
represented by Chobham's elected councillors.
I would urge you to give less consideration to dividing up pages in an atlas and more to how residents lives would be
affected by injudicious tampering with ward boundaries.
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