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reviews
Croydon Boundary Changes

Dear Sir/Madam,

I have been a ward Councillor in Croydon for 3 years and I object to the current commission’s proposal for
Addiscombe ward.

It is common knowledge that in addition to the work carried out in our own wards, ward councillors
regularly assist in canvass sessions within other wards. During this time relationships are built with
residents, businesses and local organisations. It is this accumulated knowledge that I draw upon to object
to the Commission’s draft recommendations for this area.

I believe the boundaries proposed fail to reflect the local interests and identities of Addiscombe. I consider
a better alternative exists, which more closely reflects local identities while meeting the Commission’s
requirements for electoral equality, and effective and convenient local government.

My numerous visits to both Addiscombe and Park Hill wards, over the years, have provided me no cause to
consider the two areas as one natural community. For example, when I have suggested alternative nearby
Addiscombe schools to parents in Park Hill, many have not known where they are. I have also noticed the
replication of churches in close proximity but as per the school situation, they are divided by Addiscombe
Road. In order to ensure that the differing priorities of the two areas are met, I consider that the two areas
will be better represented separately.

I believe Addiscombe should be better represented by having the electoral boundaries overlap with
community boundaries. This could be accommodated through one two-member ward and one threemember ward, with the southern boundary remaining at its historic location of Addiscombe Road and
taking in the Tollgate Estate (and Stroud Green), to the north, the entrance to which is located on the
Addiscombe-side of the signs advertising that drivers are entering Addiscombe.

This would recognise that all the major road, tram and bus routes run through the area, preserve Ashburton
Park as a historic part of the community and avoid splitting up the ASPRA residents’ association.
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A new two-member ward could then be formed of Park Hill, the Whitgift Estate and the other low density
housing around the parks, ensuring the common interests of that community are represented on the
council.

Yours truly,

Jamie Audsley

Cllr, Bensham Manor
‐‐
Jamie Audsley
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reviews
Croydon ( specifically Selsdon Wards)

I am pleased that the LGBC has decided on the ward patterns for the Selsdon area as they are very
cohesive and recognise the community. In my previous submission I stated why I thought this split was
the right one and I stand by all of those comments. At the Selsdon Residents Association (SRA) AGM at the
end of March, which was attended by many residents I spoke about the split and what it hoped to achieve.
Those present were content with the proposal as they understood how it kept Selsdon together and
allowed areas that see Selsdon as their district centre to also feel part of a very pleasant and happy
community.
Selsdon has a strong Community Identity and is divided into separate distinct areas that make
Selsdon a pleasant and cohesive place to live as the areas coexist happily.
Selsdon Vale is an area of relatively modern housing south of the district centre and is built right
next to Forestdale. They both are 60s/70s developments built in a similar style and size. Unless
you are aware of the boarder (a rumble strip) you wouldn’t necessarily know you had passed from
one to the other. They are connected to each other by the road network (Sorrell Bank leads
straight into Peacock Gardens) and the 433 bus which passes through both estates. The 433 bus
does not go through Monks Hill as there is no need for this. They are all housing estates with no
particular services for residents in one to have to go to another to obtain, they are separate
communities but part of the wider Selsdon community as the district centre and the services it
provides are shared.
The Selsdon & Addington Village ward links the Ballards area with Monks Hill and
Addington/Addington Village. Addington and Addington Village need to be in the same ward as
they are centred around Addington Park. Monks Hill links through to Ballards via Bramley Bank
and the footpath to Croham Valley Road. This also allow residents of both areas to access
Littleheath Woods which is on one side of Ballards and Monks Hill.
I am pleased the East West split suggested in the Council’s proposal has not gone ahead as this
makes no sense locally as it joins Monks Hill and Forestdale which have no commonality (apart
from being housing estates) and further excludes them from being part of the Selsdon Community
as this pushes them towards the East for no cohesive reason.
I would also agree with the proposal that roads such as Arundel Avenue and Langley Oaks should
be in Sanderstead ward as that is where those residents identify themselves as living.
The suggested changes make for good governance and representation and are supported by
Residents Associations and Friends Groups.
On a personal level I lived on Forestdale from 1969 to 1999 and on Selsdon Vale since then and
have many friends and neighbours who like me have moved between the two as they are felt to
be part of the same community sharing schools, GP’s (I have never had to change my GP) ,
shops, Library, community centre and pubs.
This option is an excellent warding pattern and should not be changed.
Regards
Sara
Sara Bashford
Deputy Leader of the Conservative Group
Opposition Lead for Transport and Environment
Cllr, Selsdon and Ballards Ward
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I am writing to support the Plan that the Boundary Commission has published.
I am the Councillor for Shirley and fully support including the whole 'place' of Shirley into two wards, I
know that reesidents are also very pleased with this plan.
Kind regards

Cllr Sue Bennett
London Borough of Croydon ‐ Shirley Ward
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I am writing to object to several of the proposed boundaries set out in the Commission’s
draft recommendations for Croydon and to suggest improvements which better meet the
stated goals of providing electoral equality, reflecting the identities and interests of local
communities, and promoting effective and convenient local government.
I am a resident of Woodside Green and I previously lived on South Norwood Hill and have
lived in Croydon for over 13 years.
Addiscombe/ Park Hill and the Whitgift Estate
The boundaries proposed for the Addiscombe seats ignore the different needs and
characteristics of these areas, between the isolated, greener, lower density housing
surrounding the parks and higher density housing in Addiscombe and Shirley. Neither Park
Hill nor the Whitgift Estate is located within Addiscombe and it’s impossible to claim there’s a
common identity across the area when every past review has recognised Addiscombe Road
as Addiscombe’s definitive southern boundary since at least 1922.
Addiscombe would be better represented by recognising Addiscombe Road as the
community’s southern limit and reincorporating the Tollgate Estate to create one twomember ward and one three-member ward. A new ward could then be formed to the south
of similar housing types around the parks, taking in Park Hill and the Whitgift Estate, which
identify strongly with one another, and the isolated, lower density housing around Shirley
Avenue. To make up numbers the area could then include similarly low density properties
along Upper Shirley Road, the South Park Hill area delineated by the main railway line and
the old Selsdon railway line, or the area west of there to Conduit Lane between Coombe
Road and Croham Road, which was incorporated in the past.
Where I live on Woodside Green in Woodside Ward is very close to the boundary with both
Addiscombe and Ashburton wards. I would never consider Park Hill or the Whitgift Estate as
part of Addiscombe, and they would be difficult to reach on public transport without one or
more changes when travelling from the area considered locally as Addiscombe.
Waddon/South Croydon
The current boundaries in Croydon were set in 1999, with the previous review in 1977. The
long time between reviews highlights the effective way past reviews have prepared for
future population growth. The draft recommendations for the boundary between Waddon
and South Croydon puts the boundaries at risk of review soon after 2022.
Waddon is already oversized in the proposals and, while the review has taken into account
population growth until 2022, the Croydon Plan sets out 12 developments amounting to a
further 2,961 properties by 2036. By comparison, South Croydon is undersized and the plan
sets out 3 developments amounting to 80 properties. More lasting electoral equality can be
achieved with minor changes to the border of Waddon to transfer into South Croydon the
whole of Pampisford Road and roads immediately off that road, and from the south-side of
Warham Road downwards.
It is worth bearing in mind that even the council document outlining the ‘Places’ the
Commission appears to have based their draft recommendations upon, considers these
roads to form part of South Croydon and not Waddon.

West Thornton/Bensham Manor
While the draft recommendations propose three two-member seats across West Thornton
and Bensham Manor, I believe these changes go further than necessary. Within the external
boundaries proposed it’s possible to retain a three-member West Thornton seat and a threemember Bensham Manor seat, this would represent the least change for the area and
provide the greatest continuity for residents.
The proposals set out above would enable the Commission’s argument around ‘Places’ and
Croydon’s clear natural boundaries to be applied consistently across the borough, producing
a set of proposals far more in keeping with the Commission’s three goals.
Yours truly,

Carole Bonner
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I am responding to the draft report by the LGBCE Boundary Review for LB Croydon, for which the
deadline for comments is 8th May 2017 and I write as a local councillor for Purley Ward; I have
also been a Purley resident for over 35 years.
I’m delighted to see that you propose to remove the anomaly whereby many local residents who
think of themselves as living in Purley because they have a Purley postal address, find that they
live officially in Kenley or Coulsdon West wards. I often receive casework from local residents who
describe themselves as living in Purley, and they are sometimes quite upset to find that they are
deemed to be living elsewhere.
It’s clearly the case that “postal Purley” is far too large to be a single ward, but your proposal to
split it into two wards of three and two councillors respectively, to be called Purley & Woodcote
and Purley Oaks & Riddlesdown is obviously sensible.
The name Purley & Woodcote restores a sense of pride and a historical link to the pre-GLC era in
the Woodcote area of West Purley, as the residents certainly do not think of themselves as living
anywhere near Coulsdon, nor do most of them have a CR5 postcode, which belongs to Coulsdon.
The new warding pattern also places all of Purley town centre into one ward, whereas there are
currently arbitrary ward boundaries slicing through the town only 100m South & East of its
recognised centre.
The name Purley Oaks & Riddlesdown also reflects reality on the ground; it is pleasing that Purley
Oaks station will now be in a ward reflecting its own name, while Riddlesdown is now recognised
as a location in its own right, well known for Riddlesdown Common and for the major sixth form
college in the area, Riddlesdown Collegiate.
In summary, I strongly support your proposals, and I hope that they are implemented in full.
Best wishes,
Simon Brew, councillor for Purley Ward, London Borough of Croydon
Conservative Group secretary, Mobile:
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5th May 2018

The Review Officer (Croydon)
Local Government Boundary Commission for England
14th Floor Millbank Tower
Millbank
London SW1P 4QP
Dear Review Officer
I write as a former councillor in the Waddon ward of Croydon and also as a former resident of
Brighton Road, South Croydon.
I lived for over 13 years on the Brighton Road opposite the junction of Haling Park Road. My
children went to local schools, their clubs and friends were there, we shopped locally, used the
local GP, so I am very familiar with the area. I was also a local councillor in the Waddon ward for 4
years so I know its layout well.
I was very pleased therefore to see an area that has far more in common with South Croydon
moved from the ward but a little surprised that with a new South Croydon ward, that more of
South Croydon is not included in it. Particularly as I understand, that the South Croydon ward will
be below the numbers required and Waddon ward would be over.
I think that everyone would agree that Whitgift School and the roads next to it are in South
Croydon not Waddon, indeed my bedroom window looked directly into their grounds.
Pampisford Road and that end of Haling Park Road sits much more naturally in South Croydon
and would create a far more joined up area. This would also create a far better sense of ‘place’ in
Waddon, an area that struggled with its identity due to having a lump of South Croydon attached
to it.
Knowing the area so well, I hope that my views can be given due consideration.
Yours sincerely
Cllr Alison Butler
London Borough of Croydon
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Dear Review Officer,
Thank you for your draft publication for Croydon.
I am a local Councillor in Croydon and do feel that your pattern of wards seems balanced and is based on easily
identifiable boundaries.
Kind regards,
Cllr. Jan Buttinger.
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CROYDON
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The Review Officer (Croydon)
Local Government Boundary
Commission for England
14th Floor Millbank Tower
LONDON
SW1P 4QP
26 April 2017

Dear Review Officer
CROYDON WARD BOUNDARY REVIEW
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Boundary Commission’s draft
proposals for ward boundaries in the London Borough of Croydon. I would like to
comment on the proposals for Waddon ward. I have lived in Waddon for over 20
years and, since May 2014, have represented the ward as one of its three elected
councillors on Croydon Council.
I welcome the Commission’s proposals to maintain Waddon as a three member ward
and to retain the name of this ward. I also support the proposal to extend Waddon
ward northbound along Purley Way up to the Waddon Marsh tram stop. This part of
Croydon has historically been regarded as Waddon and I agree with the Commission
that the residential areas around Whitestone Way and Wandle Park identify more
closely with Waddon than Broad Green. The Commission’s proposals here will also
help to address the current electoral inequality in Broad Green Ward.
I also support the Commission’s proposal to move that part of Waddon ward along
Pampisford Road and adjacent streets between Kendra Hall Road and Chancellor
Gardens in to the Purley Oaks and Riddlesdown ward. These streets have much
more in common with Purley than Waddon and the Harris Academy Purley located
on Kendra Hall Road exemplifies this.

I further support the creation of a new South Croydon ward which better describes
this part of Croydon and its community than current ward arrangements. However I
am very concerned that under the Commission’s draft proposals this new South
Croydon ward will be 5 per cent undersized whilst Waddon ward will be 8 per cent
oversized. This difference equates to over 1500 electors and is a stark inequality of
representation between these two wards.
This inequality is likely to increase further after 2022 given the large number of sites
identified in the Croydon Local Plan along Purley Way for potential new housing
development, including sites that will be moved from Broad Green in to Waddon
under the Commission’s proposals. The Local Plan could see 2961 additional
housing units built in Waddon ward and just 80 built in South Croydon ward.
In addition, residents around Whitgift School, Haling Park Road and the northern end
of Pampisford Road and adjacent streets typically have more in common with South
Croydon than Waddon. For example, their local shops are along South End and
Brighton Road and their nearest railway station is South Croydon rather than
Waddon. They also have a CR2 postcode rather than the CR0 postcode that the rest
of Waddon has. Historic maps and the London A-Z also show the area around
Whitgift School as being South Croydon.
To address these issues, I would suggest that the Commission considers moving the
streets to the south of Whitgift School that are currently in Waddon ward (ie Haling
Park Road eastbound from the junction with Pampisford Road, including Nicola
Close; and the remainder of Pampisford Road and adjacent streets that are not being
placed in the Purley Oaks and Riddlesdown ward) in to the new South Croydon ward.
These changes would create both electoral parity between Waddon and South
Croydon and better reflect the area and the community that is South Croydon.
In light of the considerable number of new houses that are likely to be built in
Waddon in the coming years, I believe that there is also a strong case for seeking to
provide a longer-term parity of electors between Waddon and South Croydon by
making Waddon undersized as part of this review. This could be achieved by
including the remaining roads around Whitgift School in the new South Croydon
ward. These roads are Nottingham Road (up to the junction with Warham Road) the
southern side of Warham Road, Whitgift Avenue and the western side of Brighton
Road southbound from the junction with Warham Road.
Yours sincerely

ROBERT CANNING
COUNCILLOR FOR WADDON WARD

Starkie, Emily
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Clancy, Luke
05 May 2017 14:42
reviews
LGBCE Review of Croydon boundaries

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Follow up
Flagged

Dear Sirs,
I write as a London Borough of Croydon Councillor representing Cousldon West having lived in the
borough for over 15 years. Further to my previous submission, I write to express my full support for your
proposals for the Coulsdon and Purley areas. In terms of electoral equality the variances are well within
the LGBCE tolerance of 10% and the layout is a good match to the places of Croydon.
Under your plans a Coulsdon Town ward would be created with three councillors, an Old Coulsdon ward
with two councillors, a Purley & Woodcote ward with three councillors and a Purley Oaks & Riddlesdown
ward with two councillors. This seems a sensible division based on population sizes and senses of the
locations of communities.
The Commission has redefined the ‘place’ of Purley to more accurately reflect where people feel they live,
linking it explicitly with the Woodcote area which lies at the edge of the borough and is accessed
exclusively through Purley. I concur with this approach. The majority of residents in the northern‐most
polling districts of Cousldon West ward would consider themselves as living in Purley. While the Cousldon
West ward has three influential residents associations ‐ including CWRA and ECRA ‐ it is telling that the
northernmost part of Cousldon West is actually covered by the Purley & Woodcote Residents Association
(which does not mention Coulsdon in its name).
I support a future local ward structure based on the “Place” of Coulsdon, as identified in the current
Croydon Local Plan. It makes sense to split the Coulsdon area into two wards that facilitate the obvious
boundaries along the railway lines in the north of the borough. It is sensible that part of the proposed
Coulsdon Town ward sits to the east of the railway line and the A23 using Fairdean Downs as a natural
barrier to indicate the edge of the ward. Areas in Coulsdon Town ward to the east of the railway line do
not link east‐west to Old Coulsdon due to its geographical topography, and insteadlook more to Coulsdon
town centre. The northern boundary to Coulsdon Town is in line with the council’s definition of 16 places.
The only improvement I see would be for the LGBCE to enable the whole of Ullswater Crescent and Break
Field to be in the Coulsdon Town ward. The draft scheme also puts Coulsdon Memorial Ground in the
Coulsdon Town ward while local residents feel it should be in the Old Coulsdon ward.

Yours faithfully
Cllr Luke Clancy
Coulsdon West ward
LB Croydon
Town Hall
Katharine Street
1
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The Historical Development of Addiscombe
The place that is now referred to as Addiscombe in Croydon derived its name
from Old English and is likely to have originally been a form of Aeddi's camp
(Aeddi's combe) and was centered around what became known as Addiscombe
Farm. The map below is from the 1850's and clearly shows a place name of
Addiscombe with Addiscombe Farm just to the east. To the North and South of
these can be seen the main east/west roads that we call today 'Lower
Addiscombe Road' and Addiscombe Road. These roads run roughly parallel from
the railway line on the western edge of the map to what is today called Shirley
Road in the east. Over the period of the next 170 years Addiscombe would grow
up to fill in almost all the space between the railway and Shirley Road and on both
sides of the two Addiscombe Roads. The large building that can be seen on this
map is the training college of the East India Company who were to dominate the
early development of the area.
1850's Map of Addiscombe

During the latter half of the 19th century the East India Company was wound
down by the government and the land at the college sold to the British Land
Company, who then sold it on in parcels to developers. This led to a house
building boom and by the time of the next map shown below much of the centre
of Addiscombe had already been constructed. Here you can clearly see the
distinctive shape of Oval Road near to East Croydon station and the way that the
Lower Addiscombe Road and Addiscombe Road have retained their original
routes exactly. The parallel roads in the centre of the map are the old East India
lands and it is clear that Park Hill has been developed, albeit with much larger
homes with large gardens. The whole of the western side of Addiscombe is
already developed by this stage whilst the East remains largely fields (except the
area around the shopping parade on the Lower Addiscombe Road, just before the
junction with Blackhorse Lane), we can also see that Woodside is starting to
develop to the North of Addiscombe albeit separated by a railway line in the east
and allotments in the west. On the eastern border Shirley Road remains the
effective end of building.
Addiscombe in 1918

We now move forward the the period just before the Second World War and the
development of Eastern Addiscombe proper. The first major development was
that of the Ashburton Estate. This infilled much of the land between Bingham
Road and the Addiscombe Road. The eastern border of Shirley Road is again
visible here with no development past it. These were larger homes than had been
built closer to the Lower Addiscombe Road with larger gardens.
The Ashburton Estate is Sold

The final roads between Bingham Road and Addiscombe Road up to Shirley Road
were built during the interwar period and finished the development of the old
Ashburton Estate, during the same period building spread across to the southern
side of the eastern end of the Addiscombe Road with the Whitgift Estate. This
land was sold by the Whitgift Foundation and after a brief pause for the war had
been fully developed by the 1950's.
The Whitgift Estate in 1932

The area suffered like much of greater London during the blitz, the records of The
Borough Engineer's Report (Mr C.E. Boast) 1940-1944 record bombs of various
types landing in all areas of Addiscombe, including Park Hill, the Whitgift Estate,
Cherry Orchard Road, Pagehurst Road, Dalmally Road and Brownlow Road
amongst many others.

The next major change to Addiscombe took place in the 1960's and 70's as Wates
began buying up the large Victorian housing in Park Hill. This was replaced by
brand new housing of modern design and included some highly innovative
designs such as St Bernards which was based on a Swiss development and
Turnpike Link which terraces with flat roofs. During this period almost all of the
original Victorian housing disappeared from Park Hill though some particularly
fine examples still stand on Stanhope Road
Houses on St Bernard's in Park Hill, Addiscombe

Houses on Turnpike Link, Addiscombe

More recently development is centreing around East Croydon station with ultra
modern blocks of flats and higher rise developments being built. This is
contributing to a more modern western Addiscombe, closer to East Croydon
station with the older, original housing of the eastern side of Addiscombe
remaining in place as you move further from the town centre.

Dear Sirs
Submission to the Local Government Boundary Commission for England regarding the
draft proposed warding pattern for the London Borough of Croydon
I am writing in connection with the above review. I have been an elected Councillor in the
London Borough of Croydon for 22 years out of the last 26. For the last 18 years I have
represented the Shirley area of Croydon, firstly as a member for Spring Park Ward and
latterly as a member of Shirley Ward.
My submission will centre mainly on the Shirley area that I represent. However, I am very
supportive of the idea that the overall warding pattern for Croydon should where possible
respect the places of Croydon as set out in the Councils places of Croydon map. This map
was drawn up on a cross party basis during my time as the Leader of the Council and I
believe that on the whole it accurately reflects the recognisable areas of the Borough.
Shirley Area
Shirley is one of the places of Croydon as set out in the Councils planning map. People who
live in the Shirley area recognise it as a place and they would identify themselves as living in
Shirley.
The ward boundaries were last changed in 2002 and prior to this most of Shirley sat in two
2 member wards, Spring Park and Monks Orchard. Some areas of Shirley Park and Shirley
Hills sat in the Ashburton and Heathfield Wards respectively. The 2002 review saw
Heathfield take areas in the West of Monks Orchard and Spring Park Wards, whilst
Ashburton ward took in a large part of North Shirley from Longheath Gardens to Orchard
Avenue.
The proposals set out in your draft warding pattern are very similar to the suggestions that I
made in my original submission to you. I believe that your proposals suggest very
recognisable boundaries for the Shirley North and Shirley South wards. The use of Shirley
Road and Wickham Road as boundaries are eminently sensible and produce two wards that
are within the size limits set out in your draft guidelines. The proposals also recognise the
boundaries of Shirley as a place as defined within the 16 places of Croydon. I know that the
residents associations within the Shirley area broadly supported the boundaries set out in
the submission by the Shirley Planning forum which are broadly similar to the draft
proposals.
The proposed boundaries are similar to the pre 2002 boundaries of Spring Park and Monks
Orchard Wards but include parts of Shirley such as the Tollgate and Stroud Green estates

that are linked very strongly to Shirley but were included in Ashburton Ward solely in order
to make the number of electors fit the ward sizing.

Yours sincerely
Councillor Mike Fisher
Shirley Ward
London Borough of Croydon

Submission to the Local Government Boundary Commission for England –
Comments on the Draft Proposals for the Revised Ward Boundaries in the London
Borough of Croydon
7th May 2017
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Summary
I am writing to object to the draft recommendations for the following wards
1)
2)
3)
4)
5)

Addiscombe East
Addiscombe West and Park Hill
Shirley North
Shirley South
Woodside

To propose changes to the boundaries of the above wards.
To support the creation of a new two seat ward based on the Park Hill area as
proposed in the Croydon Labour Group submission.

Personal Background:
I have strong local connections to the area of Croydon covered by the existing
Addiscombe, Ashburton and Woodside wards. I grew up in Croydon and lived on
Portland Road in South Norwood (Woodside Ward) and on Bingham Road in
Addiscombe (Ashburton Ward). I was first elected to the Addiscombe Ward in May
1994, when I lived in Bingham Road. For the last 15 years, I’ve lived on Edward
Road in Addiscombe.

My Community Links
I am not a car owner, like most residents of the Addiscombe Ward. My community is
in effect determine by walking distance. My local community is focused on the Lower
Addiscombe Road and the surrounding streets. I shop at the Co-op on the corner of
Morland Road and Cherry Orchard Road. My doctor is at 1A Morland Road. My
dentist is on Cherry Orchard Road. My local post office in at 199-201 Morland Road.
My local vet is on Lower Addiscombe Road, opposite Ashburton Park. When I go to
work, I walk to East Croydon Station or get the 197 or 410 bus to East Croydon. As a
local councillor, we hold our ward surgery at the Sir Phillip Game Centre on Morland
Avenue, and this is reasonable walking distance from all parts of the local ward. My
local catholic church is on Bingham Road, close to Shirley Park Road. My local
library, which used to be in Ashburton Park, is now part of the Shirley Park Oasis
Academy on Shirley Park Road. Because of the proposed changes to the
Addiscombe Ward Boundaries, instead of being in one ward, they will now be split
across 3 wards of Addiscombe East, Addiscombe West and Park Hill, and the
Woodside Ward.
As a local councillor and resident I helped set up the Friends of the Addiscombe
Railway Park, the members of which come from the local area, especially the
Morland Road/Davidson Road corridor which has little open space.
If I want to socialise I will go to restaurants such as Banana Leaf on Lower
Addiscombe Road (LAR), near the railway line, or I will go to the Addiscombe District
centre and go to Claret Free house or to one of the restaurants along the LAR. I will
also go the pubs like the Oval Tavern or Leslie Arms, which are both situated on
roads just of the Cherry Orchard Road. If I need to go for a larger shop I go the

larger Co-op on Lower Addiscombe Road, where I can also shop at a butchers,
fishmongers, greengrocers, and various other shops. If I need to go a large
supermarket. I will get the 289 on Lower Addiscombe Road which takes me to the
Elmers End Tesco, just past Longheath gardens on Long Lane.
For exercise, I used to go the gym on Cherry Orchard Road, opposite Billington Hill. I
now run, and my weekly run takes in the parks of Addiscombe which are
Addiscombe Railway Park, Ashburton Park, Ashburton Playing fields, Long Lane
Woods and then back home.

My role as local Councillor
As a Local Councillor, I am first councillor listed on the Croydon Website for the
Addiscombe Ward. Most of the residents who contact me are from the existing
Addiscombe Ward but I do get contacted by residents of the Ashburton Ward, who
contact me as they believe I am their Addiscombe Councillor. I got emails from
residents of Long Lane, Stroud Green Estate, and roads of the Bingham Road.
Along with our Ashburton Councillors we have provided community ward funding for
the Addiscombe Carnival, which takes place in Ashburton Park every year.
Addiscombe and Ashburton Councillors have a joint stall at this event. Both sets of
ward councillors are also working together to review the business and shops
association on Lower Addiscombe Road to give a stronger voice to the group that
currently straddles two wards.
Since I was first elected in 1994 I have developed strong links with the resident
groups in Addiscombe, and work closely with the HOME, TACRA, ECCO, CHASE,
and Canning and Clyde residents associations over the years. I have worked closed
with tenants and leaseholders of the Croydon Council housing estates, which are
mostly situated along the lower Addiscombe Road and Long Lane.

History of Addiscombe Ward
Addiscombe Ward has been in existence from at least 1922, and it covers the same
area as it did then. Addiscombe Ward boundaries changed slightly in the 1930s and
the area around Dalmally Road was included in the ward.

necessity for change to the local boundaries.

Objections to the current recommendations
Addiscombe Road as a strong boundary: For nearly 95 years the Addiscombe Road
has been the ward boundary between Addiscombe Wards and areas to the South.
Various boundary commissions have made this road the boundary between the
Addiscombe Ward. This road has a tramline running down the centres and marks the
division between Addiscombe and Park Hill area. It should be noted that the old
name for the Addiscombe Road was the Upper Addiscombe Road and marked the
boundary of the Addiscombe area.

Break-up of the Morland Road/Davidson Road community. The community I live in
has been treated abysmally by the current recommendations. It seems to have been
sacrificed for electoral or political convenience and has been split across 3 wards
while currently it has only one. This part of Addiscombe may not have resident
associations but it doesn’t mean it doesn’t have strong community links. It was
residents from this area, who I worked with to set up the Friends of Addiscombe
Railway Park, as this is the only green space residents, who live in the Davidson
Road/Morland Road corridor, have. This area is made up of terrace housing and if
split up will end up being marginalised across the 3 wards.

Addiscombe is a ward with low car ownership: According to the 2011 census
Addiscombe has one of the lowest level of car ownership in Croydon. Overall less
than half the household have a car, and in places like Cross Road, Davidson Road,
and Canning Road, car ownership is under 40%. This means that you can’t judge the
area by driving around it, but you need to judge it from the pedestrian perspective,
and by users of public transport. It is notable that many residents of Shirley, which
have high level of car ownership, saw the eastern part of Long Lane, near The
Glade, as part of their area, whilst the residents of Stroud Green way and Tollgate,
who used the trams and buses more, don’t see themselves as part of Shirley, but
look towards the Addiscombe district centre as the area they relate to best.

Extension of the two Addiscombe wards south of the Addiscombe Road. I live in
Edward Road and in the new Addiscombe East Ward. I have no connections or
community interaction with the residents of Whitgift state or Lloyd Park. I do have
links with the main shopping areas along lower Addiscombe Road, but my everyday
interactions are along the Morland Road, Davidson Road, and Cherry Orchard Road.
Alexandra Road, which is the sister road to Edward Road (named after then Queen
and King of England) will be another ward Addiscombe West and Park Hill. Again,
there is little or no community links between this road and Park Hill area. The only
thing they share is East Croydon Station, which is just as applicable to the residents
of Edward Road or to most of the central Croydon.

Loss of the Addiscombe Identity. Addiscombe Ward has been around since 1922, but
Addiscombe as a place has existed for hundreds of years. Addiscombe Military

College, was the training grounds of the East India Company up to 1860s. The
Addiscombe Railway Park sits on the site of original Addiscombe Railway Station,
which opened in the 1860s. Addiscombe has grown over the last 150 years and has
extended eastwards along the Lower Addiscombe Road. When the old Addiscombe
Train station was closed in 1998 the name was transferred, at the behest of local
shopkeepers, to the new tram stop on the main shopping parade on Lower
Addiscombe Road. (which previously was known as Bingham Halt). The current
recommendations mean that neither of the proposed wards will be solely
Addiscombe focused which means that they won’t be able to champion the area.
This especially applies to the Addiscombe West and Park Hill ward whose focus
could move south of the Addiscombe Road, leading to Cherry Orchard Road area
being neglected.

Parts of Addiscombe are excluded. The current proposals mean that areas that see
themselves are being part of Addiscombe are excluded. This includes the southern
end of Morland Road which is moved to the Woodside Ward. These residents have a
CR0 6 postcode, and not the SE25 postcode that the rest of South Norwood and
Woodside. The residents of this end of Morland Road share the same shops and
facilities as where I live in Edward Road. Excluding this area of Morland Road is a
mistake, especially as Rees House on Morland Road is to become the site of a new
secondary school for Addiscombe by the Ark Foundation. Currently the only
secondary school we have locally is the Shirley Park Oasis Academy which cover
the Addiscombe East area, and this new school catchment area will by Addiscombe
West area.
The other part of Addiscombe excluded from the two recommended wards is the
areas around Ashburton Park and two areas along Long Lane, Stroud Green, and
Tollgate estates. These areas are key part of the Addiscombe area. Having lived on
Bingham Road I have never met anyone who lives in these two areas who think they
live in Shirley or that their closest connections are with Shirley. They see themselves
as residents of Addiscombe. Addiscombe area is served by the Ashburton Library, if
the Shirley Road is used as the boundary this means the local library that serves
Addiscombe will sit within Shirley North Ward, again diminishing the voice of the
local community.

Photographic Evidence: Below are some of the photographic evidence I took whilst
walking around this area.

Figure 4 Welcome to Croydon Addiscombe on Long Lane, near Bromley border

Figure 5 Sign showing the community links between East and West Addiscombe areas, Sign is on Long Lane
Ashburton Ward, and advertises services at a church on Lower Addiscombe Road in Addiscombe Ward.

Figure 6 Bright Kids Pre-school on Stroud Green Way, advertising it as being in Addiscombe

Figure 7 Cray and Norton Estate Agents selling house on Chaucer Green Addiscombe

Figure 8 Cray and Norton Estate Agent selling house on Long Lane Addiscombe

Proposals for Two Addiscombe Wards
I write in support for two wards based on the Addiscombe area, which I have set out
in the picture below. This area covers all the part of Addiscombe where residents
identify as living in Addiscombe.
The map below would provide Addiscombe with its own two seats while meeting the
Commissions’ requirements for electoral equality. Within this area Addiscombe
would be entitled to five representatives between one three-member ward and one
two-member ward. Not only would this enable Addiscombe to retain its voice on the
council and preserve the focus of council and police resources on the area, but these
wards would represent minimal change for the neighbourhood.

Strong Outer Boundaries of the revised two wards proposals
The outer
boundaries of
this area are
very strong.
Addiscombe
Road is both
a historic and
a very strong
boundary,
both a main
road and a
tramline. The
mainline
railway acts
as a strong
boundary
between
Addiscombe
and the
Figure 11 Addsicombe Area, population about 20,000 electors, equilavant to 5 councillors Selhurst
wards. The
tramlines from Blackhorse Lane divides the southern areas of SE25 from the
Croydon postcode of Addiscombe.

Chaffinch Brook as a Ward Boundary: The chaffinch brook should mark the boundary
between the proposed Addiscombe wards and the revised Shirley North as it is a
strong natural feature. In 1978 review the boundary commission used the Chaffinch
Brook as the boundary between the new wards of Ashburton and Monks Orchard,
which are not that dissimilar to what is being proposed. They said:
“ASHBURTON WARD
Commencing at a point where Addiscombe Road meets the eastern boundary of Addiscombe Ward,
thence northwards and northeastwards along said boundary and the southeastern boundaries of

Woodside Ward and Rylands Ward to the footbridge on the path between Macclesfield Road and
Long Lane, thence southeastwards along eaid footbridge and path, crossing Long Lane and
continuing along Bywood Avenue to a point opposite the northwestern boundary of No 2a Bywood
Avenue, thence southwestwards to and along said boundary to the eastern boundary of Ashburton
Playing Fields, thence southwards along said boundary and generally southwestwards along the
southern boundary of said fields and in continuation crossing Glenthorne Avenue, to and along the
eastern boundary of No 106 Glenthorne Avenue to Chaffinch Brook, thence southwards along said
brook to the rear boundaries of Hos 37-^9 Shirley Avenue, thence southwestwards along said
boundaries and the northern boundary of No 139 Shirley Road to Shirley Road, thence
southeastwards along said road to Addiscombe Road, thence westwards along said road to the point
of commencement*” From the 1978 Final Recommendation of the Ashburton Ward Boundaries.

Course of the Chaffinch Brook as seen in earlier map

Figure 12 Course of the Chaffinch Brook has been used to define boundaries

Feedback from meeting with Resident Associations of the Addiscombe Ward
There is no support from any of the residents associations within the Addiscombe
Ward for the current recommendations as they currently stand. Although it is
possible to construct arguments for linking the communities north and south of the
Addiscombe Road, the actual basis for this is flimsy. The links between the areas
within the Addiscombe Ward are stronger than the links between Addiscombe Wards
and places like Park Hill and Lloyd Park.
There is support for the proposal to divide the Addiscombe area into an Addiscombe
East and an Addiscombe West, but with Addiscombe Road as the southern
boundary. The issue for many of the residents associations was where the dividing
line should be. They were keen that none of the large residents associations should
be split in two, as they believed they served natural communities.
As a local councillor, I originally preferred a 3-councillor ward for Addiscombe West
as this would have meant least change. This would have resulted in a 2-seat ward
for Addiscombe East. Having spoken to ECCO, HOME, TACRA, CHASE and
Canning & Clyde, and had feedback from Blackhorse and ASPRA from colleagues it
was clear that there was support for a 2-councillor ward for Addiscombe West and a

3-councillor ward for Addiscombe East. Making sure that we did not split any of the
large residents associations in two, I am supportive of the ward boundary that runs
north from the Addiscombe Road between Elgin and Clyde Road, and then uses the
Addiscombe Railway Park (a former rail line) as the boundary. The existing boundary
between Addiscombe and Woodside ward would be retained to make sure Morland
Road area is kept within one ward. I would support that the whole of Canal Walk is
put into the Addiscombe Ward, as currently half of it is in Woodside and half in
Addiscombe, and to get to the Addiscombe end of Canal Walk you need to via the
Woodside ward. These residents of Canal Walk have a CR0 6 postcode and don’t
see themselves as living in South Norwood or Woodside.

Proposed revised map for 2-seat Addiscombe West and 3-seat Addiscombe East
Wards

The above map shows that two wards will meet the tests set down by Commission in
terms of Electoral Equality and Community connectiveness.

3-seat Addiscombe West and 2-seat Addiscombe East option: I would also like to state
that I would not oppose the alternative option for the two Addiscombe wards with a
3-seat Addiscombe West option. The advantage of this for residents is there would
be minimal change and reflects the 95-year history of the ward.

Support for the revised submission from the Croydon Labour Group
for this and the surrounding wards. I support the creation of the Park Hill,
Whitgift and Shirley Hills ward. Looking through the history of boundary reviews it
has always been difficult to create a ward in this area, and the boundaries change
dramatically from one review to the next. With the growth of Park Hill since the 1970s
it is clear that Park Hill needs its own voice on the council, and that this proposed
ward gives the residents their best chance to achieve this.

I also support the knock-on changes that Croydon Labour Group has suggest for the
wards surrounding the two Addiscombe wards to make sure that electoral equality is
achieved.

Naming of Wards:

As we are only 5 year away from many wards celebrating
their 100th Birthday, see 1922 map, I would suggest that ward names should reflect
this history. Both Addiscombe Wards should incorporate Addiscombe within their
names.
2-seat Addiscombe West Ward should either be Addiscombe West, or Addiscombe
West and East Croydon, to reflect the views of those who live in the Cherry Orchard
Road area
3-seat Addiscombe West Ward should be called with Addiscombe West or
Addiscombe Village. Addiscombe Village got support from residents who live around
the main district centre as they saw it to celebrate the bringing together of the two
parts of the main shopping district centre.
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Dear Sir / Madam,
I am concerned that your proposals create significant and unwarranted disruption to the ward boundaries in
Croydon and have not taken into account natural communities in so doing.
Selhurst
Re the ward that I represent, Selhurst, your proposals removes most of Selhurst from the ward by bringing its
eastern boundary west. Selhurst as a place is defined by being two areas. South Norwood and West Croydon
with what was a small hamlet of Selhurst in the middle. Comprising the Train Station, Train Care Depot,
Heavers Meadow, Selhurst Park Football Ground etc. Your point 39 in asserting that the Depot and the Railway
line provide a strong barrier is nonsense, and mis placed geography. Those features do provide a strong barrier
between Croydon North and Croydon Central, but not on the East West as travel is unhindered by very good
provision of bridges. Perversely the railway brings people together, with the Selhurst Railway Club providing a
‘local pub’ for residents on the eastern side of the railway, but with two bridges just yards apart they serve the
western side as much as the eastern side. Your point 40 applies to this area, in even greater strength.
The area right up to South Norwood Library is a natural part of the Selhurst Community. Local Churches,
including those provided by the Church of England, Catholic Church and school, Evangelical and Seventh Day
Adventists all serve this area from bases that you propose will now be in different wards.
I would urge you to look again at your proposals and reduce the amount of significant change. Naturally keeping
Selhurst as a three member seat helps push the boundaries around the northern part of the borough more
naturally. South Norwood is a very large community, and you have included significant parts of South Norwood
within Thornton Heath Ward, Woodside and
Addiscombe Seats
Having lived in South Norwood my whole life, I can not understand how you have connected the edge of South
Norwood with South Croydon in your proposals for Addiscombe West and Park Hill / Addiscombe East. To walk
from my house (I now live off of Woodside Green in South Norwood) all the way to Lloyd Park Tram stop is a
1

walk that would take almost an hour, and one that changes beyond all recognition in house styles, transport
links school catchments, church groups etc.
Before you confirm these exceedingly geographically large wards, I would urge you to simply walk them, as
every ward in Croydon has until now been walkable in a day between different parts of it. I went to School at
Archbishop Tenison’s High School, Selborne Road, Park Hill and It is not a walkable distance from South
Norwood. You naturally catch a bus or train into the town centre and then walk up to Park Hill.

I look forward to your final proposals,

Yours sincerely,

Timothy Godfrey
Councillor, Selhurst Ward, Croydon Council
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Email: reviews@lgbce.org.uk

Dear Sir/Madam,
LGBCE Draft recommendations on the new electoral arrangements for Croydon Borough
Council Electoral review – March 2017
I would like to contribute my representations in relation to the scheme which LGBCE has
proposed in its recently published draft recommendations.
I live in Sanderstead Ward in Croydon South and have represented this ward on Croydon
Council since 1998. I was born and raised in Selsdon Ward, now known as Selsdon & Ballards
Ward, which is immediately adjacent to Sanderstead. I have lived in Sanderstead for the
past 28 years. I also work in the office of the Croydon South MP so have a particularly
comprehensive understanding of the southern part of our borough as well.
In addition to this, I worked in professional health practices in Selsdon and Shirley for 20
plus years – with patients attending from across the Borough and I also had a domiciliary
practice visiting patients in their own home and in care homes right across Croydon and
beyond.
My 3 children were all educated in central Croydon hence had friends across the Borough
which meant as a family we too had close friendships with parents visiting each other’s
homes and attending events together. This was enhanced with their sport and music
activities too.
As someone who has been involved in local politics for over 20 years I have visited and
campaigned in probably every ward across the Borough – listening to local residents and
attending community events from Coulsdon to Norbury, New Addington to Waddon.
I represent Croydon Council on a number of Croydon‐wide organisations (and have done for
many years) such as the Eleanor Shorter Trust, which manages open spaces in the north and
south of the Borough as well as being a regular attendee of the Council’s Tenants and
Leaseholders’ Panel where residents have an excellent opportunity to contribute their views
about their local communities concerns and aspirations. I have also put on music and dance
shows in central Croydon liaising with music and dance groups right across Croydon to put
on performances attracting over 1000 attendees a night.
I do feel therefore that I have a good understanding of Croydon and its residents and
businesses as a whole although, as you will see there are some areas which I am closer to
than others.
I would like to say at the outset that I am happy with the LGBCE draft recommendations that
Croydon should be represented by 70 councillors, the same number as there are now; that
Croydon should have 28 wards, four more than there are now and that the boundaries of all
wards should change, none will stay the same.

I think that LGBCE has done a very good job in bringing forward proposals which perfectly
well satisfy the key criteria of:
• Improving electoral equality by equalising the number of electors each councillor
represents
• Reflecting community identity
• Providing for effective and convenient local government
Electorate
I agree that all of the proposed wards for Croydon will have good electoral equality by 2022
with the number of electors represented by each councillor as close to the average as
possible and that a mix of two and three councillor wards would enable some flexibility
which allow the Council to carry out it roles and responsibilities effectively.
Boundaries
It is clearly very important that strong identifiable boundaries are used in designing the new
wards and I am very pleased to note that a visit was made to Croydon and that this tour
really helped to inform the boundaries being recommended.
I agree with the recommendation that the main railway line in the north provides for a
strong and identifiable boundary, more so than other railway lines across the borough, and
access from one side of the high‐speed line to the other can indeed be limited. This railway
line does therefore provide an excellent starting point for the new arrangements.
Places
I am pleased to see that the recommendations acknowledge the importance of the ‘places’
in Croydon as these were referred to as being important locally by multiple respondents,
As you know the whole concept of ‘Places’ was created a few years ago when the
Conservative Party was in control of Croydon. There were regular cross‐Party working party
meetings which were well attended by councillors from both Labour and Conservative sides
and culminated in the creation of ‘The Croydon Local Plan’ which can be viewed
at: https://www.croydon.gov.uk/sites/default/files/articles/downloads/localplan‐
adopted.pdf
I attended these working party meetings and do not recall any opposition to the creation of
a ‘Places’ strategy on which to develop Croydon’s Local Plan from anyone. On the contrary,
the 16 ‘Places’ which evolved were welcomed with enthusiasm and many hours were spent
discussing the size and shape of the ‘Places’ to ensure best fit with local communities, local
geography and ‘natural’ boundaries. As well as councillors, local residents and businesses
were also very involved in the ‘Places’ development process and there were plenty of
opportunities to contribute via the neighbourhood consultations which took place right
across the Borough.

Indeed the Council was delighted with the fantastic response throughout production,
especially to the Issues and Options Initial Report ‐ Imagine Croydon in 2009, Preferred
Options which were consulted on in February 2010 and again in September 2010 when
there was more information on homes, employment, transport and culture. Within the
discussions close attention was paid to the conservation of our heritage, natural and built
environments, and the local distinctiveness that makes the 16 Places of Croydon so special.
Since it was adopted in 2013 The Croydon Local Plan: Strategic Policies has set the
framework for the planning and management of development in the Borough. Since the
whole ‘Places’ concept was so enthusiastically welcomed across the Borough by so many
local residents and businesses as well as councillors from both political parties, it would
seem to me to be a most appropriate basis on which to now base the new ward boundaries
and it is therefore appropriate that this has been strongly recognised.

Turning now to specific areas and the wards being proposed I would like to contribute the
following thoughts:
Sanderstead
The proposal respects the ‘Place’ known as Sanderstead very well and re‐unites areas such
as the upper Croham area such as current CR6 polling district and also western Selsdon and
Ballards (Currently polling district SB2). Residents living in these areas are represented by
the very active Sanderstead Residents’ Association (SRA) with an almost perfect fit of their
‘patch’ with the ‘Places’ based proposal. The SRA works very closely with the Sanderstead
councillors in identifying projects for Community Ward Budget spending right across the
‘Sanderstead area.
In fact last summer the SRA, All Saints’ Church and Sanderstead councillors put on a
‘Sanderstead Festival which celebrated music, sport and culture with a full programme of
events on 18th June. In the evening there was a Swing Band concert which was sold out.
Sanderstead ward largely follows the borders of the parish of Sanderstead so again, this
makes it a good fit.
As Sanderstead councillors we are currently working closely with the SRA on installing more
Christmas lights in the Ward as well as funding works to improve our ponds, supporting local
Scout groups with hut maintenance works, supporting our local carers and Neighbourhood
Watch schemes etc.
I actually lived in SB2 for about five years and as families we all sent our children to
Ridgeway Primary which is close by and is located in Sanderstead Ward. Quite a number of
homes back onto the current Sanderstead Ward boundary such as those along Norfolk
Avenue backing Church Way in Sanderstead and Sanderstead Plantation.
I do however think that the very northern section could do with being shifted from the
Sanderstead ward proposal into the new South Croydon ward as residents living in this area
do consider their address to be South Croydon. I have noticed this on correspondence which

we receive in the MP’s office from residents in this particular area – they don’t tend to
include ‘Sanderstead’ whereas those a bit closer to Elmfield Way shops and Ridgeway
Primary School, do.
Aside from the final paragraph I think that the recommendation for Sanderstead Ward this
ward adheres well to the statutory criteria and accurately reflects the local community.
Sanderstead and the new Purley wards ‐ Purley & Woodcote and Purley Oaks and
Riddlesdown
Meeting the LGBCE criteria
I agree with the proposal to divide Purley into a western three member ward – Purley &
Woodcote – and an eastern ward of Purley Oaks and Riddlesdown
a) Electoral Equality:
 Sanderstead ward has a variance of +5%, which is well within tolerance, although this would
reduce slightly if my suggestion proposal to add northern Essenden Road back into South
Croydon were accepted


Purley Oaks & Riddlesdown is slightly oversized at +6% and this will be fractionally worsened
if the proposal to move a small number of houses from Purley & Woodcote to Purley Oaks &
Riddlesdown. It will still be well within tolerance.



Purley & Woodcote ward, at +3% is well within tolerance

b) Community Identity:
 The current proposal divides greater Purley into two wards and greatly simplifies the
division of responsibilities. Woodcote is a distinct sub‐area, where residents would say they
lived in Woodcote but also Purley For many years the area has been split between Purley
and Couldon West and this proposal remedies that which is a good thing
 the proposal for Purley and Woodcote, reflects the area represented by Purley & Woodcote
RA which is another active RA in our area and would give the Purley District Centre and its
Business Improvement District group a real Town Centre focus
 Riddlesdown and Purley Oaks are two distinct sub‐areas of Purley
‐ Riddlesdown would normally be considered to be the area running up the hill towards
Riddlesdown Common from Riddlesdown Station which is correctly located within the ward.
 Riddlesdown has very strong residents’ association which recognises the proposal as
‘their’ area and their own church – St Edmund’s and
 Properties on the Laing estate have CR8 – Purley – postcodes
‐ The northern end of Purley Oaks & Riddlesdown includes the Purley Oaks centre and
roundabout and Purley Oaks Station.

As previously stated, Sanderstead ward is a close match to the parish and contains pretty
much all the streets where residents would consider themselves to be Sanderstead
residents, including areas of former Croham and Selsdon & Ballards wards where residents
were previously confused by the identity clash.
I think the proposal to keep Mountwood Close and Ferns Close on the eastern boundary in
Selsdon is correct. These two closes are in easy walking distance of Selsdon district centre
with its good range of shops including supermarkets and pharmacies and residents in these
two closes have historically been members of Selsdon Residents Association.
c) Convenient local government:
• Sanderstead ward as drawn is a very coherent ward with its district centre at its heart and
major arterial routes and bus routes running both north south and east west.
Communications in and across it will be as convenient as the current ward, which is very
good.
• Purley district centre is close to the eastern edge of the borough which perhaps is not
ideal. However, lines of communication within it are very good, with bus routes enabling
quick and easy access to all corners. Kenley.
• Purley Oaks and Riddlesdown ward looks odd on a map, being long and thin. However this
is determined by the topography, which enables it to follow the Bourne Valley as it sweeps
round through Purley Cross and up to the balancing pond at the Purley Oaks Depot. Because
the roads follow the contours, road linkages are good.
Proposed boundary tweaks
 I understand that Riddlesdown Residents Association have submitted a suggestion
that they would prefer that a small corner of their patch which is within the
proposed Purley & Woodcote ward be transferred to the Purley Oaks & Riddlesdown
ward. This would mean one less group of councillors for them to have to work with. I
am happy to support this as a pragmatic change to make their life less complex. It
involves the transfer of 32 houses and 15 flats, so does not have a major effect on
electorate variances.


I would also like to see a slight change to the border of Purley Oaks and Riddlesdown
ward which would see the caretaker’s cottage included in this ward rather than in
Sanderstead. This is because the cottage is effectively the last property on Honister
Heights, which would be in the new Purley Oaks and Riddlesdown ward and can only
be accessed by road via Honister Heights. Riddlesdown School would remain in
Sanderstead Ward.

d) There are strong and identifiable boundaries
For Sanderstead ‐

• At the northern end this is the Upper Selsdon Road and in the south by the Selsdon Park
Hotel Golf Club and Kings Wood. There is no road access through from Sanderstead to
Selsdon Vale so I think this eastern boundary is correct.
• The north western boundary of Sanderstead is formed by the railway cutting and Purley
Downs Golf Club. This is another strong and identifiable boundary.
For Purley –
• Purley Way playing fields makes for a strong northern boundary to Purley
For Riddlesdown/Kenley ‐
• Godstone Road and the cliff along it makes for a strong Riddlesdown/Kenley border
For Purley Oaks & Riddledsown –
• The northern boundary of Purley Oaks and Riddlesdown follows the topography of the
valley, so whilst it looks odd on a map it makes perfect local sense
Other considerations:
Drawing the boundary to the two Purley wards immediately to the east of the town centre
ensures the main shopping precinct is all contained within one ward, which is good
I understand that the local residents’ associations are broadly content with the scheme

South Croydon and Waddon
I support the recommendation that there are two three member wards here; South
Croydon and Waddon and I am pleased that the evidence received to date has been
persuasive in this respect.
It is important that South Croydon reflects the ‘place’ of South Croydon as indeed that
Waddon ward also respects its ‘place’. The South Croydon ward proposed by the
Conservative Group also keeps intact strong transport links and allows the inclusion of the
South End restaurant quarter as well as the very busy South Croydon Station.
To consider breaking this area up into three two member wards would definitely not be
helpful because:





It would leave Croham ward with no shops, no community facilities and no centre.
It would be very difficult for its councillors to bring the community together
The area of eastern Waddon has little in common with the area to the other side of
Brighton Road – the housing tenure is quite different (largely small apartments vs
family terraced housing)
It would fragment the current Waddon ward un‐necessarily – there is something to
be said for keeping wards which have been together for a considerable time
together (the Haling area has been part of Waddon since at least 1964)

I believe that two three member wards would serve the interests of residents better
than three two member ones.


Certainly residents living in the Whitestone Way development and the surrounding
residential area identify more closely with Waddon, and I am pleased that such
strong evidence has been received from residents that you are proposing to adopt
the Conservative Group’s proposed three‐councillor Waddon ward, which includes
the Wandle Park area. This ward also follows strong boundaries and provides for
good electoral equality.

South Croydon
I support the proposal for a three member ward here as this would best serve the interests
of residents.
Why these boundaries make sense in terms of LGBCE criteria
a) Electoral Equality:
• South Croydon is somewhat undersized in the draft scheme (‐8%), caused in part
by the removal of the area north of Essenden Road from the ward and addition
of this area back in to the ward would improve this
• Both are within acceptable tolerance
b) Community Identity:
• All of this area is considered by the Post Office to be South Croydon (although it
is also true that the postal area of South Croydon is very much larger than the
ward)
• Everywhere in this ward would consider itself to live in South Croydon rather
than any other sub‐division of southern Croydon such as Purley, Sanderstead,
Selsdon etc.
• The restaurant quarter of South Croydon is contained within the ward and forms
a strong focus
• South Croydon Station is near the centre of the area rather than on the
periphery
c) Convenient local government:
• Communication lines north‐south and east‐west work well in terms of public transport
• There is a community heart in which to bring residents together
d) Strong & identifiable boundaries:
• Croham Hurst makes for a strong south‐eastern boundary


Coombe Road makes for a strong northern one




The change in housing type at Ballards Way makes for a reasonable point at which
to place a boundary
The area of Brighton Road running along the playing fields of Whitgift School make
an appropriate western edge in that area which has been in place for many decades

Waddon
I support the proposal for a three member ward here; aside from the addition of some
properties at the northern boundary which definitely belong in Waddon, Waddon is best
kept intact as the recognisable area it has been for years
Why these boundaries make sense in terms of LGBCE criteria
•

Electoral Equality:

Waddon has an electoral variance of +5%, which is well within acceptable tolerances
Community Identity:
•

Waddon has broadly been defined in this form since at least 1977 except that in this
proposal an area which thinks of itself as Purley has been removed and I am pleased
that an area around Wandle Park which links strongly to Waddon added.
 The central eastern area around Whitgift School has been part of Waddon since at
least 1964
 The division of Wandle Park into Broad Green but Waddon Ponds into Waddon has
always appeared somewhat arbitrary
 Wandle Park and the roads adjoining it (Theobald Road etc.) are in character very
like Old Town in Waddon and they are detached from Broad Green by the large and
impermeable industrial estate.
 Making Wandle Park the northern heart of that community rather than the
boundary seems sensible.
 The housing type in Wandle Park and northern Waddon is very similar
 The community facilities of medical practices, schools and nurseries serve this
community well and are very popular locally
 The character of the area on the western edge of South Croydon ward is markedly
different from that in eastern Waddon. It is a different type of housing, being
predominantly terraced housing, compared with Waddon’s medium density blocks
c) Convenient local government:
• Transport links in Waddon are generally good and it is possible to get around the ward
using public transport
• In both the northern and southern portions of the ward there are appropriate community
facilities and places to bring the communities together
d)Strong & identifiable boundaries:

• Waddon is bounded on its long western boundary by the borough border
• The industrial area to the north is identified by LGBCE as a strong northern boundary – this
is seen as the large dark grey area to the north of Wandle Park on the character map above
• Roman Way, which is rather impermeable east‐west, makes a strong north‐eastern
boundary
• Brighton Road and Whitgift School makes for a strong central eastern boundary
•

Purley Playing fields makes for a strong, if rather drawn out, southern boundary

Coulsdon
Coulsdon Town & Old Coulsdon wards
I like the re‐naming of the Coulsdon wards as they are clearly logical and I believe that local
residents will be very pleased with them. I know how much the residents at the top of the
hill in Coulsdon like to say that they live in Old Coulsdon, they write in their address, as this
reflects the history of this ‘Place’.
I support two three member wards here.
Why these boundaries make sense in terms of LGBCE criteria:
a) Electoral equality


The proposed wards of Coulsdon Town and Old Coulsdon offer good electoral
equality and facilitate the strong boundaries along the railway lines in the north of
the borough, thus allowing for the maintenance of the strong boundaries to the
north. This is welcomed.

b) Community Identity


I like the re‐naming of the Coulsdon wards as they are clearly logical and I believe
that local residents will be very pleased with them. I know how much the residents
at the top of the hill in Coulsdon like to say that they live in Old Coulsdon, they write
in their address, as this reflects the history of this ‘Place’.

c) Convenient local government


A pattern of wards that keeps Coulsdon as a distinct area is clearly strongly
supported by local residents as confirmed by the information received during the
consultation

d) Strong & identifiable boundaries:




the railway line and the A23
I like the proposed new boundaries at the edge of Farthing Down in Coulsdon and
the boundary between Old Coulsdon and Kenley created by Coulsdon Court Golf
Course and Kenley Aerodrome. I think that these resonate well with local residents
being very clear and easily recognised

Suggestions
I would suggest two minor amendments to the current scheme which would not have any
impact on elector numbers.
Firstly the draft scheme splits the Ullswater Industrial Estate but for electoral ease it would
be better to have the whole of Ullswater Crescent and Break Field in Coulsdon Town ward. .
Secondly the draft scheme puts Coulsdon Memorial Ground in the Coulsdon Town ward.
There is some local feeling that this park, which is well supported by a local ‘friends’ group
should remain in the Old Coulsdon ward.
Selsdon & Forestdale
Selsdon & Addington Village and Selsdon Vale & Forestdale
With regard to Selsdon & Forestdale I would say that residents who live in Forestdale look to
Selsdon for their major shopping location (I certainly did when I lived there) and I like the
link between Selsdon Vale and Forestdale. The properties have a similar ‘modern’ look to
them and there is a bus route (the 433) which links the two areas with a regular bus service.
The submissions received clearly argued for wards based on the Council’s ‘places’, and
provided evidence to support the inclusion of Forestdale with Selsdon.
I am therefore pleased to see that it is considered that the Conservative proposal for this
area adheres well to the statutory criteria, and that it has been adopted as part of the draft
recommendations.
The draft proposal splits the four member place of Selsdon into two two member wards:
Selsdon Vale & Forestdale in the south and Selsdon & Addington Village in the north
Why these boundaries make sense in terms of LGBCE criteria:
a) Electoral Equality:
 Selsdon & Addington Village has variance of +1%
 Selsdon Vale & Forestdale has a variance of ‐4% •
These are both well within accepted tolerances
• This balance is in part created by taking two ‘notches’ out of the boundary, justified on the
grounds of elector equality, community identity and hard boundaries on the ground
b) Community identity



Selsdon Vale is the area of relatively modern housing south of the immediate
environs of the district centre (on Addington Road). Selsdon Vale and Forestdale
are 60s/70s developments built in a similar style and size



They are connected to each other by the road network and the 433 bus which
passes through both estates. The 433 bus does not go through Monks Hill as
there is no particular need for through traffic between Monks Hill and Forestdale
– they are separate communities.
This proposal keeps Forestdale in with its district centre of Selsdon.
Selsdon & Addington Village ward links the Ballards area with Monks Hill and
Addington/Addington Village. Addington and Addington Village need to be in the
same ward.
Monks Hill links through to Ballards through Bramley Bank and the footpath to
Croham Valley Road.
Addington Road acts as a fairly significant divide between the communities on
the two sides of the road, exacerbated by the layout of Forestdale, which cannot
be accessed by road from Addington Road along the majority of its length and
the developments of flats in northern Forestdale do not front onto Addington
Road.
This means that it makes little sense to split this place east‐west, and north‐south
respects the communities significantly better.
An east‐west split would also put Foresdale in with Addington, which the
community would say it is not – Forestdale is distinctly part of Selsdon.
There is an obvious north‐south demarcation line in the form of Addington Road,
especially in its eastern half where the two communities of Monks Hill and
Forestdale effectively have their backs to the road.
The draft scheme has taken two ‘notches’ out of the line, for different reasons:
notch B enables the area of Addington Residents’ Association to remain within
one ward and reflects the fact that this area is not connected to Forestdale by
any community link
It is also clear from the character map that notch B contains a housing type which
is quite different from the area to east and west but similar to that to its north‐
west.















c) Convenient local government
• Current bus routes support these wards, as described above
• Good road connections link Selsdon Vale and Forestdale

d) Strong & identifiable boundaries:
• The eastern and western boundaries of this area are strong boundaries: the border with
Sanderstead as previously described and the green space around New Addington

• The southern boundary is the borough border
• The northern boundary is also well defined with only limited scope for reworking,
especially on the eastern side where Shirley Hills create a clear distinction
• Within the two ward area there are two additional hard boundaries. Area B is referred to
in terms of community identity but also as Addington Court Golf Course forms a hard
boundary to the south and east.
• Area A reflects the fact that there is no way through on this ‘notch’ on its eastern border
from east‐west nor on its southern north‐south

Other considerations
I understand that the local residents’ associations are broadly supportive of this draft

Addiscombe
The draft scheme proposes the creation of two three member wards in Addiscombe:
Addiscombe East and Addiscombe West & Park Hill
•

•

I understand that there is a proposal to naming the western ward East Croydon &
Park Hill which I would support as it recognises the importance of our busiest railway
station.
Addiscombe West & Park Hill takes in the whole of the Park Hill area, which is mostly
identified in the council’s place strategy as being in Addiscombe., so this makes good
sense.

Why these boundaries make sense in terms of LGBCE criteria
a) There is Electoral Equality
b) Community Identity:
•
•

•
•

Both wards fit within the place identified in the 16 places as Addiscombe
The split between the two wards broadly reflects the differing work patterns of
people in the two halves: the western part contains residents who most likely walk
to East Croydon Station and travel onwards from there
Addiscombe East is focused around the areas further from the Station, whose
residents are more likely to use tram, bus or car to start their journeys.
The housing types in both Central ward and Addiscombe West & Park Hill contain a
high proportion of high rise apartments and very little in the way of large detached
properties. This is in contrast to the Addiscombe East area, which has little high rise
and a high proportion of large detached. The warding pattern as proposed ensures

•

•

•
•

that the issues of young commuters are well catered for in the two wards either side
of East Croydon.
The trend in both Central and Addiscombe West is for increasing construction of tall
apartment blocks. The current differentiation in property type in this area is going to
get more extreme over the next five to ten years. The northern half of Addiscombe’s
western ward is likely to continue to develop this way with increasing density to
match the central ward.
Park Hill has no centre and almost no shops or community centres: its residents look
either to the town centre or Lower Addiscombe Road/Cherry Orchard Road for their
amenities
The Whitgift Estate looks more to Ashburton and Shirley district centres and its
residents would often drive there
The character of the housing in the Whitgift Estate (current PD FA7) is much more
like that in current polling districts AS5 and 6

c) Convenient local government:
•
•

•
•

There are good public transport links within both draft wards
Much of the western ward is difficult to navigate by car – there are many one way
systems and the tram lines make foot or public transport the preferred means of
getting about
This is not true of the eastern ward, which is much more spacious and is a more car‐
oriented ward
Central ward contains the entirety of the main shopping centre, which should be in a
single ward for administrative convenience

d) Strong & identifiable boundaries:
•

•

•

•

•

There are hard boundaries identified in the draft report, defining the outer shell of
the two Addiscombe wards ‐ Coombe Road, the railway line, Shirley Road and the
tram line border with Woodside
Coombe Road is a significant hard boundary. It is a heavily used road with few
pedestrian crossings – the only one is at the Lloyd Park Tram Stop. Taken together
with Lloyd Park and the tram line, it forms a very hard boundary in the east and is
nearly as hard in the west.
There are no hard boundaries within the defined pair of Addiscombe wards which
make a definite case for splitting either way, and I would therefore suggest that
there is no particular case for changing the draft which has been recommended
Addiscombe Road does not really form a boundary. For the section where it crosses
Addiscombe West it is virtually traffic free – the tram track and the one way systems
to either side mean that few cars use it and crossing it is very easy
Where Addiscombe Road crosses Addiscombe East the traffic is heavier but the road
is the only practical access into the Whitgift Estate and therefore cannot be
considered to be a boundary – here it is the glue that enables access to an area.

•

•

East Croydon is in fact the mirror image of Central ward, with the most intense
development coming along its western edge ‐ therefore a geographically tight ward
that matches Central is sensible
Central ward is appropriately defined by Roman Way in the west and the railway line
in the east. Arguably it has strong southern and northern boundaries too, in St
James’ Road, the railway line to West Croydon Station and Coombe Road

Other considerations:
•
•

•

Addiscombe Road is not a hard border. At its western end it is not the border it
might superficially seem, as that is a walking area with little traffic.
The Business Improvement District is entirely within one ward except for a small BID
area to the east of the main railway line. This reduces form current three to two
teams of councillors the BID has to engage with
Having two wards covering the whole of central Croydon may make it easier to
manage a future parliamentary boundary review, giving the Boundary Commission
the potential to ensure that the whole of the town centre is in one parliamentary
constituency

Shirley area
The draft proposes the creation of a three member Shirley North and a two member Shirley
South ward.
The split would run along Shirley Road, which is a busy dual carriageway and Wickham Road,
a busy arterial road.
The draft accepts Shirley Road to the tramline as a strong western and northern boundary.
However, two small roads on the southern side of Wickham Road need to go into Shirley
North in order to correctly balance the ward elector numbers. These roads do not link
through into the rest of Shirley South so I believe that this is sustainable.
Shirley North includes the coverage of Monks Orchard Residents’ Association and the new
Shirley Park Residents’ Association. Shirley South covers the territory of Spring Park
Residents’ Association and the new Shrublands Residents’ Association. It also covers Shirley
Hills RA.
Why these boundaries make sense in terms of LGBCE criteria
a) Electoral Equality:
• Shirley North is over‐sized by 3%
• Shirley South is oversized by 7%
These are within accepted tolerances
b) Community Identity:
• Shirley is a fairly well‐defined area with a strong community

• In spite of their being at least five different RAs covering the area, they work closely
together within the Shirley Planning forum
• Longheath Gardens and the other estates at the northern edge of Shirley are somewhat
cut off from the rest of Shirley, but they are equally or more cut off from Addiscombe.
Most residents here would send their children to Shirley schools. Many would use out of
borough facilities for shopping and other major services.
c) Convenient local government:
• There are strong east‐west and north‐south transport links both for cars and buses
• These are sensibly shaped wards with coherent identities and focused district centre and
community facilities
d) Strong & identifiable boundaries:
• The borders of the place of Shirley are quite strongly defined.
The LGBCE report highlights Shirley Road and the edge of Shirley Park Golf Course as a
strong western boundary and the tramline as a strong northern one. The eastern boundary
is defined by the borough border
• Shirley Road is the historic boundary of Addiscombe
• Wickham Road forms a strong demarcation between north and south wards and is easy
for residents to understand
• Ashburton Park cuts the Stroud Green area off from Addiscombe to the west
Other considerations:
Local residents’ groups have advised that they now operate very much as the community of
Shirley.
Shirley North includes the coverage of Monks Orchard Residents’ Association and the new
Shirley Park Residents’ Association.
Shirley South covers the territory of Spring Park Residents’ Association and 34 the new
Shrublands Residents’ Association. It also covers Shirley Hills RA.
I understand that the Shirley Planning Forum, which is the umbrella group for all the local
RAs is broadly supportive of the scheme and put in a submission at the previous stage to
suggest this arrangement of wards
The new Longheath Gardens RA is in the process of joining the Shirley Planning Forum
In Conclusion
I believe that the draft recommendation accurately reflects the places of Croydon. It
respects a number of hard boundaries which constrain the possible warding patterns – in

particular the railway lines in the north of the borough and town centre, some major parks
and roads, impermeable tram lines It splits natural communities as little as is possible within
the constraint of a maximum ward size of three members and by not crossing difficult
boundaries supports convenient local government.
It is really important that the proposal avoids the creation of ‘artificial’ wards with no heart
or district centre and that it groups pairs of wards such that they reflect the wider place and
residents’ association planning forums (e.g. Shirley).
Aside from the few thoughts I have put forward for consideration, I think that the current
scheme is as robust as it is possible to be within the constraints of geography and I would
like to express my thanks for the time and effort which has been put into the
recommendations.
I would be grateful if you could take my views into full account during the next stage.
Yours sincerely,

Cllr Lynne Hale
Sanderstead Ward

Starkie, Emily
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Patricia Hay-Justice
08 May 2017 23:59
reviews
Local ward boundary commission comment for Addiscombe in Croydon

Dear Officer,
Would you kindly add my comments below as one that opposes the current proposed mapping
for the Addiscombe wards and surrounding areas.
In 2003 I relocated to join my husband who has been a long standing resident of
Croydon since his childhood. Subsequently, we have had two children and established
a wide ranging networks of friends.
In 2011 I stopped working for an employer which provided me flexibility to spend
more time in Addiscombe not only during the evenings and weekends but during the
day. This has provided me an insight into the daily cycle of the community; be that
the Tunstall and Woodside Children’s Centres, visiting the sheltered housing blocks,
especially during community activities or socialising in the local cafes or public
houses. When our youngest was pre-school age, she and I benefited from walks in
the larges stretch of green space, Addiscombe Railway Park - in sandals or even in
wellingtons boots in inclement weather.
It was during my husband’s five years working at the grade II listed building in
Addiscombe, Davidson Lodge (1830s), I developed an appreciation of Addiscombe’s
history and learnt more. I have also learnt of my in-laws connection with both
Addiscombe and one of the areas prominent to the Addiscombe consultation.
In 2010 I was first elected as a Local Authority Ward Councillor to represent the
people of Addiscombe, to ensure that The Addiscombe voice is heard representing the
full spectrum of the community and to ensure that at the decision and policy forming
process consideration is provided to Addiscombe. In my role as a ward councillor I
have and continue to operate with this prerequisite in mind. I was re-elected again in
2014.
In terms of Croydon, including Addiscombe ward, I acknowledge that the population
has in is expected to significantly further increase in the medium term thus
warranting a local boundary review. I appreciate that this will inevitably result in the
current Addiscombe ward being divided into two separate wards.
I am aware that the Boundary Commission have employed various forms of
communication to advise individuals of this current part of the ward boundary
consultation. In the first instance I have used my networks to supplement this
communication with a view to increasing engagement and thus improving the
legitimacy of the outcome. I have communicated with representatives of groups,
businesses in addition to individuals over the term of the consultation process. Over
the term of this consultation my aim in my role as a ward councillor has been to
1

gather opinions to be used together with architecture, history and social community
behaviour to arrive at wards – ward that recognise the local interests and identities of
the community while meeting the Commission’s requirements for electoral equality,
and effective and convenient local government.
Addiscombe ward is one of the most densely populated of the Croydon wards that is
steeped in rich history. In the early 1800s a large mass of farm land, to the North
West of the ward, predominantly owned by the local farmer Mr Morland, was sold off
in plots. These plots of land form roads as Morland Road, Davidson Road, etc.
At about the same time, the East India Company who owned a large estate sold off
their land to build homes. All this happened at the same time the railway arrived to
the area both to East Croydon station and latterly to Addiscombe station.
The outward character of these properties, built in the 1800’s, has changed little.
Valuing this heritage the properties built on the East India Company estate now form
part of a East India conservation Area with the aim of retaining the character.
The boundary proposed for the Addiscombe wards ignores the different need and
characteristics of these areas. The 1970s purpose built estate of Park Hill, isolated,
greener, lower density housing surrounding the parks is at odds with the higher
density housing in Addiscombe early 1900s,the later more in keeping with Ashburton
and Shirley. Neither Park Hill more the Whitgift Estate is located within what is
currently known as Addiscombe; it is impossible to claim there is a common identity
across the area when every past local commission review has recognised Addiscombe
Road as Addiscombe’s southern boundary since the 1920s. By bundling the two areas
together the voice on the Council of each of the Addiscombe road will be diminished.
Addiscombe has a tremendous sense of community underpinned by local resident
associations, many community volunteers and sheltered housing communities. This
is evidenced by the many events which are organised by local volunteers, throughout
the year. Many of these residents associations have a very long history. The annual
HOME residents association Christmas drinks, the Canning and Clyde Quiz nights, the
CHASE resident’s association annual fete and the annual Wassail event held by
Friends of Addiscombe Railway Park. All groups have actively welcome people
outside their immediate community. Some events are organised as a collaboration of
two or more groups. In my observations collaboration has occurred more frequently
with Black Horse Lane RA and ASPRA rather than with Addiscombe resident
associations and organisations associated with Park Hill.
The communities of Addiscombe and Park Hill have been and continue to remain
separate; Park Hill School operates a close proximity admissions policy that excludes
a large percentage of Addiscombe children. Conversely, irrespective of close
proximately to Addiscombe Road, I have experienced many Park Hill parents
requesting to learn the location of Arc Oval when it has suggested as an alternative,
parents tend to look further south when seek schools.
Properties being sold in Park Hill or the Whitgift Estate are not advertised as
Addiscombe, the community boundary as with the electoral boundary, has always
ended at Addiscombe Road. Whereas properties branching off Bingham Road are
advertised as being in Addiscombe.
Addiscombe has entirely independent facilities for shopping, educating children and
practicing religions, consequently the interests and identities of our two separate
2

areas do not overlap. For example the church ion Park Hill was specifically built for
the people living in Park Hill and the ministry of that church does not cross the
Addiscombe Road boundary.
Based on these observations and that the feedback of local residents, busineses and
groups such as residents associations, I oppose the current draft map of the two
Addiscombe wards, defined as Addiscombe West and Park Hill and East Addiscombe.
Addiscombe will be better represented by recognising Addiscombe Road as the
community’s southern limit and reincorporating the Tollgate Estate. The West of
Addiscombe the boundary railway tracks run parallel to Davidson and Canal Walk,
residents of both have always considered themselves as being in Addiscombe ward
and I believe this is an ideal opportunity to formally include them.
Over the years, residents of Addiscombe ward and the Ashburton ward – especially
roads radiating from Bingham Road, have created a natural community through the
shared use of the shops stretching along the Lower Addiscombe Road. They have also
shared enjoyment of the annual Addiscombe Festival and regular worship at St
Mildred’s church and Our Lady of the Annunciation R C Church, both along Bingham
Road.
Being a few minutes away from the Addiscombe tram stop, many residents living off
roads that branch off the Bingham Road consider themselves as living in Addiscombe
ward. During my Mayor term, 2015-2016, I recall visiting Colworth Road and
residents advising me that they live in Addiscombe, this process represents an ideal
opportunity to included these residents and remove the confusion.
I, and many other residents, usually from Woodside, Ashburton and Addiscombe,
attend the annual Addiscombe Festival Fair, previously known as the Addiscombe
Carnival at Ashburton Park. Many of the local residents like me enjoy the day feeling
and have formed stronger community links by way of this event. I believe that
placing Ashburton Park in Shirley ward will make a mockery of our community
event. This is an ideal opportunity to being Ashburton Park into Addiscombe where it
belongs.
For electoral equality, and effective and convenient local government, the outer
boundary identified above, can be divided into two separate wards to create one twomember ward and one three –member ward. The southern boundary remaining to its
historic location of Addiscombe Road and taking in the Tollgate Estate and Stroud
Green, to the north, the entrance to which is located on the Addiscombe- side of road
signage advertising that drivers are entering Addiscombe.
This would recognise that all the major road, tram and bus routes run through the
area, preserve Ashburton Park as a historic part of the community and avoid splitting
up the ASPRA residents’ association.

Patricia Hay-Justice
Labour Councillor for Addiscombe Ward
Council Member's Room
The Town Hall
Katharine Street
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Starkie, Emily
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Henson, Maddie
08 May 2017 09:48
reviews
Croydon Boundary Review

Dear Sir/Madam
I write in my capacity as a local councillor for Ashburton Ward which is within the Greater Addiscombe
area. I believe that the current proposals for the Addiscombe area proposed by the Conservative group do
not represent the community of Addiscombe and serves merely to divide this strong and very defined
community.
Once I became aware of the draft proposals I along with my ward colleagues spent a considerable amount
of time going around our community to consult on the proposals in order that we could comment
representing the community view.
As what is currently the Ashburton ward is proposed to be divided into 2 between Addiscombe and Shirley
our questions focused around whether people considered themselves to live in Addiscombe or Shirley.
There was a very distinctive pattern which emerged which seriously contradicts the proposals which you
made, particularly in respect of those within the three council estates within the Ward in which every
single person declared themselves as believing that they lived in Addiscombe not Shirley. These are Stroud
Green way and the roads that come off of that, Tollgate Estate (Longhurst road, Stockbury road all of the
small roads coming off of that) and Longheath gardens.
Another area in which this pattern emerged was in Shirley Park Road and Glenthorne Avenue where all of
the residents I spoke to considered themselves to live in Addiscombe.
This pattern however was reversed when I spoke to the residents of the Mardel Road, Bywood Avenue,
the Glade and Roads coming off of that who believed that they lived in Shirley. When asked in more depth
what they considered to be Shirley however they largely felt that Shirley finished at Long Lane.
Anecdotally this is also a trend which I have regularly seen confirmed in the various community campaigns
that I have been aware of or involved in my role as a local councillor. One such example is the planning
application which was submitted to re‐develop the current ‘World of Golf’ Site. There was a very extensive
petition against this which was supported by many of the local residents’ associations (including Tollgate
Residents’ forum, Longheath Residents’ Forum and the Addiscombe and Shirley Park Residents’
Association AKA ASPRA) but was not supported by the Monks Orchard Residents’ Association (AKA MORA).
MORA took this position on the grounds that it would be in appropriate for them to comment on the
proposal as they did not have any natural community ties with the Addiscombe side of Long Lane.
Another example of a campaign defining the area of Addiscombe is the formation of the Friends Of
Ashburton Park. This is a group set up with the intention of protecting Ashburton Park which it considered
to be the jewel in the crown of the Addiscombe area. Those that attended the inaugural meeting where
made up of people from those that considered themselves to be from the local community surrounding
the park. This included people from the three council estates, the area surrounding Shirley Road and the
roads off of Lower Addiscombe Road but hardly anyone from the Shirley Area.
Also in respect of the park in my role as a local councillor I have worked with the local lions group who
every year run the ‘Addiscombe Carnival’ which is in Ashburton Park.
1

I also want to draw your attention to the local school ‘Oasis Shirley Park Primary’ (formally Ashburton
Junior School) and in particular the catchment area for this school which includes the three council estates
and the areas off of Lower Addiscombe road, creating a clear link between the two areas.
From this clear pattern and the anecdotal evidence that I have gathered whilst I have had the honour of
representing this wonderful area I have had to come to the conclusion that the boundaries that you have
drawn up are NOT a true reflection of the Addiscombe community.
I also have particular concerns about the Addiscombe East as proposed as it is not an accurate
representation of the community and feels almost rushed representing a seat spanning from the Brighton
Mainline in the North to Lloyd Park in the South is almost unwieldly and covers too many communities
that do not see significant areas of common ground. I believe the area south of the Addiscombe Road
should be within a ward covering the top of the hill including the Whitgift Estate, Park Hill and areas of
Upper Shirley centred on Lloyd Park. This will join communities that fit more naturally.
In summary, I believe that the review should reconsider the Addiscombe area.
Kind regards,
Cllr Maddie Henson

Maddie Henson
Councillor for Ashburton Ward
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Flag Status:

Follow up
Flagged

Dear Sirs,
I’m unsure if my submission via the web site was successful so I attach via this email.

3rd May 2017
From Cllr Steve Hollands
London Borough of Croydon, Kenley Ward.

I wish to comment on your proposals for Croydon and in particular Kenley Ward.
Dear Sirs,
I write in support of your proposals for the future ward make up of Kenley Ward. I have represented
Kenley Ward on Croydon Council since 1998 to date and previously represented Beulah Ward in north
Croydon from 1990 to 1994 and have lived in Croydon for around 50 years and in Kenley and Purley Wards
for the past 20 years.
I am pleased that you recognised the unique nature and character of Kenley as a place and that you have
retained Kenley as distinct ward from its two larger neighbour towns of Coulsdon and Purley. Kenley has a
long history associated originally with Surrey and then with the London Borough of Croydon. Kenley also
has its own local history associated with the Kenley Aerodrome that saw active duty in World Two. Kenley
has open spaces in the form of Kenley Common and is well known for the tree canopy across the area
giving an unequalled tree lined appearance. Kenley has its own residents association (The Kenley Residents
Association) and the area that the residents association more or less mirrors your ward proposal.
Until the 2002 elections Kenley Ward retained 2 members and from then until now the ward has had 3
councillors to represent its residents. On the basis that Croydon Council will retain 70 councillors and
retain its existing borough boundaries it makes sense in terms of the growth of the population of Croydon
as a whole that the boundaries of existing wards are reviewed to ensure equal representation in Croydon
Council. In effect your findings return Kenley Ward to its original pre 2002 boundaries albeit it with a few
additional roads to ensure that wards remain a equitable size with its neighbours. The roads retained in
the proposed Kenley Ward make sense and there is a historical connection even if only from 2002 as no
additional non‐current Kenley Ward roads will be added in your proposal.
The proposed boundaries of the new Kenley Ward are supported. Kenley has few road connections with
connecting areas and hard edges of the Godstone Road, the borough boundary with Surrey and woodland
with Coulsdon.
1
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Cllr Yvette Hopley
Submission to the Boundary Commission in Favour of The LBC Croydon Proposal
I write as one of the three local Sanderstead London of Borough of Croydon Councillors in support of
the proposal put forward by the Boundary Commission.
I have lived in and around Sanderstead all my life alongside all my family. I and my daughter
attended local schools and the local Holy Family Church and I feel that as an elected member since
2006 I have an even broader and deeper knowledge of the place I have called home for over half a
century.
I believe, and certainly talking to residents, understand that the Boundary Commission have
positioned the place of Sanderstead and its boundaries correctly.
Certainly the parish church boundaries respects very well the position of the ward boundary of
Sanderstead with the hard boundary formed by the Upper Selsdon Road and Kings Woods to the
other side of Addington Road. The Selsdon Park Hotel and its extensive grounds separates
Sanderstead from Selsdon. The Sanderstead Plantation on the Addington Road is the separation
point between Sanderstead and Selsdon. The boundary that forms the railway line at Sanderstead
Station seems sensible and divides the Purley Oaks and Riddlesdown ward by means of the track.
The boundary between Purley Downs Golf Club also divides the Purley Oaks and Riddlesdown ward
sensibly as does Copthorne Rise. There is a clear and natural distinction between the Hamsey Green
part of Sanderstead and Surrey which is divided by Tithe Pit Shaw Lane and the rolling landscape and
farmland that separates us from Whyteleafe Surrey.
Both the Sanderstead Residents’ Association and the Riddlesdown Residents Association – two of
the largest associations in the borough also seem to favour the proposal. On speaking to them I
understand that they will be putting forward submissions in favour of the proposal with a couple of
minor amendments.
Sanderstead Residents’ Association believe that the boundary for South Croydon should be at
Essendon Road. This was the case in the 60’s and I think that the reasons put forward at the time
are the same today. There is generally a more urban feel about this area, particularly with the South
Croydon Carlton Road business centre and narrow streets with terraced housing typical of South
Croydon. People in this area with many properties without parking on a bus route genuinely feel
that they are living in South Croydon at this point. As a local councillor I would strongly support their
view.
The Sanderstead Residents’ Association also feels that the properties on the Upper Selsdon Road
should be part of the South Croydon ward. They are on the main bus route and again I guess the
reasoning is because they are in a slightly more urban area by nature of the transport link and very
busy main road.
The Riddlesdown Residents Association feel that Riddlesdown school and the school house should
be in the new Riddlesdown and Purley Oaks ward. I can understand why this would make sense and
it would not impact electoral equality as it is only effectively one residential property that would
move. I am supportive of their request.
They also request that houses 84‐108 and 97 – 133 Downs Court Road, which we understand to be
32 houses are kept in the Riddlesdown and Purley Oaks wards as well as the flats in Cranford Close
15 flats. These properties are currently in the Purley ward and they feel that the public footpath

that runs behind the even number of properties of Downs Court Road and Cranford Close could form
the natural boundary. From a practical point of view they would also only be dealing with two sets of
councillors. I would certainly support this idea. It would certainly aid the sense of community.
The Commission asked for comments on the Purley Oaks and Riddlesdown ward and from the
residents I have spoken to they feel happy with this proposal. They like that fact that the areas
actually have a ward name and feel that The Commission has taken into consideration the views of
the resident associations and its members and I feel that this is a strong proposal that would be
supported by all that live in Sanderstead, Riddlesdown and Purley Oaks and the surrounding areas.
In commenting on other wards I am particularly supportive of the new South Croydon ward and the
fact that those areas previously in Croham and Heahtfield have been included in real places. It will
be interesting to see what happens with the metropolis that is the Croydon Central ward over the
next few years with our extremely diverse central Croydon area a mini Buenos Aires might emerge.
On looking at the warding patterns in general I feel that they respect the areas in which people are
living in the borough and identify very strongly with the communities within them.
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I have been a Kenley Councillor for 15 years and write in support of the proposed Ward boundary changes. I believe
that the new Ward constructs of Kenley, Old Coulsdon and Purley, better reflect the boundaries and topography, as
well as sensibly relocating areas back to their more natural Purley domain. The layout of the proposed Wards is a
good match in regard to the Places of Croydon. On consulting residents particularly the Residents Association, it
would appear to make sense to them too.
Hence it has my support.
Kind Regards.

Cllr Steve O'Connell AM
GLA Member Croydon and Sutton
Kenley Councillor
Conservative Spokesman for Safety and Communities
Chair Kenley Purley Caterham RSPCA
Chair of London Assembly Police and Crime Committee
Trustee Crystal Palace FC Foundation
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The Review Officer (Croydon) Local Government Boundary
Commission for England
14th Floor Millbank Tower
LONDON SW1P 4QP

8 May 2017

Dear Review Officer

LONDON BOROUGH OF CROYDON WARD BOUNDARY REVIEW

Concerns about the quality of Commission Stage 1 proposals
I write with my views at Stage 2 on the proposals for revised ward boundaries in the London
Borough of Croydon.
I hope that my observations are aided by my experience of having been a councillor for
Broad Green, Coulsdon East and Heathfield, the London Assembly member for the whole
Borough and the Member of Parliament for Croydon Central and having lived in Coulsdon,
Kenley, Shirley, East Croydon, Selsdon, and the Ballards part of Selsdon and Ballards. I am
currently the councillor in Waddon ward and live once again in the Ballards part of Selsdon
and Ballards ward.
The proposals tabled to date by the Commission are inattentive to the needs of sustaining
electoral equality, eccentric and byzantine and will need reviewing within a short period of
time because of the Review’s proposals’ inbuilt obsolescence, thus wasting public
resources.
An unreasonable inequality of electoral representation is created between the Waddon and
South Croydon wards that will also compromise the longevity of these proposals with the
very much greater intensification of development due in Waddon as compared to South
Croydon.

When the London Borough of Croydon was established it had 20 wards. The Commission
proposes a byzantine and unnecessarily numerous twenty-seven wards for the Borough with
pocket sized divisions in the north-west of the Borough.
Eccentrically communities or estates are shorn into parts or from each other, in one case
with various communities being placed with a splinter of another community that it is not
even possible to reach on foot, let alone by car without travelling outside the newly proposed
ward and in another where the immediate physical link within two parts of a newly proposed
ward is possible only by scaling up or abseiling down a 16-metre chalk cliff, the alternative
route being via another ward.

Waddon/South Croydon

There is a stark inequality of representation between the Waddon and South Croydon wards
which will be further severely aggravated with major plans in the Partial Review of the
Croydon Plan for development within the Waddon ward that is not at all matched in the
South Croydon ward.
The Waddon ward is 5 % oversized and the South Croydon ward 8 % undersized. The
longevity of the boundaries created by this review will be compromised quickly with the
Partial Review of the Croydon Plan seeing 12 new sites for housing in the Waddon ward
providing 2,961 additional housing units and the South Croydon ward 3 sites providing just
80 housing units.
The new boundaries should not be constructed with such built-in obsolescence.
The Whitgift Foundation alms houses would sit more easily in South Croydon being
isolated from the rest of the Waddon ward looking out onto South Croydon on the Brighton
Road. Council maps show the Whitgift School site as being South Croydon. The 16 places
document that has counselled both the council’s Partial Review of the Croydon Plan and
submissions at Stage 1 of the Commissioner’s Review of the Croydon local authority ward
boundaries includes Haling Park in South Croydon too.
The A-Z map places all of the areas mentioned here as being in South Croydon. The local
shops here are along South End and Brighton Road in South Croydon and their nearest
railway station is South Croydon rather than Waddon. The residences here also have a CR2
postcode rather than the CR0 postcode that the rest of Waddon has.
The Commission might consider placing this Haling Park area that has 377 electors on the
Whitgift Foundation site, in Haling Park Road from the Busy Bees nursery on Haling Park
Road to the Brighton Road and from Kestrel Court to the Brighton Road on Haling Park
Road and in Nicola Close across to South Croydon ward.
After that alteration, consideration might also be given to the small amount of Pampisford
Road that now remains in the Waddon ward being placed within South Croydon. Residents
here will regard themselves as being in South Croydon. Indeed a recent headline from the
local paper shows how the immediate, unprompted reaction of the newspaper is to regard
this area where Tirlemont Road is, as being in South Croydon
http://www.croydonadvertiser.co.uk/8203-emergency-services-at-scene-of-fire-in-southcroydon/story-30303198-detail/story.html The boundary here is weak using a little used
footway from Haling Park Road to Haling Grove. There are 444 electors in these roads

which are Pampisford Road (remaining part), St. Ann’s Way, Columbine Avenue, Fenwick
Place, St. Augustines Avenue, Tirlemomt Road, Haling Grove part by park.
To provide for a longer-term establishment of balance between these two wards the roads
to the immediate north of the Whitgift school can further be included in the South
Croydon ward with their close proximity to the shopping district in Selsdon Road in South
Croydon. These roads are Nottingham Road southern section to Warham Road, Whitgift
Avenue, Warham Road (southern side) Brighton Road from Whitgift school to Warham
Road. There are 579 electors here.
The proposal to extend Waddon ward northbound along Purley Way up to the Waddon
Marsh tram stop could have been taken further to include all of what is geographically
Waddon up to the site of the old Waddon hospital. The residences immediately to the west
of Wandle Park on the old gas works site do identify more closely with Waddon than Broad
Green and that change is supported.

Coulsdon Town/Purley & Woodcote

All of that part of Stoats Nest Road that is between the Brighton Road and the Railway
Bridge better lies within the Coulsdon Town ward as addresses here are in the postal district
of Coulsdon and have a CR5 post code. I feel that the residents here would believe that they
live in Coulsdon and not in Kenley nor in Purley. This would mean that all of Stoats Nest
Road would be in the same ward. This impacts upon 15 properties and 22 electors.
Coulsdon Town/Old Coulsdon
To strengthen the connection to the Coulsdon Woods and Hillers Heath Road consideration
might be given to including both sides of Petersfield Crescent in Coulsdon Town ward this
having an impact on only three properties and six electors.
Aldercroft sits much better within Coulsdon Town ward as Aldercroft is a continuation of
Deepfield Way with Rutherwick Rise a more clearly delineating boundary between Coulsdon
Town and Old Coulsdon. This affects 29 properties and approximately 41 electors.
It might well make good sense to include all of Ullswater Crescent in one ward and thus to
move the far end of this industrial estate into the Coulsdon Town ward. There is only one
entrance into this industrial estate that being from the Coulsdon Town ward in Marlpit Lane
and there is not an easy physical connection to Nineacres Gardens in Old Coulsdon ward
here with a sheer 16 metre difference in levels. This affects no residential properties and no
electors.

Old Coulsdon/Kenley

Waterhouse Lane Briar Cottage, Waterhouse Lane sits much more naturally in Kenley
ward. It is in the postal district of Kenley and has a Kenley CR8 post code. The only
vehicular access is from Hayes Lane, Kenley in the Kenley ward. This impacts upon 1
property and 3 electors.

Purley Oaks & Riddlesdown/South Croydon

Two properties with four electors in Culmington Road currently in the proposed Purley
Oaks and Riddlesdown ward are better placed with the rest of Culmington Road in the
proposed South Croydon ward. This anomaly has been inherited from the current border
between the Croham and Waddon wards by copying the current border there.

South Croydon/Selsdon & Addington Village

As a resident in the Croham valley I am appalled by the proposals to split up the valley and
to break up the Ballards estate built in one form from 1927, an estate that itself came from
the original Goschen owned Ballards Farm estate here. There is a very clear break at the
original ward boundary at Conduit Lane where the ridges of Croham Hurst and at Royal
Russell start at the beginning of the valley that hosts the whole of the Croham Valley Road
and the view of Croham Road is lost as the road turns into the valley. Croham Hurst,
Croham Valley Road, Conduit Lane (north side) and Royal Russell grounds are proposed for
re-inclusion with the estate from which they have been removed and proposed for
reunification in Selsdon and Addington Village ward. There are 120 electors here.

South Croydon/wards to north
The Commission might want to give consideration as to the relationship between the
northern part of the proposed new South Croydon ward and the area to the north of the
proposed ward. It is possible that South Park Hill with its South Park Hill Road spine road
with the 64 and 433 bus routes that run from Park Hill Road might be considered to be part
of the Park Hill area with this area being immediately opposite the entrance to Park Hill
Recreation Ground Coombe Cliffe entrance.
The South Park Hill area is well delineated by the old Selsdon railway line with its high
disused bridge highlighting the division in Croham Road and the raised land above Witherby
Close opposite the current tramline marking the spot where the old rail line used to go. There
are approximately 1,219 year 2022 electors in this area also marked by the main rail line,
Croham Road and Coombe Road and includes South Park Hill Road, Birdhurst Avenue,
Birdhurst Gardens, Rosamund Close, Croham Road on its northern side from the main rail
line to the old Selsdon rail line bridge, Coombe Road on its southern side from the main rail
line to the higher ridge of the old rail line to the immediate south of Witherby Close, Birdhurst
Road, Birdhurst Rise, Beech Copse, Campion Close and Witherby Close.
The roads near Lloyd Park between Coombe Road and Croham Road between the old
Selsdon rail line and Conduit Lane and also including those relevant parts of those two main
roads might also fit well with residences in Park Hill and the Whitgift estate with all those
roads being settled around the Lloyd Park.
There are approximately 1,110 electors in these roads – these roads being Spencer Road,
Campden Road, Croham Park Avenue, Binfield Road, Castlemaine Avenue, Ballater Road,
Melville Avenue, Blossom Close, Pilgrims Way, Conduit Lane south side, Coombe Road
southern side from the disused rail line by Campden Road to Conduit Lane and Croham
Road northern side from the disused Selsdon rail line bridge to Conduit Lane.

These roads have in previous iterations of boundaries in Croydon been coupled with Park
Hill and the Whitgift estate sharing similar types of higher value family homes with the
Whitgift estate.

Selsdon & Addington Village ward
This is an eccentrically long and thin ward that hives off Addington from its Upper Shirley
links.

Shirley North

The housing tenure on the Stroud Green, Tollgate and Longheath Gardens estate is very
different from the rest of Shirley North ward which is dominated by the Monks Orchard
Residents Association. These three estates might be better placed outside a Shirley North
ward in terms of effective local government representing the interests and identity of these
three local communities.

Park Hill

The proposal to split up Park Hill and the Whitgift estate is peculiar. These two residents’
associations act closely together and indeed they overlap in their activities on their border.
Sadly, for them, the two residents’ association areas are unified by being the combined route
for east-west rat running in the morning rush hour. The Park Hill Wates estate area is visibly
different in its 1960s and 1970s development from Addiscombe in its Victorian construction
across the main road that is Addiscome Road and which has long been a clear boundary
easily understood by voters. I am unable to understand why the Commission have proposed
a ward in Addiscombe East where it is necessary to walk or drive outside the ward to reach
the north-western part of the proposed ward. I suppose that, as the Commission confessed
at Stage 1, it just found the complexity of the task just too overwhelming to do a higher
quality job on this Review.

Yours faithfully,

Councillor Andrew Pelling

Third Stage boundary review submission – Tim Pollard
I am Tim Pollard and have lived in the Croydon area for over thirty years. In that time, I have
lived in Addiscombe ward in two locations, South Croydon, Waddon and most recently
Sanderstead. My father’s family came from Thornton Heath and Kenley, so I believe this
gives me a good overview of the communities which make up our borough.
I have been a councillor for Sanderstead ward since 2002 and have served as council deputy
leader (2008 14) and leader of the opposition (2014 to date). As the leader of the team
which has drawn up all the Conservative Group’s submissions into this process it will not
surprise anyone to know that I strongly support the draft proposals, which come in
significant part from the work of this group. I fully endorse everything contained within our
group’s official submission, so this additional submission should be taken as personal
commentary in support of that submission.
I will comment on the principles we adopted in our approach and then specifically on my
own perspective on the places I have lived and worked in the borough, those being the
places I of which I have most first hand experience.
In principle my group has been guided by the council’s 16 places of Croydon. This model was
under development and consulted upon for many years, to be used as a model for mapping
communities and guiding planning policy. Whilst this does not necessarily make it equally
suitable for electoral planning, it can still be taken as an independent yardstick to help judge
where real communities exist. LGBCE will be well aware that in every borough political
groups will seek to claim that a genuine community exists in a certain place because it suits
them for electoral purposes. Whilst the 16 places does not completely prevent that, it
makes it harder to sustain some of these spurious arguments, given that the place mapping
work enjoyed strong cross party support throughout and has significant levels of community
buy in (there have been no challenges to the model’s validity from the public).
In our group submission we have also been mindful to try to respect the wishes of residents’
associations where possible. This is somewhat easier in the south and east of the borough,
where these are most developed and their territories best defined. Some RAs take the view
that they wish to deal with as few sets of councillors as possible, with an ideal of one team.
Others take the view that there are advantages in having an ‘in’ into several sets,
particularly in the marginal seats where adjoining councillors might be from different parties
(and therefore having a foot in both camps is potentially useful).
Moving on to the specific places I know best, I believe my current ward of Sanderstead has
been well served by this review to date. The current ward contains a portion (Riddlesdown)
where opinions are mixed as to whether residents live in Purley or Sanderstead, with most
seeing themselves as Purley. It is also missing a number of areas which definitely do
consider themselves to be Sanderstead and sit well within the parish. This draft scheme
tidies all that up. Our draft submission comments on the ‘spike’ at the northern end of
Sanderstead where the desire to follow hard boundaries has resulted in greater electoral
inequality than is really necessary and some residents of South Croydon being placed into
Sanderstead. In the great scheme of things this is a relatively minor gripe, but it would

nevertheless seem sensible to sort this out, even at the cost of a small stretch where the
boundary is less strong.
I spend a lot of time in Selsdon ward, because it is the locality with the worst traffic jams in
the south of the borough. If you are driving east from Sanderstead you almost can’t avoid
Selsdon district centre, unless you take a massive detour round the back streets to the
north. It is virtually impossible to go round from the south. For several hours each weekday
morning and evening traffic from Sanderstead is backed up all the way to the Limpsfield
Road roundabout from Selsdon district centre. So if you live in the Selsdon Vale or
Forestdale areas you don’t come out onto Old Farleigh Road and fight your way up to the
junction, instead using the bus route through the two estates. So linking those two estates
makes a lot of sense in terms of community and in terms of convenient local government. It
is possible to get around within both Selsdon wards fairly easily, whereas moving north
south between them is often a challenge.
Addiscombe was my home for many years when I first moved to Croydon. Then, as now, the
area that is currently polling districts AD4, 5 and 6 was very mixed area, containing a core of
long term residents but also a significant proportion of younger, more mobile residents who
are living there primarily for its transport links. This area is likely to see significant
intensification along its western edge in particular and will increasingly look like the central
ward in terms of its demography and the lifestyles of its residents. Whilst the housing stock
in Park Hill is only partially similar, the dependence on travel links is a uniting factor. Lower
Addiscombe Road is a very unusual form of road between the station and Chepstow Road
junction, in that it is virtually unused by traffic. The one way streets to the north, the lack of
access at the station end and the presence of the tram track means that very little traffic
uses it. From a satellite photo you might conclude that it is a hard boundary, but on the
ground it is clear that it is not.
The council and Croydon Labour are very wedded to the idea of a Coombe ward which takes
in Park Hill, the Whitgift Estate and parts of current Croham. From a political perspective I
can entirely understand why they would want this. However it leaves a ward made up of
three disparate parts with no heart and no district centre. It would be very hard to its
representatives to pursue the council’s vision of community councillors in such a ward.
The current draft scheme for Addiscombe avoids this pitfall, creating two wards which each
have a point at which they come together, with a full range of community facilities on offer
in both parts.
Waddon ward was my home for four years and is a ward which I have continued my
association with since by virtue of the fact that it is the bellweather ward which almost
always dictates control of the council, and has therefore been my campaigning base for
every election. The boundaries of Waddon were effectively the same when I lived there as is
proposed in the current draft. New South Quarter was not built – or even consented – at
the last boundary review, but I suspect that if it had been then it would have gone into
Waddon rather than Broad Green. There is no logic in having NSQ cut off from the rest of
Broad Green in the way that development has dictated that it is, and adding that and
Wandle Park to Waddon seems eminently sensible.

Because Waddon is so closely fought over at every local election, its people have probably
the most understanding of any Croydon residents as to which ward they live in. In my years
of campaigning there, nobody has ever questioned whether their road should or should not
be in this ward. The heart of Waddon is the estate, current PDs WA3 and 4. To the north is
Old Town, where the housing stock is different but the lifestyles of the residents not
necessarily very different. WA5 mainly contains apartment blocks and these often contain
commuters who routinely use South Croydon station for their commute. Across Brighton
Road the housing stock is totally different, being mainly terraced family housing. Brighton
Road and Southbridge Road form a strong boundary and there seems little case for changing
the proportions of the ward in the current scheme. It has the significant advantage of
continuity, which is all the more important given how soon the next election will be and
how little time there is to get residents familiar with different arrangements from the long
standing status quo. Of all the wards in Croydon, this one will be the hardest to change in
terms of residents’ perception, because its current make up is so well understood.
One of my colleagues went to Shirley Planning Forum recently, where the subject of this
review arose. A long standing member of the Labour party made the comment that in fifty
years of looking at local boundary reviews in Croydon, this was the first one which had ever
made any sense!
I think that this is true – certainly compared to all the boundaries since 1978. This is the first
one which has flexibly responded to the real places of Croydon and where there are few
places which seem to be in the wrong ward. Most significantly, there are no ‘made up’
places where there is no centre to the community and no wards made up of the bits and
pieces left over, like Heathfield and Fairfield wards have been for forty years.
I think it is a good scheme and hope you will go forward with something very like it.

CROYDON
www.croydon.gov.uk
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The Review Officer (Croydon)
Local Government Boundary
Commission for England
14th Floor Millbank Tower
LONDON
SW1P 4QP

7 May 2017

Dear Review Officer
CROYDON WARD BOUNDARY REVIEW: WADDON
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Commission’s draft proposals for
ward boundaries in the London Borough of Croydon. I would like to comment on the
proposals for Waddon ward. I have lived in Waddon for over 30 years and, since
May 2014, have represented the ward as one of its three councillors on Croydon
Council.
I welcome the Commission’s proposals to maintain Waddon as a three member ward
and not to change the name of this ward. I also support the proposal to extend
Waddon ward northbound along Purley Way up to Waddon Marsh tram stop. This
part of Croydon has historically been regarded as Waddon and I agree with the
Commission that the residential areas around Whitestone Way and Wandle Park
identify more closely with Waddon than Broad Green. The Commission’s proposals
here will also help to address the current electoral inequality in Broad Green Ward.
I also support the Commission’s proposal to put that part of Pampisford Road and
adjacent streets between Kendra Hall Road and Chancellor Gardens that is currently
in Waddon ward into Purley Oaks and Riddlesdown ward. This part of Waddon ward
has much more in common with Purley than Waddon and the Harris Academy Purley
located on Kendra Hall Road exemplifies this.

I further support the creation of a new South Croydon ward which better describes
this part of Croydon and its community than current ward arrangements. However I
am very concerned that under the Commission’s draft proposals the new South
Croydon ward will be 5 per cent undersized whilst Waddon ward will be 8 per cent
oversized. This difference equates to over 1500 electors and is a stark inequality of
representation between these two wards.
This inequality can be expected to increase further after 2022 given the large number
of sites identified in the Croydon Local Plan for potential new housing development
along Purley Way, including sites that will be moved from Broad Green in to Waddon
under the Commission’s proposals. The Local Plan could see 2961 additional
housing units built in Waddon ward and just 80 built in South Croydon ward.
In addition, many residents around Whitgift School, Haling Park Road and the
northern end of Pampisford Road and adjacent streets feel that they have more in
common with South Croydon than Waddon. For example, they shop along South
End and Brighton Road and their nearest railway station is South Croydon rather
than Waddon. They also have a CR2 postcode rather than the CR0 postcode that
the rest of Waddon has. Historic maps and the London A-Z also show the area
around Whitgift School as being South Croydon.
To address these issues, I would suggest that the Commission considers moving the
streets to the south of Whitgift School that are currently in Waddon ward (ie Haling
Park Road eastbound from the junction with Pampisford Road, including Nicola
Close; and the remainder of Pampisford Road and adjacent streets that are not being
placed in the Purley and Riddlesdown ward) in to South Croydon ward. These
changes would create both electoral parity between Waddon and South Croydon and
better reflect the area and the community that is South Croydon.
In light of the considerable number of new houses that are likely to be built in
Waddon in the coming years, I believe that there is also a strong case for seeking to
provide a longer-term parity of electors between Waddon and South Croydon by
making Waddon undersized as part of this review. This could be achieved by
including the remaining roads around Whitgift School in the new South Croydon
ward. These roads are Nottingham Road (up to the junction with Warham Road) the
southern side of Warham Road, Whitgift Avenue and the western side of Brighton
Road southbound from the junction with Warham Road. Again, the residents here
relate to the ‘Swan and Sugar Loaf’ area of South Croydon and have a CR2
postcode.
Yours sincerely

JOY PRINCE
COUNCILLOR FOR WADDON WARD
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Dear Review Officer,
LB Croydon

I have been a ward councillor in Croydon for three years and I would like to express objections to the
Commission’s current proposal for Addiscombe ward.
It is common knowledge that in addition to the work carried out in our own wards, ward councillors
regularly assist in canvass sessions within other wards. During this time relationships are built with
residents, businesses and local organisations. It is this accumulated knowledge that I draw upon to object
to the Commission’s draft recommendations for this area.
I believe the boundaries proposed fail to reflect the local interests and identities of Addiscombe. I consider
a better alternative exists, which more closely reflects local identities while meeting the Commission’s
requirements for electoral equality, and effective and convenient local government.
My visits to both Addiscombe and Park Hill, over the years, have provided me no cause to consider the two
areas as one natural community. For example, when I have suggested alternative nearby Addiscombe
schools to parents in Park Hill, many have not known where they are. I have also noticed the replication of
churches in close proximity but as per the school situation, they are divided by Addiscombe Road. In order
to ensure that the differing priorities of the two areas are met, I consider that the two areas will be better
represented separately.
I believe Addiscombe should be better represented by having the electoral boundaries overlap with
community boundaries. This could be accommodated through one two-member ward and one threemember ward, with the southern boundary remaining at its historic location of Addiscombe Road and
taking in the Tollgate Estate (and Stroud Green), to the north, the entrance to which is located on the
Addiscombe-side of the signs advertising that drivers are entering Addiscombe.
This would recognise that all the major road, tram and bus routes run through the area, preserve Ashburton
Park as a historic part of the community and avoid splitting up the ASPRA residents’ association.
A new two-member ward could then be formed of Park Hill, the Whitgift Estate and the other low density
housing around the parks, ensuring the common interests of that community are represented on the
council.
Yours truly,
1

Joy Prince
Waddon Ward
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Starkie, Emily
From:
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Subject:

Quadir, Badsha
03 May 2017 17:31
reviews
Comments on LGBCE Croydon review

I am responding to the draft report by the LGBCE Boundary Review for LB Croydon, for which the
deadline for comments is 8th May 2017. I have been a Purley councillor since 2010 and I have
also been a Purley resident for over 40 years.
I’m delighted to see that you propose to remove the anomaly whereby many local residents who
think of themselves as living in Purley because they have a Purley postal address, find that they
live officially in Kenley or Coulsdon West wards. I often receive casework from local residents who
describe themselves as living in Purley, and they are sometimes quite upset to find that they are
deemed to be living elsewhere.
It’s clearly the case that “postal Purley” is far too large to be a single ward, but your proposal to
split it into two wards of three and two councillors respectively, to be called Purley & Woodcote
and Purley Oaks & Riddlesdown is obviously sensible.
The name Purley & Woodcote restores a sense of pride and a historical link to the pre-GLC era in
the Woodcote area of West Purley, as the residents certainly do not think of themselves as living
anywhere near Coulsdon, nor do most of them have a CR5 postcode, which belongs to Coulsdon.
The new warding pattern also places all of Purley town centre into one ward, whereas there are
currently arbitrary ward boundaries slicing through the town only 100m South & East of its
recognised centre.
The name Purley Oaks & Riddlesdown also reflects reality on the ground; it is pleasing that Purley
Oaks station will now be in a ward reflecting its own name, while Riddlesdown is now recognised
as a location in its own right, well known for Riddlesdown Common and for the major sixth form
college in the area, Riddlesdown Collegiate.
In summary, I strongly support your proposals, and I hope that they are implemented in full.
Best Wishes
Cllr Badsha Quadir
Purley Ward, LB Croydon
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I am writing as a councillor representing Ashburton Ward a large part of which makes up the
Addiscombe area of Croydon.
As an active community councillor I spend a great deal of time talking to the people I represent and
have asked them where they consider they live. The residents on the three estates off Long Lane
known as Longheath Gardens, Tollgate and Stroud Green consider themselves Addiscombe and for
very good reasons. They shop on the Lower Addiscombe Road, They use Ashburton Park for
recreation, their children go to Addiscombe schools , many have told me Addiscombe is part of their
address on letters and documents and Stroud Green’s young people spend leisure time at the
Addiscombe Boys and Girls Club on the Stroud Green Estate. The Boys and Girls club is a very busy
community facility, both I and one of the other Ashburton Councillors are on the committee and the
chair is a former Ashburton councillor. As far as I know there has been no interest from Shirley
representatives which shows the club and it’s users consider Stroud Green as Addiscombe.
The idea that Ahsburton Park should form part of Shirley North is flawed. The park is Addiscombe’s
major green space and is used in the main by Addiscombe residents. The renovation of the Old
Library building in the park was promised by the Ashburton councillors and is supported by residents
associations ASPRA, Blackhorse Residents Association and The Friends of Ashburton Park. It is also
welcomed by the residents on the three estates I have mentioned. The people who make up and
play active roles within these groups are Addiscombe residents and simply don’t understand how
the Park can be in Shirley. This is especially pertinent as the Shirley councillors voted against our
plans to turn The Old Library into a multi‐use community hub as this was the desire of Addiscombe
residents. The Conservative’s pan under the then leader and Shirley councillor Mike Fisher was to
hand the building over to a group from Croydon North which was unanimously opposed by
Addiscombe residents. They also opposed plans to remove a recycling point within the park which
Addiscombe residents had asked us to do.
Conversely The Glade and the residential roads that join it is home to people who defiantly see
themselves as Shirley , or even Monks Orchard residents as the school on The Glade is called Monks
Orchard, the residents association is called Monks Orchard and they have joined with other
residents associations in Shirley to form the Shirley Planning Forum. The Ashburton councillors are
invited to their meetings simply because some of the present Ashburton ward covers The Glade and
parts of what people see as Shirley. At a previous Monks Orchard Residents Association meeting the
planned development of the World of Golf site on Long Lane was raised by the Ashburton councillors
but MORA showed no interest claiming it wasn’t in their area. The World of Golf boarders the
Addiscombe estates of Longheath Gardens and Tollgate and can be seen from Stroud Green.
This week I was at a meeting of the Shirley Planning Forum and they had invited residents from
Tollgate and Longheath for the first time. They were invited to observe not join the group and as
they were introduced by the Chair he said they had nothing to do with Shirley. Also the chair called
the Tollgate estate “Pollgate” for most of the meeting and the member of the forum I was sat next
to had to have Longheath Gardens, Tollgate, Stroud Green and Ashburton Park pointed out to him
on a map. This is a clear example of how the community leaders in Shirley have little or no
knowledge or relationship of the Addiscombe areas within the present Ashburton Ward so there is
no logical reason to place them within Shirley.

I am very concerned the draft plans puts Addiscombe residents in Shirley, an areas they don’t feel
comfortable in or part of. On the flip side Shirley residents see Longheath Gardens, Tollgate, Stroud
Green, Long Lane and Ashburton Park as Addiscombe and have little interest or contact with the
area or it’s residents.
Your plan for two Addiscombe wards is spot on but the lines on the draft map will split up the
Addiscombe community and confuse Shirley and Monks Orchard residents and I request you revisit
this.

04 May 2017

Electoral Review Officer: London Borough of Croydon
Local Government Boundary Commission for England
14th Floor
Millbank Tower
Millbank
London
SW1P 4QP

Dear Sir or Madam,
Counter proposal for the Bensham Manor and West Thornton wards,
London Borough of Croydon
We, the six councillors representing the Bensham Manor and West Thornton wards
in the London Borough of Croydon, are writing in response to your draft proposals
for our area. We oppose your plan to, essentially, turn two three-member wards into
three two-member wards.
We would like to propose what is effectively a "status quo" option given that our
two wards as they currently stand align closely with the electoral quota - both now
and in 2022, and better reflect the established communities across our area.
We submit that when existing wards provide high levels of electoral equality there
needs to be an exceptional reason for breaking a warding pattern that has been
established in both wards for approaching a century and with which residents - our
constituents - are familiar.
There has been a West Thornton ward in existence since 1922. West Thornton and
Bensham Manor wards have had their current exact boundaries since at least 1978,
having emerged entirely unchanged from the 2002 reorganisation. That is almost
forty years of stable, established, recognised ward boundaries, and almost a century
with broadly comparable boundaries.
If high levels of electoral inequality had materialised over the course of these past
forty years we would support this problem being rectified. But that has not
materialised - and there is a reason why that is so: these two wards cover stable,
strong communities that have grown in line with the borough.
We also of course accept that the fact that wards have existed on long-established
boundaries is no reason in itself to retain those boundaries in perpetuity. However,

we would equally argue that there is a very good reason these boundaries have
survived wholly intact for so long: it is because they make sense, they best reflect
the communities their elected representatives serve, and the communities they
cover are stable and do not deserve unnecessary upheaval. Simply put: there is no
electoral need to change these boundaries; and there is no community need to
change these boundaries. We note that not a single local community group,
residents association or faith group wrote in to the Commission recommending a
change in the pattern of representation in the area. The only submission proposing
material change was from the Conservative party which has not represented either
ward since the early 1980s.

Croydon ward boundaries: 1978-2002 (left), and 2002-date (right), with identical Bensham Manor and West
Thornton ward boundaries highlighted.

_____________________________________________________________________
We of course accept that the Commission cannot look at our two wards in isolation.
Your initial proposals for three two-member wards in our area have knock-on effects
in neighbouring Broad Green and Selhurst wards. However, we believe our counterproposal also offers a better alternative for these affected areas.
In your initial proposals, you suggest that the south-western corner of West
Thornton - most of the WT6 polling district around Croydon Cemetery - be
transferred to Broad Green. This area contains approximately 1,600 electors. To
offset this loss from West Thornton, you have proposed the transfer of
approximately 850 electors from the Selhurst ward SE7 polling district to West
Thornton.
As an alternative to this recommendation, we instead propose leaving the WT6
polling district in West Thornton and propose transferring the Selhurst SE7 electors

to Broad Green. Aside from thereafter reinstating the current Bensham
Manor/West Thornton ward boundaries; and retaining three councillors in each, this
is the entirety of our counter proposal for our area.
This would have the following outcome in respect of ward electorates:

Bensham Manor
Broad Green
West Thornton

Electorate
2016
11,141
*11,481
11,688

Variance
2016
-2%
+2%
+3%

Electorate
2022
11,545
*11,585
12,188

*estimate in respect of Broad Green: LGBCE figures for the other two wards

Variance
2022
-4%
-3%
+1%

wards you create rather than artificially subdivide them. Here, you have an area
which merits six councillors, so two threes make more sense than three two’s so as
to eliminate unnecessary division of a community.
In addition, we commend our counter proposal on the following grounds:










It eradicates the confusion created by wholly unnecessary changes in our area;
It retains ward boundaries in Bensham Manor and West Thornton that have
been in place for generations, whilst in Broad Green maintains boundaries far
closer to the existing ward;
it maintains high levels of electoral equality: now and in the future;
the history of our area argues for the retention of three-member wards instead
of a far more arbitrary division into two-member wards that reflect local
community interests far less well, given the very diverse nature of the area
(approximately one quarter White, one third Asian and one third Black)
It maintains the same level of representation as both now and your initial
proposals recommend;
It retains Thornton Heath Rec within a single ward ensuring a more effective
means by which users of this important local green resource can be represented
(The Commission’s proposals inexplicably split the Rec between Bensham Manor
East and Bensham Manor West wards);
It does not have any material effect on the rest of the Commission’s draft
proposals.

We trust that you will give serious consideration to our counter proposal which we
believe will far better serve the interests of our cohesive, diverse, strong and stable
communities now and long into the future.
Yours faithfully,
Councillor Jamie Audsley, Bensham Manor ward
Councillor Alison Butler, Bensham Manor ward
Councillor Humayun Kabir, Bensham Manor ward
Councillor Bernadette Khan, West Thornton ward
Councillor Stuart King, West Thornton ward
Councillor Callton Young OBE, West Thornton ward

Starkie, Emily
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Shahul-Hameed, Manju
07 May 2017 13:27
reviews
London Borough of Croydon

Dear Sir
I am writing to object to several of the proposed boundaries set out in the Commission’s draft
recommendations for Croydon and to suggest improvements which better meet the stated goals
of providing electoral equality, reflecting the identities and interests of local communities, and
promoting effective and convenient local government.
During my Mayoral year, I had the privilege to represent the residents and see different parts of
the Borough for the community events. We are fortunate in Croydon to have many thriving
communities, which makes our Borough a better place to live, work and visit.
Addiscombe/ Park Hill and the Whitgift Estate
The boundaries proposed for the Addiscombe seats ignore the different needs and characteristics
of these areas, between the isolated, greener, lower density housing surrounding the parks and
higher density housing in Addiscombe and Shirley. Neither Park Hill nor the Whitgift Estate is
located within Addiscombe and it’s impossible to claim there’s a common identity across the area
when every past review has recognised Addiscombe Road Addiscombe’s definitive southern
boundary since at least 1922.
Addiscombe would be better represented by recognising Addiscombe Road as the community’s
southern limit and reincorporating the Tollgate Estate to create one two-member ward and one
three-member ward. A new ward could then be formed to the south of similar housing types
around the parks, taking in Park Hill and the Whitgift Estate, which identify strongly with one
another, and the isolated, lower density housing around Shirley Avenue. To make up numbers the
area could then include similarly low density properties along Upper Shirley Road, the South Park
Hill area delineated by the main railway line and the old Selsdon railway line, or the area west of
there to Conduit Lane between Coombe Road and Croham Road, which was incorporated in the
past.
Waddon/South Croydon
The current boundaries in Croydon were set in 1999, with the previous review in 1977. The long
time between reviews highlights the effective way past reviews have prepared for future
population growth. The draft recommendations for the boundary between Waddon and South
Croydon puts the boundaries at risk of review soon after 2022.
Waddon is already oversized in the proposals and, while the review has taken into account
population growth until 2022, the Croydon Plan sets out 12 developments amounting to a further
2,961 properties by 2036. By compassion, South Croydon is undersized and the plan sets out 3
developments amounting to 80 properties. More lasting electoral equality can be achieved with
1

minor changes to the border of Waddon to transfer into South Croydon the whole of Pampisford
Road and roads immediately off that road, and from the south-side of Warham Road downwards.
It is worth bearing in mind that even the council document outlining the ‘Places’ the Commission
appears to have based their draft recommendations upon considers these roads to form part of
South Croydon and not Waddon.
West Thornton/Bensham Manor
While the draft recommendations propose three two-member seats across West Thornton and
Bensham Manor, I believe these changes go further than necessary. Within the external
boundaries proposed it’s possible to retain a three-member West Thornton seat and a threemember Bensham Manor seat, this would represent the least change for the area and provide the
greatest continuity for residents.

The proposals set out above would enable the Commission’s argument around ‘Places’ and
Croydon’s clear natural boundaries to be applied consistently across the borough, producing a set
of proposals far more in keeping with the Commission’s three goals.
Yours truly,
Cllr Manju Shahul‐Hameed
Labour Councillor for Broad Green Ward
Deputy Cabinet Member for Homes & Regeneration
Deputy Whip
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25 April 2017 16:14
reviews
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I write to you as 1 of the 3 Selsdon and Ballards Ward Councillors. I fully support your Boundary Review proposals for
the Selsdon area.
Splitting up the present Ward and joining the roads in the Selsdon Vale area with Forestdale [ 2 neighbouring estates
] to make 1 compact Ward is a very sensible
idea. I live in Redwing Close and the estate I live in has much more in common than with the other half of the Ward [
The Ballards Area ] The Monks Hill Estate is next to the Ballards so should be represented by the
same Councillor. The Addington Rd is a good natural barrier to separate the 2 proposed Wards as proposed in your
draft proposals.
I have been the Councillor for Selsdon and Ballards Ward for 15 years and like most people would rather no changes
were made as no one likes change. Selsdon and Ballards Ward does not have
enough Electors to justify 3 elected members , so the Ward does need to change. Having looked at your proposals a
number of times I have come to the conclusion that you have given the area
a great deal of thought and your draft proposals seem to be about right.
I am very happy to conclude that your draft proposals should remain intact without any changes as I see no reason to
amend your draft plan.
Cllr Phil Thomas.
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Starkie, Emily
From:
Sent:
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Philip Thomas
02 May 2017 23:53
reviews
Council boundary review...............CROYDON

I write to you as an ex Councillor for Purley Ward from 1998-2002. I represented the Ward before the last Boundary
changes moving to the Ward I now live in [ Selsdon and Ballard ] I still take a keen interest in Purley doing a lot of
voluntary work in the Ward as well as shopping, using the restaurants and shopping in Tesco's in Purley.
Having looked at your draft proposals I conclude that the area needs 5 Councillors because of the number of people
who live in the area. Instead of creating a Purley Ward and splitting the rest up between adjoining Wards, it keeps all
of it in 2 Purley-centric wards. That's got to be easier for residents to understand. It matters less how you slit it, but
what is proposed recognises that characters of eastern & western Purley are different and avoids splitting the town
centre- that's really important as Purley Centre needs a strong and unified voice and Purley BID will find it much
easier to deal with just one set of Councillors.
Riddlesdown has a Purley post code and most residents would be happy to be linked in to the decisions made about
Purley.
At the moment they are a sort of add-on area of Sanderstead.
I believe you have got it about right for your proposals for Purley and support your findings for the Purley area.
Phil Thomas
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CROYDON BOUNDARY REVIEW
I give below my comments regarding the proposals for Addiscome West Ward &
Park Hill and Addiscombe East Ward.
The proposals for the new ward of Addiscombe West and Park Hill show a western
boundary along the Brighton railway line and an eastern boundary dividing Park Hill
and the Whitgift Estate. The boundary then proceeds north between Clyde Road and
then goes down the Lower Addiscombe Road to between East India Way and
Hastings Road. The boundary then proceeds to Moreland Road and then up Stretton
Road to the railway.
Park Hill was originally a deer park owned by the Archbishop of Canterbury. Present
day residents look towards Croydon town centre for transport and for shopping. Park
Hill has its own residents association but does not have its own shopping centre. The
majority of houses and flats were built between 1960 and 1980.
The proposals for Addiscombe East Ward show the Whitgift Estate as the eastern
boundary which then proceeds to the Addiscombe Road. The boundary then goes to
the Shirley Road roundabout and then down Shirley Road to Ashburton Park and then
on to the tramline.
The Whitgift Estate was built on land owned by the Whitgift Almshouses in the
1920’s and 1930’s.. The estate does not have any shops, churches or specific
landmarks but it has a residents association.
The southern boundary of both Addiscombe West and Park Hill and Addiscombe East
Wards is Coombe Road.
There are no hard boundaries to the north from the tram line at Ashburton Park and
the railway to London Bridge, but what is drawn is a good compromise due to the
need for appropriate electoral numbers.
As a Councillor for the current Fairfield Ward I do not know Addiscombe Ward well
but it would appear the boundaries have been drawn to include the properties in Park
Hill which are similar to the properties in Addiscombe West and the properties on the
Whitgift Estate are similar to many of the properties in Ashburton East. The
residents in Addiscombe shop on the Lower Addiscombe Road or go into Croydon.
Most of the properties in Addiscombe West and Park Hill are cottages, terraced and
semi detached houses, flats and some high rise apartments. The properties in
Addiscombe East have many detached houses on relatively large plots as well as
some smaller terraced, semi detached and detached houses.
I consider it appropriate to name the western Ward East Croydon and Park Hill.
Regarding Central Ward, I agree it should be called Fairfield Ward due to historic
connections and that the shopping area should be in one Ward and not two Wards.
I would confirm that I totally agree with these excellent well considered proposals.

The Town Hall
Katherine Street
Croydon CRO 1NX
5th May 2017

The Review Officer (Croydon)
Local Government Boundary Commission for England
14th Floor Millbank Tower
Millbank
London SW1P 4QP
Dear Review Officer
I write as a Croydon Councillor and former Cabinet member for Education, Youth & Lifelong
Learning. During my time as Cabinet member I became very familiar with the schools in the
area and at one stage worked closely with parents to keep the Children’s Centre on the
Tollgate Estate.
I am therefore very concerned about the proposed boundaries for the Addiscombe seats.
No consideration seems to have been given to the different needs and characteristics of
these areas, between the isolated, greener, lower density housing surrounding the parks
and higher density housing in Addiscombe and Shirley. Neither Park Hill nor the Whitgift
Estate is located within Addiscombe and it’s impossible to claim that there is a common
identity across the area when every past review has recognised Addiscombe Road as
Addiscombe’s definitive southern boundary since at least 1922.
Addiscombe would be better represented by recognising Addiscombe Road as the
community’s southern limit and reincorporating the Tollgate Estate to create one two‐
member ward and one three‐member ward. A new ward could then be formed to the south
of similar housing types around the parks, taking in Park Hill and the Whitgift Estate, which
identify strongly with one another, and the isolated, lower density housing around Shirley
Avenue. To make up numbers the area could then include similarly low density properties
along Upper Shirley Road, the South Park Hill area delineated by the main railway line and
the old Selsdon railway line, or the area west of there to Conduit Lane between Coombe
Road and Croham Road, which was incorporated in the past.
I therefore wish to formally object to the proposed boundaries set out in the Commission’s
draft recommendations for Croydon in particular to those for Addiscombe. I do hope very
much that you will reconsider.
Yours sincerely

Cllr Louisa Woodley
LB Croydon

Starkie, Emily
From:
Sent:
To:
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Wright, Chris
07 May 2017 20:31
reviews
Croydon Boundary Commission submission

Sirs
I write in confirming that the proposed new ward boundaries match my view of the way that the new ward
boundaries should be aligned.
My own ward of Coulsdon East, for which I have been a councillor for 27 years, is now obviously small by
comparison with other wards in the borough of Croydon and therefore needs adjusting. To form a new two member
ward of Old Coulsdon therefore makes sense.
It has always been the case that Old Coulsdon, because of the land levels has been a separate part of the ward and
considers itself as such. This was recognised when the 16 Places’ were set out and Old Coulsdon was considered
separate from Coulsdon Town and the surrounding area.
I therefore support the proposed new ward boundaries for this part of the borough.
Chris Wright (Cllr.)
Coulsdon East Ward
Sent from Mail for Windows 10
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reviews@lgbce.org.uk

Dear Sir/ Madam,
I am writing regarding the new Ward boundaries set out in the Commission’s draft
recommendations for the London Borough of Croydon.
I have lived in the Borough for over forty years. My large circle of extended family and
friends live here too, principally in the Thornton Heath, Bensham Manor and West Thornton
Wards. I am a local Councillor; Chairman of a local charity that provides for the elderly and
for children that have been excluded from mainstream education; Chair of Governors at a
Croydon school for special children; and generally invest my time and energy into
community development in the Borough.
I would like to suggest improvements to your proposals to help better meet the stated goals
of providing electoral equality, reflect the identities and interests of local communities, and
promote effective and convenient local government.
West Thornton/Bensham Manor
While the draft recommendations propose three two‐member seats across West Thornton
and Bensham Manor, I believe these changes go further than necessary. Within the external
boundaries proposed it is possible to retain a three‐member West Thornton seat and a
three‐member Bensham Manor seat, this would represent the least change for the area and
provide the greatest continuity for residents.
With this in mind, I would like to lend my support to the approach that the Commission has
taken with regards Thornton Heath Ward which together with West Thornton and Bensham
Manor form Thornton Heath proper. Thornton Heath Ward has a strong sense of
community radiating out from around Thornton Heath railway station and to have split it up
would have been counterproductive. Those community ties however spread westwards
following the direction of Brigstock Road to, and around, Thornton Heath Pond covering
what is currently Bensham Manor Ward and West Thornton Ward.
The Commission’s proposed breakup of these two other component wards of Thornton
Heath proper, is hard to understand from a local residential, historical or political
perspective.
Focussing upon West Thornton, to split it into two halves with one half renamed as
Bensham West will be confusing for all concerned. People living in West Thornton Ward as
currently defined, first and foremost form a community around Thornton Heath Pond ‐ the
area’s main landmark and point of focus ‐ and then as part of Thornton Heath proper
following Brigstock Road past Thornton Heath Station. They do not see then themselves as
part of ‘Bensham Manor’.
Indeed historically, Thornton Heath was originally only in the area around Thornton Heath
Pond! Records go back to 1511. It centred on the main London to Sussex road (now the
A23). It was only after the coming of the railways to the east of Thornton Heath in 1851
that the area around the railway station, originally called Colliers Water, was renamed

Thornton Heath to aid traveller recognition of the station. The area around the station then
took the name of Thornton Heath. Historically therefore the area now called West
Thornton for polling purposes was the original Thornton Heath. Current residents see
themselves that way too but as part of the Thornton Heath proper with the railway station
one important hub in the area and Thornton Heath Pond the other important hub. West
Thornton is a highly developed community around the historical Thornton Heath Pond with
its own community centre, churches and local activities and holds its own as the other main
community hub of the Thornton Heath area too. We would not wish to see this lost.
Breaking things up politically as proposed by this review could cost locals a great deal with
long established community relationships, residents associations and political relationships,
divided at a stroke for little gain. Furthermore, under the proposals Thornton Heath Pond
itself, the hub of historical Thornton Heath, would cease to be within in West Thornton but
in a new ward called Bensham Manor West. No one living the proposed ward will associate
themselves with the name ‘Bensham Manor’. Only residents living in between the two main
hubs of Thornton Heath readily recognise the name. To transplant the name Bensham
Manor to the original Thornton Heath area would also be a travesty of historical fact and fly
in the face of local residents’ wishes to be seen and known as part of Thornton Heath.
Furthermore, West Thornton is the most diverse borough in Croydon. Encouraging voter
participation from under‐represented groups, who often feel disenfranchised, is a local
challenge. Smaller and two councillor wards will make the task of overcoming this harder
for local Councillors. It will be difficult through just two Councillors to reflect the significant
diversity present in West Thornton Ward and to attract more underrepresented groups to
become involved in local politics. Two councillor wards will also reduce the flexibility that
currently exists with three councillors to manage casework across the diversity of residents.
Life would become very difficult if one of the two councillors were elected as Mayor or
Deputy Mayor, the remaining Councillor would have to carry the workload alone for up to
two years! I strongly urge you to leave the Thornton Heath political map largely as it is,
consisting of three Councillors in each ward (Thornton Heath Ward, Bensham Manor Ward
and West Thornton Ward) with minimal changes to ward boundaries to achieve the voter to
councillor ratios required.
Addiscombe/ Park Hill and the Whitgift Estate
Moving on, the boundaries proposed for the Addiscombe seats ignore the different needs
and characteristics of these areas, between the isolated, greener, lower density housing
surrounding the parks and higher density housing in Addiscombe and Shirley. Neither Park
Hill nor the Whitgift Estate is located within Addiscombe and it’s impossible to claim there’s
a common identity across the area when every past review has recognised Addiscombe
Road Addiscombe’s definitive southern boundary since at least 1922.
Addiscombe would be better represented by recognising Addiscombe Road as the
community’s southern limit and reincorporating the Tollgate Estate to create one two‐
member ward and one three‐member ward. A new ward could then be formed to the south
of similar housing types around the parks, taking in Park Hill and the Whitgift Estate, which
identify strongly with one another, and the isolated, lower density housing around Shirley
Avenue. To make up numbers the area could then include similarly low density properties
along Upper Shirley Road, the South Park Hill area delineated by the main railway line and

the old Selsdon railway line, or the area west of there to Conduit Lane between Coombe
Road and Croham Road, which was incorporated in the past.
Waddon/South Croydon
Finally, the current boundaries in Croydon were set in 1999, with the previous review in
1977. The long time between reviews highlights the effective way past reviews have
prepared for future population growth. The draft recommendations for the boundary
between Waddon and South Croydon puts the boundaries at risk of review soon after 2022.
Waddon is already oversized in the proposals and, while the review has taken into account
population growth until 2022, the Croydon Plan sets out 12 developments amounting to a
further 2,961 properties by 2036. By comparison, South Croydon is undersized and the plan
sets out 3 developments amounting to 80 properties. More lasting electoral equality can be
achieved with minor changes to the border of Waddon to transfer into South Croydon the
whole of Pampisford Road and roads immediately off that road, and from the south‐side of
Warham Road downwards.
It is worth bearing in mind that even the council document outlining the ‘Places’ the
Commission appears to have based their draft recommendations upon considers these
roads to form part of South Croydon and not Waddon.
I hope you will agree that the ideas set out above would enable the Commission’s argument
around ‘Places’ and Croydon’s clear natural boundaries to be applied consistently across the
borough, producing a set of proposals far more in keeping with the Commission’s three
goals.
Yours faithfully,

Cllr. Callton Young

