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Starkie, Emily
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Wasee Abu
07 May 2017 21:10
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 resident for the last 11 years and an
active member of the community.
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.
Kind Regards
Wasee Abu Nowraz
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Starkie, Emily
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Waqar Ahmed
04 May 2017 19:44
reviews

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Follow up
Flagged

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 resident over 10 years and an active member of the community.
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 Regards

Mr Waqar Ahmed
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Starkie, Emily
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Nathaneal Amos-Sansam
06 May 2017 17:03
reviews
Croydon Boundary Changes: Addiscombe
Addiscombe Wards Proposals.jpg

Dear Croydon Review Office,

I am writing to object to several of the proposed boundaries set out in the Commission’s draft
recommendations for Croydon. I would like to suggest improvements which better meet the stated goals
of of the boundary review for the ward of Addiscombe.

Having lived in the area for a period of time, I feel that it is essential to maintain a coherent ward of
Addiscombe. It does not make sense to me or to my partner who works in a local school for the ward to be
potentially divided between different wards and several councillors as it lessens the clear link between the
community at large and the council that will be elected to represent it. The current proposals seem
artificial, and and will link areas such as Park Hill and Davidson Road that really don’t have that many
meaningful community links.

I support the alternative proposals that would involve two new wards (see attached) based on areas along
the Lower Addiscombe Road. 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.

I feel that these proposals 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 Sincerely,

Nathaneal Amos‐Sansam
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Starkie, Emily
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

ChrisTine Armstrong
30 April 2017 19:10
reviews
New boundary proposals

Dear Sir/ Madam
I’ve been told that there is a boundary review going on for Croydon council and that I can give you my opinion. I’m
not a member of any political party but I’ve always been interested in politics and how the town is run.
I retired a couple of years ago but before that worked all over the town, so I know it all pretty well. I have lived on
Addiscombe for over 20 years. For a long time I worked at Whitgift School off Brighton
Road. My daughter lives in
Selsdon/Sanderstead, so I know that well as well. And I am about to
move to
Selsdon. So I am going to tell you what I think about the ideas you have got for all these
places, not just where I live now.
Where I live is Addiscombe, quite close to East Croydon station. When young people move here they usually do that
because it is so convenient for the station. Your plans make a council ward for the centre of Croydon, for all those
new people who are moving into the new tower blocks. That's happening not far from me in Addiscombe as well. I
can see that there are enough people living west of the railway line in the town centre to make it entitled to its own
councillors. I think it makes lots of sense to put my area in with Park Hill. You see loads of people walking to the
station every day in my area and loads in Park Hill too. I don’t think Park Hill has any shops. Probably the people who
live their either use the ones near me in Addiscombe or in the town centre. There’s loads of doctors and dentists in
Addiscombe near the station and I reckon the people in Park Hill must use them, like people here do.
I used to work sometimes in the areas either side of Addiscombe Road up near the Trinity School roundabout. That
hasn’t got a lot in common with my area, so putting all that in another area makes sense to me.
I used to work at Whitgift School, which is in Waddon. That’s been in Waddon for as long as I was there. The area
around it is all nice big houses or blocks of flats. The other side of the Brighton Road is all terraced houses. Your new
ideas leave this area alone and I think that’s right.
My daughter lives in
At the moment some of that road is in Selsdon ward, some in in Sanderstead
and some is in Croham Hurst. That’s really confusing for everyone. Everyone round there thinks they live in
Sanderstead, and that’s where you have put it. I think that’s right. All that area including West Hill is really
Sanderstead.
And in a few weeks I am moving
Selsdon. You’ve split Selsdon into two bits, a north bit and a south
bit. I’m going to be in the south bit. That looks right to me. Where I am is cut off from Sanderstead. Without going
back up to the junction on Addington Road you can go the back way through Selsdon Vale and over to Forestdale. All
the houses there look as though they were built at the same time and you don’t really notice as you go from one to
the other. Because of the traffic, you want to try to avoid that junction in rush hour, so it makes sense to have a
north south split, if Selsdon has to be split, not an east west one.
It looks to me like the plan you have drawn up is a fair one which looks as though it puts every area I know where it
ought to be. So I like it and I’m not suggesting any changes.
Chris Armstrong

Sent from my iPad
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Starkie, Emily
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Linda Arwood
26 April 2017 16:49
reviews
Croydon neighbourhood boundary consultation

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Follow up
Flagged

Dear Sir or Madam,
I am writing on behalf of myself and my husband in response to the current boundary change proposals for
Addiscombe, which is where we live.
I have lived in Croydon most of my life, and for the last 40 years have been resident in Addiscombe. My husband
has also been resident in Addiscombe since our marriage in 2003, and was in any case familiar with the area having
previously lived in Battersea and been a regular visitor to the Croydon area for shopping, recreational and social
activities. We are therefore both very familiar with Croydon generally, and Addiscombe in particular.
Having considered the Commission’s proposal for Addiscombe, we are at a loss to see how the changes proposed
would be of any benefit at all to us and our fellow Addiscombe residents. At present we are in a well‐defined area
with its own distinct character and local community activities ‐ shopping facilities, churches, schools, recreation
areas, doctor’s surgeries, local residents’ associations etc. We can see no tangible benefit to the people of
Addiscombe in extending the southern boundary beyond the Addiscombe Road.

Yours faithfully,
Linda Arwood and Cecil White
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Starkie, Emily
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Linda Arwood
02 May 2017 15:22
reviews
Fwd: Croydon neighbourhood boundary consultation - Addiscombe

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Follow up
Flagged

Dear Sir or Madam,
Since writing our first response, we have become aware of a proposal for two new wards to be established,
"Addiscombe East" and "Addiscombe West” covering only the areas of greater Addiscombe Place from East Croydon
Station across to just past Ashburton Park, with a strong southern boundary of the Addiscombe Road, which has
marked the boundary between Addiscombe and the areas to the south since 1922.
We understand that this proposal for the two wards is that:
"Addiscombe West” would cover Cherry Orchard Road and Morland Road. Residents who live in these areas share a
commonality of interests. Cherry Orchard Road and areas around the Leslie Arms shopping parade includes shops,
dentists and doctors. Car ownership is low is these areas and many of the residents rely on public transport, use East
Croydon Station, and the 410 is a key bus route. The housing in this area is virtually all Victorian and Edwardian
terraces. This area is also due to get a new secondary school in 2019 on Morland Road to reflect its growing
population.
"Addiscombe East” (also known as Addiscombe Village) would be based on the Addiscombe District Centre on the
Lower Addiscombe Road, with a shopping parade which is the focus of the housing and residents surrounding it
from the Stroud Green Estates to residents who live in the Home and Chase Residents Associations areas.
We are strongly in favour of this proposal.
Yours faithfully,

Linda Arwood and Cecil White

Begin forwarded message:
From: Linda Arwood
Subject: Croydon neighbourhood boundary consultation
Date: 26 April 2017 at 16:49:20 BST
To: reviews@lgbce.org.uk

Dear Sir or Madam,
I am writing on behalf of myself and my husband in response to the current boundary change
proposals for Addiscombe, which is where we live.
1

I have lived in Croydon most of my life, and for the last 40 years have been resident in
Addiscombe. My husband has also been resident in Addiscombe since our marriage in 2003, and
was in any case familiar with the area having previously lived in Battersea and been a regular visitor
to the Croydon area for shopping, recreational and social activities. We are therefore both very
familiar with Croydon generally, and Addiscombe in particular.
Having considered the Commission’s proposal for Addiscombe, we are at a loss to see how the
changes proposed would be of any benefit at all to us and our fellow Addiscombe residents. At
present we are in a well‐defined area with its own distinct character and local community activities ‐
shopping facilities, churches, schools, recreation areas, doctor’s surgeries, local residents’
associations etc. We can see no tangible benefit to the people of Addiscombe in extending the
southern boundary beyond the Addiscombe Road.

Yours faithfully,
Linda Arwood and Cecil White
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Starkie, Emily
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Ken Baker
07 May 2017 14:13
reviews
FW: Proposed Ward boundary changes in Croydon

Sent from Mail for Windows 10
From: Ken Baker
Sent: 05 May 2017 21:00
To: Ken Baker
Subject: Proposed Ward boundary changes in Croydon

Dear Sirs,
Apart from a few years away from home when a student in London – following my Croydon education – I
have lived my whole life in South Norwood, having been born here 75 years ago. I have today run my own
architectural design practice for fifty years. In 2005 my wife and I became inaugural and active members of
PEOPLE for PORTLAND ROAD – acknowledged to be one of the largest residents’ action groups in
Croydon which, as the name suggests, was dedicated initially to the improvement of South Norwood’s
‘main artery’, Portland Road, but is now involved with all of SE25.
We live in Woodside ward – the southern half of South Norwood – and, although our ward boundaries
appear not to be affected by these proposed changes, we do immediately abut Shirley and Addiscombe,
the latter being our prime concern, where it appears that the Commission’s re‐drawing of our Ward Map
(which seems to duplicate local Conservative proposals) seeks to impose a North/South dividing line on
the neighbourhood of Addiscombe, when both geographically and historically the natural division is
East/West with the A232 Addiscombe Road – a major thoroughfare, heavily used by cars, lorries, buses
and trams – forming a natural break between communities.
As already indicated, our own district of South Norwood comprises the two wards of South Norwood and
Woodside; a division which ignores the natural break of the London to Brighton railway line and instead
imposes a seemingly arbitrary boundary part way down Portland Road. Currently this should have little
political effect (there being three Labour councillors on each side), except that in the boundary change of a
few years ago our Woodside ward was annexed by Croydon Central constituency – more decisively
dividing South Norwood in two, with different MPs (of different parties) and different policing resources.
This still rankles greatly with local residents and resulted from that earlier inappropriate division of our
community – later reinforced by ‘constituency creep’.
What has happened to us could well be applied to Addiscombe and other Croydon wards.
I trust this may be of some help.
Kind regards,
Ken Baker

baker design & PEOPLE for PORTLAND ROAD
1

Sent from Mail for Windows 10
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The Review Officer (Croydon)
Local Government Boundary Commission for England
14th floor, Millbank Tower
London
SW1P 4QP

Dear Sirs
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 was born in Croydon in 1942 and have lived at my current address
therefore I have been resident in the Addiscombe Ward for forty seven years.

since June 1970,

My three children all attended Oval Primary School and belonged to Scout, Cubs and Brownie
Groups attatched to Addiscombe Methodist and St. Mary’s Addiscombe Parish Church which are all
within the present Addiscombe Ward and in walking distance of my house and each other. My son
married my daughter in law, who lived
, also within the present Addiscombe
Ward in St. Mary’s and my Grandaughter was Christened there.
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.
The area South of the Addiscombe Road has a much “posher” feel about it and since the building of
the Tramlink is both figuratively and literally the “other side of the tracks” where I feel I don’t belong.
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 threemember ward. If we must have boundary changes, as a long time Addiscombe resident I would feel
much more comfortable with this proposal
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
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,
John Barlow

Starkie, Emily
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

James Bashford
23 April 2017 15:21
reviews
Croydon ward boundary review

I live in Selsdon Vale but was born in Forestdale and went to primary school there. I believe the split that has
been proposed by the Boundary commission for the Selsdon area is the right one.
The main reason I agree with the suggested split for Selsdon Vale and Forestdale is that the two areas have
commonality of building design and the construction of the two estates happened almost as one. The two
areas share the same bus route and community centre – the Forestdale Forum. Also, the guide hut that girls
from both Forestdale and Selsdon Vale go to is on the joint border.
I would also comment that Monks Hill has always been viewed as part of Selsdon so including that in the
Selsdon and Addington Village ward is very sensible as the residents there recognise Selsdon as their district
centre.

Regards,
James Bashford
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Starkie, Emily
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Jess
07 May 2017 15:18
reviews
Croydon Ward Boundary Review

Hello,
I live in
Addiscombe. It's part of the HOME Residents Association and there's a current proposal to
move my road into a separate ward from the other roads in the association.
I think all the roads in the association should stay as one ward so the same councillors represent all of us.
Thanks,
Jess Bashford

Sent from my iPhone

1

CROYDON – Local Government Boundary Review
Submission by Graham Bass re PURLEY & WOODCOTE and PURLEY OAKS &
RIDDLESDOWN wards
As a long-time resident of Purley & further to my submission of last November,
I write to express my fullest support for your proposals for the Purley area.
Your proposals for the two wards, taken together, closely match the notional
‘Purley PLACE’ (or ‘Greater Purley’) of the Croydon Local Plan, which in turn
corresponds to what most Purleyites identify with as their town. The way you
propose splitting the area into two wards recognises the identity of distinct
communities within Purley, such as Woodcote & Riddlesdown, and in so doing
aligns well with Resident Association boundaries. Also, the town centre comes
together in one piece. I very much hope that the proposals survive this
consultation unscathed.
On practical grounds, I support a couple of very minor tweaks:
Move the short section of Downs Court Road south of Mitchley Avenue into
Purley Oaks & Riddlesdown ward. As an access road onto the Downs it has
always been in a separate ward (& residents association) to central Purley (PU5
vs. PU4)
Include Dunmail Drive, with its solitary house, in Purley Oaks & Riddlesdown
ward else, as an orphan, it will be lucky ever to see its local councillor.

Graham Bass

26 Apr 2017

Starkie, Emily
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Kerstin Baxter
08 May 2017 12:45
reviews
Boundary reviews

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Follow up
Flagged

We live on the Whitgift Estate in Croydon and fully support the proposals. We feel our estate has a lot more in
common with the Shirley Park area than the towncentre.
Best regards,
Richard Baxter & Kerstin Baxter‐Brand

Sent from my Samsung device
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Starkie, Emily
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Alasdair Beckett-King
05 May 2017 14:10
reviews
Croydon Boundary Changes

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Follow up
Flagged

To The Review Officer (Croydon),
I wish to object to the Commission’s draft recommendations for my area, as the boundaries proposed fail to reflect
the various local interests and identities of the Croydon Central constituency, in which I live. I believe 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.
The boundaries proposed for the two Shirley seats and two Addiscombe seats ignore the different characters and
needs within these areas between the isolated, greener, lower density housing surrounding the parks, and the
higher density housing in the neighbourhoods of Shirley and Addiscombe. Park Hill and the Whitgift Estate aren’t
even in Addiscombe and never have been, as the community and electoral boundary has always ended at
Addiscombe Road.
I believe the interests of these communities would be better represented by having a two‐member ward formed of
Upper Shirley Road, Shirley Avenue, Park Hill and the Whitgift Estate. This area would include both sides of Coombe
Road as the southern‐most boundary, Addiscombe Road as the northern‐most boundary with the railway line
serving as the boundary to the West.
This would also allow Addiscombe residents, including those in the Tollgate Estate, to have their own voice on the
council, through having one two‐member ward and one three‐member ward covering the community to represent
their residents’ very different needs and issues.

Yours truly,
Alasdair Beckett‐King
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Starkie, Emily
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Anne
06 May 2017 18:29
reviews
Proposed boundary changes in Shirley, Croydon

Dear Sir/Madam
I wish to object to the Commission’s draft recommendations for my area, as the boundaries proposed fail to reflect the
local interests and identities of my community. I believe 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.
The boundaries proposed for the two Shirley seats and two Addiscombe seats ignore the different characters and
needs within these areas between the isolated, greener, lower density housing surrounding the parks, and the higher
density housing in the neighbourhoods of Shirley and Addiscombe. Park Hill and the Whitgift Estate aren’t even in
Addiscombe and never have been, as the community and electoral boundary has always ended at Addiscombe Road.
I believe the interests of our community would be better represented by having a two-member ward formed of Upper
Shirley Road, Shirley Avenue, Park Hill and the Whitgift Estate. This area would include both sides of Coombe Road
as the southern-most boundary, Addiscombe Road as the northern-most boundary with the railway line serving as the
boundary to the West.
This would also allow Addiscombe residents, including those in the Tollgate Estate, to have their own voice on the
council, through having one two-member ward and one three-member ward covering the community to represent their
residents’ very different needs and issues.
Please consider my suggestions.
Many thanks.
Yours faithfully,
Anne Bellingham
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5 May 2017
Dear Sir/Madam
Re. Proposed Changes to the Ward Boundaries for the Ashburton/Addiscombe
Wards in Croydon
We wish to object to the Commission’s draft recommendations for our area, as the
boundaries proposed fail to reflect the local interests and identities of Addiscombe. We
believe 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.
The boundaries proposed for the two Addiscombe wards extend well beyond the
Addiscombe neighbourhood. Park Hill and the Whitgift Estate are not in Addiscombe and
never have been, they do not identify with our area and properties sold in those areas are
not advertised as being part of Addiscombe. The community boundary, as with the electoral
boundary, has always ended at Addiscombe Road.
We have entirely independent facilities for shopping, educating children and practicing
religions, consequently the interests and identities of our two separate areas do not overlap.
Bundling the two areas together ignores their very different housing types and consequently
the differing needs we have for representation on the council. The voice on the council of
both areas will be diminished by the draft proposals.
We believe our community would be better represented by having the electoral boundaries
overlap with community boundaries. This could be accommodated through one two-member
ward and one three-member ward, with the southern boundary remaining at its historic
location of Addiscombe Road and taking in the Tollgate Estate 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 sincerely,

Ian and Judy Bennett

Starkie, Emily
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Matt Bolton
03 May 2017 09:27
reviews
Addiscombe Ward (Croydon) boundary submission

To whom it may concern,
I am writing to express my concern about the proposed boundary changes to Addiscombe ward. I have lived in
Addiscombe for 2 years now, my daughter goes to a nursery in Addiscombe, and as I don't have a car I routinely use
the public transport facilities in the area and the local shops. I am concerned that the proposed boundary changes
take no account of the area's long standing 'natural' borders, and so risk cutting a cohesive community into
numerous isolated parts. In addition, extending the boundary so as to include more southern areas such as Whitgift
Estate and Park Hill will dilute the representation of the particular community in Addiscombe by adding areas with
very different social characteristics and with no day‐to‐day connection with the northern areas. For example, the
public transport routes I use every day run east to west, not north to south, while i do virtually all my shopping at
the parades on Cherry Orchard Road and Lower Addiscombe. It makes no sense for these coherent communities
(bordered for decades now by the 'natural' southern border of Addiscombe Road) to be artificially split into four
parts, and then areas with no day‐to‐day connection with Addiscombe to be arbitrarily attached.
To this end, I support the alternative proposal for boundary changes, splitting the ward into its eastern and western
parts. I live in the western part, centred on Cherry Orchard Road and Morland Road. This is a cohesive community,
with public transport routes running across it and a local shopping area. I used to live in the other area, centred on
the Lower Addiscombe shopping parade, until last year, and that is also a cohesive neighbourhood ‐ my daughter's
nursery and doctors is there. It would be ridiculous to split either of these two longstanding coherent communities
up into 4 or 5 parts so as to include other areas which are not in any real way connected to them, whether via public
transport, community use or shopping.
Many thanks
Matt Bolton

‐‐
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08/05/2017
Dear Madam or Sir,
I am writing to you in relation to the Croydon Neighbourhood Boundary Consultation.
I am very concerned by the proposals. My family have had connections with this area for several
generations; particularly the Addiscombe/ Ashburton area. As I understand it the proposals would
split Addiscombe into four. I was discussing the proposal with my daughter’s grandmother who
remembers playing in Ashburton Park before the war when she visited her own grandmother. She
has told me there was as much a sense of neighbourhood identity then as there is now. I think that
the current proposals completely disregard this. Addiscombe/ Ashburton is one of the distinct areas
in the borough and it seems, to me at least, to make no sense for it to be split into separate wards. I
believe we live in a beautiful and diverse borough. We are a bit like a jigsaw, with each part being
slightly distinct from the others. I think that the current proposal would serve to dilute this.
Addiscombe is Addiscombe and it has an identity of its own that deserves representation on our
council. Before writing this letter I looked up some of the history of Addiscombe and it is clear that it
has had its own individual for many centuries. I think that proposals such as this will, if enacted, risk
the individual identity being washed away.
I do hope that you will give serious consideration to the content of my letter and that the proposals
as they have been put forward will not be acted upon. It seems that they ignore what is obvious,
that is to say, that the southern boundary of Addiscombe is, and always has been, Addiscombe Road.
To suggest otherwise seems to defy logic. I have friends who live in Park Hill and on the Whitgif
Estate and none of them describe themselves as living in Addiscombe. I just do not know why these
areas are now to be included in the Addiscombe wards.
I would not usually write on matters such as this; however I do feel very strongly about this. Areas
such as council wards are an important way of maintaining historical areas for future generations
and for maintaining communities’ sense of identity.
Please do think again before implementing this proposal. It is my view than it will cause a great deal
more harm that it will cause good.
Yours faithfully,

Michael Bonello

Starkie, Emily
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

James Broughton
08 May 2017 11:21
reviews
Comments on LGBCE Croydon Review
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LGBCE Croydon Review
Dear Sirs
I write in regard to the draft report by the LGBCE Boundary Review for LB Croydon. I have a number of business
clients and long-established friends in Croydon, Purley and the surrounding environs and from my regular visits to the
area I have become aware of the above review and it's potential implications and benefits
I feel that it will be a welcome and positive step for removal of 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 share the view that “postal Purley” is too large to be a single ward, however, your proposal to divide it into two wards
of three and two councillors respectively, to be called Purley & Woodcote and Purley Oaks & Riddlesdown appears
eminently sensible.
The name Purley & Woodcote would help to restore 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 which I hope will be implemented in full.
Kind Regards
James Broughton ACIB
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Starkie, Emily
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Richard Brundle
02 May 2017 15:25
reviews
Re: Croydon Boundary Reviews 2017

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Follow up
Flagged

Dear Sir / Madam
I am emailing regarding the current proposals under consideration for Ward Boundary Review, as
submitted by the Croydon Conservative Councillor Group.
Of all the schemes submitted, I feel that it achieves what is needed, as far as possible. It was always going
to be a difficult and complex matter, but this does seem to meet the criteria.
As a resident of Sanderstead for 77 years, I have lived with Croydon all my life. Being Involved in local
organisations over those years, has given me a bit of a feel for the area.
Croydon is in fact a series of villages, or as various parties have agreed, " 16 places of Croydon".
I therefore feel that it is of great importance that, as far as possible, the Wards have a natural feel to them
based on the reality that exists on the ground.
Running Ward boundaries in a way that creates unnatural boundaries not reflected by how residents feel
on the ground, is not helpful.
A lot of people have put a lot of thought into this project. I would like to see the Conservative Councillor
Group Scheme endorsed as it does seem to be the best available and meets the objectives.
Yours sincerely,
Richard Brundle. MBE
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Starkie, Emily
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Sent:
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Subject:

Lianne Bruney
04 May 2017 16:21
reviews
Croydon Borough Review
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Dear Sir/Madam,
I am a proud resident of the Waddon Ward. I have been following the boundary review for the borough of Croydon
closely because I was concerned about the proposals the local Labour party had submitted. I thought that the local
Labour party’s plans were dividing historic communities with the principle agenda of securing their majority on the
council.
I have reviewed your proposals for Waddon and I am delighted. Your proposed boundary for Waddon accurately
reflects the community of Waddon. Your plan keeps Waddon intact and avoids any unnecessary and unnatural splits
of the community, ensuring that the ward maintains its heart, Waddon park.
Kind regards,
Lianne Bruney
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To: reviews@gbce.org.uk
Cc:
Bcc:
Date: Tue, 2 May 2017 09:06:53 +0100
Subject: objection to Croydon boundary changes
I wish to object to the proposed boundary changes affecting the present Fairfield ward..
I have lived in the East Croydon area since 1963, first in Park Hill and afterwards, until now, on the Whitgift Estate.
My four children grew up here and were educated in local state schools; so I have had close and ongoing knowledge
of the immediate area, including Addiscombe.
The present boundary, marked in the North by the Addiscombe Rd, neatly reflects the very different needs and
identities of the areas surrounding the parks and those of Addiscombe and Shirley.
The area South of the Addiscombe Rd is low density, characterised by a largely stable, home owning population
who have a shared sense of community and concerns, reflected, for instance, by the local residents' associations and
joint activities. The houses are either in landscaped settings (Wates) or have their own gardens as well as access to
the parks.
A two‐member ward covering Park Hill, Whitgift, Upper Shirley Rd and Shirley Ave, with both sides of Coombe Rd as
the Southern boundary and Addiscombe Rd as the Northern boundary, would best serve this community
Addiscombe (N of Addiscombe Rd) has a very different character and needs. The population density is higher and
more itinerant. Houses already closely packed, have been subdivided, so living units are smaller and many rented
out. This has implications for welfare and policing and would be best served by having one two‐member ward and
one three‐member ward representation, on the council.
Respectfully,
Joan Burgess

2

Starkie, Emily
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Joan Burgess
07 May 2017 09:26
reviews
Boundary commission review. Fairfield ward, Croydon

I wish to object to the proposed boundary changes affecting the present Fairfield ward..
I have lived in the East Croydon area since 1963, first in Park Hill and afterwards, until now, on the Whitgift Estate. My four
children grew up here and were educated in local state schools; so I have had close and ongoing knowledge of the
immediate area, including Addiscombe.
The present boundary, marked in the North by the Addiscombe Rd, neatly reflects the very different needs and identities of
the areas surrounding the parks and those of Addiscombe and Shirley.
The area South of the Addiscombe Rd is low density, characterised by a largely stable, home owning population who have
a shared sense of community and concerns, reflected, for instance, by the local residents' associations and joint activities.
The houses are either in landscaped settings (Wates) or have their own gardens as well as access to the parks.
A two-member ward covering Park Hill, Whitgift, Upper Shirley Rd and Shirley Ave, with both sides of Coombe Rd as the
Southern boundary and Addiscombe Rd as the Northern boundary, would best serve this community
Addiscombe (N of Addiscombe Rd) has a very different character and needs. The population density is higher and more
itinerant. Houses already closely packed, have been subdivided, so living units are smaller and many rented out. This has
implications for welfare and policing and would be best served by having one two-member ward and one three-member
ward representation, on the council.
Respectfully,
Joan Burgess
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Starkie, Emily
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Adam Burney
01 May 2017 21:15
reviews
Addiscombe boundary review

Dear Sir or Madam,

I wish to object to the Commission’s draft recommendations for Addiscombe where I have been a resident
for over 20 years. My children have been schooled in this area and we use the local shops and park
regularly.

I believe the boundaries proposed fail to reflect the local interests and identities of Addiscombe. I believe 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.

The boundaries proposed for the two Addiscombe wards extend well beyond the Addiscombe
neighbourhood. Park Hill and the Whitgift Estate aren’t in Addiscombe and never have been, they do not
identify with our area and properties sold in those areas aren’t advertised as being part of Addiscombe. The
community boundary, as with the electoral boundary, has always ended at Addiscombe Road.

We have entirely independent facilities for shopping, educating children and practicing religions,
consequently the interests and identities of our two separate areas do not overlap. Bundling the two areas
together ignores their very different housing types and consequently the differing needs we have for
representation on the council. The voice on the council of both areas will be diminished by the draft
proposals.
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I believe our community would 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 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,

Adam Burney
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Starkie, Emily
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Debbie Burney
01 May 2017 21:11
reviews
Ashburton and Addiscombe boundary review

Dear Sir or Madam,

I wish to object to the Commission’s draft recommendations for Addiscombe where I have been a resident
for over 20 years. My children have been schooled in this area and we use the local shops and park
regularly.

I believe the boundaries proposed fail to reflect the local interests and identities of Addiscombe. I believe 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.

The boundaries proposed for the two Addiscombe wards extend well beyond the Addiscombe
neighbourhood. Park Hill and the Whitgift Estate aren’t in Addiscombe and never have been, they do not
identify with our area and properties sold in those areas aren’t advertised as being part of Addiscombe. The
community boundary, as with the electoral boundary, has always ended at Addiscombe Road.

We have entirely independent facilities for shopping, educating children and practicing religions,
consequently the interests and identities of our two separate areas do not overlap. Bundling the two areas
together ignores their very different housing types and consequently the differing needs we have for
representation on the council. The voice on the council of both areas will be diminished by the draft
proposals.
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I believe our community would 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 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,

Debbie Burney
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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
The Review Officer
As a local Addiscombe resident, I am most concerned by the proposals of the boundary commission,
which seem to make no sense whatsoever.
For me, the community of Addiscombe from East Croydon and down the Lower Addiscombe Road
has always had the boundary of Addiscombe Road, particularly, since the introduction of the Tram.
I am concerned that cutting the natural community of Addiscombe in half and taking it down
towards Lloyd Park will put Addiscombe residents living around the Lower Addiscombe Road at a
disadvantage. These will not be natural communities but two entirely separate communities divided
by a major road and tram track.
Having lived in Addiscombe for nearly ten years, I have very much thought of the area from
Addiscombe shops down to East Croydon as Addiscombe. We enjoy the Railway Park and Ashburton
Park, Lloyd Park in South Croydon would in no way be considered local. The shops in Addiscombe
and around Cherry Orchard Road and the ones regularly used. The proposal for Addiscombe East
seems to bear no relation to natural communities, major roads and transport routes that have
always divided the area and indeed, the ability to travel from the top of the ward to the bottom of it,
which is clearly in Shirley/South Croydon.
I do hope the commission will think again
Yours sincerely

Alison Butler

