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City of Peterborough
Personal Details:
Alan Ainger

Name:
E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
The proposals have
dichotomy removes
possible discussions
There is no obvious
bus route.

the effect of splitting the cohesive community of Bretton into two. This
the inhabitants of the portion of the south which is ceded to West from
and influence on the amenities in Central Bretton on which they depend.
connection between Bretton and Longthorpe other than being on the same

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/3944
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City of Peterborough
Personal Details:
Name:

Karen Anker

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I am totally against this proposal. How can the needs and requirements be the same for those
in rural and suburban areas. I would not like to make a decision for people in township as I
would not like them making decisions on my behalf. You need to live in a rural area to fully
understand why we do so and what matters. The local council has a say and are of like minded
people who understand the needs of the local community (young and old). The relationship with
the present city councillors allows interaction and easy consulation, would this still be the case
with future councillors who understand village needs? Why would we want to change this. The
Secondary school has been part of the catchment area for three generations of my family and
understands the needs students of the surronding villages. Would this boundary change affect
the school placements. The necessity for parents to arrange alternative transport to surrounding
schools, instead of the need for one bus. Increase of village traffic and effect to the
envrionment. What would be the cost of such an implementation ? and what in real terms
would be the gain ? In my opinion nothing.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/3971
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City of Peterborough
Personal Details:
Name:

Adrian & Jackie Ansdell

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
We have been residents of Ailsworth for the last 33 years and have seen and agreed with many
changes to the village that have not changed its rural character . The changes that the BC are
now proposing would change fundamentally the makeup of the existing ward by including our
rural village with the larger urban mass of South Bretton and Longthorpe. The villages of
Ailsworth,Castor,Sutton,Upton and Marholm have close historical and community connections
and populations to match their rural makeup. It is all too easy for organisations like the BC to
obliterate our heritage by attempting to simplify , in this instance , boundaries . Please take
note of what we are sure will be the villages united call to " LEAVE THINGS AS THEY ARE"
Adrian & Jackie Ansdell

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/3750
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City of Peterborough
Personal Details:
Name:

Kayleigh Atkinson

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
We believe that Werrington village should not be split up. This is the original historic part of
Werrington. Also we are concerned that the value of our house will decrease as we bought our
house in the prestigious Werrington village which would now become Gunthorpe. We paid the
premium to live in Werrington. It is fact that Gunthorpe is a cheaper area and therefore this is
highly likely to influence the value of our house. Who is going to compensate us for this
decrease? We are also very concerned about the catchment area for schools that we will fall
under. We chose our house based on the schools in the local area which our future children
may no longer be able to attend if this change is implemented. There are great concerns
amongst the people in our area and we feel that there has not been enough information
provided. The people we have spoken to are not even aware of the proposed changes and
therefore we feel that we have not been provided with a fair opportunity to have our say on
this matter. We feel strongly that more information needs to be provided and our questions
answered before any decision is made. We feel it would be unfair for such a massive change to
take place without hearing the opinions of the people living in the area. We feel that there
should be a voting system in place which the whole community is aware of so that we can have
our say. We would appreciate a response as we are very concerned about the proposals put
forward.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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City of Peterborough
Personal Details:
Name:

Michael Atkinson

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: None

Comment text:
It would appear from your consultation document that Marholm is intended to become part of
the Bretton township. As a resident of Marholm I believe that this would be a retrograde step.
We are accustomed to being part of the rural environs of Peterborough and being treated as
such. I believe that when the expansion of Peterborough was mooted in the 1960's that great
effort was made to keep a separation between the village and the proposed new township of
Bretton. I believe that therein lies the essence of the situation - we are a village and Bretton is
a township - and we are happy to leave it that way. I can see no advantage to be gained by
alienating part of the local population; villages are an essential part of rural England and to
attempt to amalgamate them with the nearest town or urban settlement can only serve to
diminish th character off the countryside. We are told that the country needs 200 000 new
house every year to house our growing population; this can only serve to urbanise the country
even more. Please allow rural areas to retain their rurality where possible.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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City of Peterborough
Personal Details:
Name:

Michael Atkinson

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: None

Comment text:
I would like to make the following argument for Marholm Village to retain its links with rural
communities to the west of Peterborough:- 1) We share the same vicar as Castor, Ailsworth,
Upton,Sutton. 2)Our children attend the same schools i.e. Castor Primary and Arthur Mellows
Village College 3) We have a common landlord and landowner in Milton Estates Company 4)We
share social events and have common interests 5)We have an understanding of, and respect
for, the working environment in which we live - it is not simply open space. It is unlikely that
the small electoral numbers in Marholm would have an appreciable effect on the equalisation of
ward numbers , but it is likely that the interests peculiar to Marholm would be ignored when
compared to the interests of the urban population of Bretton. The villages to the west of
Peterborough have a long history dating back many hundreds of years. It is important from a
sociological point of view that we try to retain that history and keep our rural areas intact. If
these features of rurality are subsumed into the urban sprawl which is taking over large parts
of the UK they will be lost forever and the country as awhole will be the poorer for it.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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City of Peterborough
Personal Details:
Name:

Martin Atkinson

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Castor is a rural village with a strong community. I feel the change in boundary would not
benifit the area and would not serve the public to their best interests. This is because the
boundary change will mix to very different areas and needs. I strongly disagree with the
change.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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City of Peterborough
Personal Details:
Name:

Mrs Victoria Atkinson

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
As a local village resisdant in the beautiful village or castor, I absolutely object to the proposed
change of boundary. Castor is a small village but with a very close community, the school, preschool, church, shops and coffee shop support each other and we all share in the community
facilities. To stop castor being a rural ward and include it as a suburb of Peterborough is
senseless and unfounded. We must protect our small and precious environment and keep it as
the rural ward it so rightly is.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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City of Peterborough
Personal Details:
Name:

Joyce Bailey

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Werrington Green with the sign "Werrington" is now in Gunthorpe as is Werrington Meadows.
Hall Lane is split...part in Gunthorpe......it seems the decisions are taken about equalising the
numbers and not preserving the identity of the areas. A concerned resident. Baron Court

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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City of Peterborough
Personal Details:
Name:

Mrs J Barnard

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
having lived in Werrington Village for nearly 30 years I find the new proposals quite
unbelievable how can you possibly have half the village including the village green in another
area, with no regard to parish boundaries, there seems to be no logic in this rearrangement of
wards the jigsaw pattern created between Hall lane / Fenbridge Road and Fullbridge Road.to
Cuckoos Hollow do not make any sence at all.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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City of Peterborough
Personal Details:
Name:

Ian Barnett

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Please keep Werrington Green, and the surrounding areas in Werrington, as at present. Thanks

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/3921
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Thirdly, the natural boundaries, the river to the south, with its
phenomenally successful Nene Park Trust, the recreation centre and lung of
Peterborough, the City or Longthorpe and Bretton to the east with Milton as
protection and to the north the B1443 or even the A16, and the A1 but we would
still wish to include Wansford, Thornhaugh and Wittering.
Fourthly, the representation has been successful in the past with just two
councillors, if it is to be three, then we would be served as well or better if the
additional electorate were from parishes similar to ours, rural, and within this
box as described above, not for numbers sake urban electorate bolted on, with
different needs.
Let’s be clear, urban needs are just as important as rural ones, just
different, and they can only be served effectively by councillors that are
committed to those needs, whatever their political persuasion. It would be almost
impossible for a councillor or councillors to represent a ward with three quarters
urban and one quarter rural effectively, they would be pulled in two directions
and inevitably the weight of electoral numbers would have to win.
Finally with the tradition and centenaries of heritage that bind these
communities together and attend to their needs through vast experience it would
be very disruptive the break up the West Ward in the manner proposed. I have
lived here for 55 years and have seen a lot of changes; in essence these are still
villages with powerful individual identities, working well and harmoniously
together. Please leave the rural parishes together and do not attempt to force on
us South Bretton and Longthorpe.
Yours faithfully,

William and Annie Manton Baxter
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City of Peterborough
Personal Details:
Name:

Simon Bicknell

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
There doesn't seem to be any logic in changing the boundary to move a number of rural
villages into an urban ward in Peterborough. This appears to be change for changes sake - a
government department trying to justify its existence by making changes that will cost taxpayer
money without any gain for the community. Stop the changes before any further money is
spent and re-allocate the funds to a department which will be able to use it to improve the
local services provided to people in Peterborough.
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None Uploaded
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City of Peterborough
Personal Details:
Name:

Nigel Blanchford

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I object strongly to the inclusion of Castor and the other villages of the Benefice in the
proposed West Ward. I believe that we are represented in thiese villages very effectively by
councillors whose focus is entirely upon rural issues, and who therefore have a deep
understanding of those issues. As a small part of a predominently urban ward I believe that
particular rural issues such as public transport, farming, education is rural areas, services for
the often isolated elderly, mobile libraries and others will be easily overlooked. Councillors will
not be dealing with a homogenous ward and will need to represent two very different types of
community with different needs. The current arrangement whereby all the villages west of
Peterborough are repesented by the same Councillors, who understand the common needs of
their ward, who understand the rural economy and have a single, RURAL focus for their work is
efficent, effective and works very well for the residents of the villages. Please do no change a
system that works so well.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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City of Peterborough
Personal Details:
Name:

Andrew Boulton

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Comments re Castor and Ailsworth The proposed change will have a material adverse and
prejudicial effect upon these two villages, as well as the other villages within the ward. By
including rural villages with large urban and suburban areas such as parts of Bretton and
Longthorpe the people of Castor and Ailsworth will no longer have fair and equal representation
because their voice and opinions will be severely outweighed (by three to one) by the rest of
the proposed ward. This will be most unfair as the villages have very different concerns and
issues to be addressed within local government to those of the remainder of the proposed ward
because they are small rural communities set within the countryside, not large urban areas
close to the city centre. Not only will the change result in a loss of representation but it will
also prevent efficient and convenient government, both because the villages will not be
adequately represented and because the wider council will have fewer representatives from
predominantly rural areas. The villages should be in a ward that reflects their identity. The
proposed ward does not reflect their identity as it comprises very large inner-city areas that are
densely populated. The villages are small, set apart from the city and distinctly rural. If you
were to visit the proposed ward the difference is plain to see.
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City of Peterborough
Personal Details:
Name:

Marcus Brailsford

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I oppose the recent boundary changes that effect ailsworth and castor . Joining these rural
areas will automatically mean we have maximum vote of 25% for ant rural issues.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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City of Peterborough
Personal Details:
Name:

Roy Brunswick

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Roy and Joan Brunswick,
. We note with dismay that it is
proposed to move Gildale into Gunthorpe. We have lived at this address for 32 years and
consider we are right in Werrington. All our links are within the area long understood to be
Werrington. This includes the area around the village green (now to be included in Gunthorpe)
and there can be no doubt that the Green is the heart of Werrington. Werrington and
Gunthorpe are so very different in terms of housing, shopping facilities and social contacts We
just hope common sense will prevail.. Our email address is

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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City of Peterborough
Personal Details:
Name:

Paul Burgess

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: Paul Burgess

Comment text:
I live in Marholm. The third criteria for ward boundaries is "Community Identity". There is a
strong village identity here, and it is a rural community. I am Chairman of the Village Hall Trust
so I see many of the community activities in the village. We are not being elitist, but we are
just different from Bretton. I used to live in Bretton and it is fine, but I have chosen to live in
this village because it is rural, despite its proximity to the City. I am concerned that a
councillor representing Bretton will not be able to adequately represent the people of Marholm.
It makes much more sense for Marholm to be grouped with Castor or Helpston or Ufford. A
matter which is important to a small village will be lost among the very different needs of
Bretton.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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City of Peterborough
Personal Details:
Name:

William Burgess

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
In Upton we definately feel Urban and don't identify with Bretton and Longthorpe. We have very
different issues being in rural community and don't feel the new proposal will serve our
community well.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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City of Peterborough
Personal Details:
Name:

Janet Burton

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
The problem is, what is this change about? If it is just about councillors, ensuring each ward
has a similar number of people represented by a similar number of councillors, it sounds fair
and reasonable. But we are being told locally that this is an excuse to remove the rural status
of our village, by merging us in an urban ward. I know there are business rate advantages to
rural status - we've already lost one pub and one shop, higher rates and we'll lose the others
in no time. Plus I have no idea what other effects it will have - planning regs might be
affected, the school, what grants apply to rural areas but not urban wards- I have no idea what
we lose and what we gain, and you are no help at all with your site giving no information other
than the number of people and councillors. How do we find out how the changes will actually
impact on our village?????? I have heard complaints that people do not respond to consultation
- it is only consultation if you provide the pros and cons of your changes rather than just say
we are planning on making these changes what do you think. I think that you would tell us
what was happening as a result of the changes - eg if it what just a change affecting numbers
you would say so somewhere - if you thought we would support your changes if given the
facts, and the only reason you are not giving the facts is because they do not support your
case. Therefore I am against the changes. I also think you are cheating the electorate, telling
them it is 'only for fair representation' if it is a back door way to change the application of
other regulations and grants. Give me all the facts, and if they support your case I will
apologise and support you. Without the facts this consultation is a sham.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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understandable reaction but one which will do my village and those villages around us (Castor, Sutton,
Marholm and Upton) any favours.
Therefore, with the above said, I would like you to take this letter as a "No" vote to these suggested
changes.
Yours faithfully,
June Cawsey
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City of Peterborough
Personal Details:
Name:

Martin Chillcott

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I wish to object in the strongest possible terms to the proposed division of the rural area within
the boundaries of Peterborough unitary authority. I have applied your own criteria 'A good
pattern of wards should' and set out the results of your proposals for each of the criteria below
+ a question for each A good pattern of wards should: ■ Provide good electoral equality, with
each Councillor representing, as closely as possible, the same number of voters. EFFECT OF
PROPOSALS A west ward would be made uo of 75% suburban and urban voters and 25% rural
voters, thus disenfranchising the rural based electorate. At est, Councillors will likely focus on
suburban issues as those are the ones they a) understand b) are presented with by citizens. At
worst, candidates and sitting councillros will chase votes and focus on the 75%. How does this
promote voter equality? I any event , having an equal number of voters (i.e. 2500 per
Councillor) could be simply achieved by merging the existing Glinton & Wittering ward with the
Barnack ward and having 3 Councillors represent the ward. Q: Why has this not been
considered? And if it has why has it been discarded? ■ Reflect community interests and
identities and include evidence of community links. EFFECT OF PROPOSALS There are no links
between the rural area and South Bretton and Longthorpe suburban areas. The rural
communities however are typified by strong community clubs, societies and community events
(e.g. annual festivals) which take place with a dizzying regularity whereas the suburban areas
have very little in this regard. Although not a church goer myself, the benefice based at Castor,
has also included for hundreds of years, Castor, Ailsworth, Marholm ( I note this is proposed to
be merged with North Bretton, a quiet village and a disadvantaged neighborhood with very
different issues and needs), Sutton and Upton. The villages across to Glinton and up to Barnack
share a catchment area for Arthur mellows secondary school, with a resultant ethos and
community spirit within what is a large school ■ Be based on strong, easily identifiable
boundaries. EFFECT OF PROPOSALS The most identifiable boundary is the gap between a heavily
built suburban environment and a more sparesely developed rural area. They are chalk and
cheese ■ Help the council deliver effective and convenient local government. EFFECT OF
PROPOSALS Rural areas wrestle with very different issues to suburban and urban areas,
including transport, care of the elderly, conservation, planning and affordable housing for rural
families + almost non existent policing. Local Police have told us "after midnight you're on your
own". Effective and convenient local government is delivered by having Councillors who are able
to understand the issues and therefore represent citizens effectively. Q: How can widening the
issues they need to cover improve effectiveness? I find it astonishing that none of these factors
appear to have been taken into account and wish to re-terate my strong objection to these
proposals I have not met a single person in hundreds within the Castor & Ailsworth community
(2 parishes but effectively one village), who is in favour of your proposals. Over time, your
proposals will surely lead to the suburbanisation of an area of great rural character, historical
significance and amazing community spirit I would ask that in order to meet the criteria of
ensuring equal representation, you change the proposals to a 3 councillor ward, by merging the
existing Glinton & Wittering ward and the Barnack ward. This would ensure natural link and
communities AND meet your criteria for equal representation Thank you
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I find it astonishing that none of these factors appear to have been taken into account and wish to re‐iterate my
strong objection to these proposals
I have not met a single person in hundreds within the Castor & Ailsworth community (2 parishes but effectively one
village), who is in favour of your proposals. Over time, your proposals will surely lead to the suburbanisation of an
area of great rural character, historical significance and amazing community spirit
I would ask that in order to meet the criteria of ensuring equal representation, you change the proposals to a 3
councillor ward, by merging the existing Glinton & Wittering ward and the Barnack ward. This would ensure natural
link and communities AND meet your criteria for equal representation
Thank you

Martin Chillcott F IDM
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Starkie, Emily
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Egan, Helen
06 October 2014 12:03
Starkie, Emily
FW: Peterborough boundary proposals
Ward comments.docx

Hi Emily,
Please see submission below for Peterborough.
Regards,
Helen
From: Matthew Clements
Sent: 06 October 2014 11:00
To: Reviews@
Subject: Peterborough boundary proposals

To whom it may concern,
Please see attachment.
Matthew Clements

1

Ward comments https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/2371
That piece of West Ward that has now gone into Central Ward should be in Ravensthorpe.
It lies to the south of Mayors Walk. This is the main shopping street for the area and it has
divide the community either side of this road which use it.
The railway line has been a boundary for the rest of its length and suddenly for this short
stretch it no longer is. Use the old boundary for Ravensthorpe along Bretton Gate, from
Westfield Road down to Mayors Walk behind the back of Grange Road and then the
proposed boundary behind the back of Thorpe Avenue
The rural area to the west of Peterborough could form one ward rather than being shared
between two wards.

Just one ward lies either side of the river, Woodston and Fletton. The section north of the
river runs along one side of Thorpe Road and is part of the community on the other side of
Thorpe Road.
While Thorpe Road runs into the city centre and from there the rest of Woodston and Fletton
can be reached the more important links are across Thorpe Road to the community on the
other side.

Moving Marholm into Bretton has moved a small rural community into a much larger urban
community. There are routes linking the two which allow people to move in to and then out
of the area according to need but not for communal activities. The two communities remain
separate.
Support for this view can be found on the Marholm Parish website
http://www.marholmvillage.co.uk/index.php/forum/parish-council/5-marholm-ward-boundaryreview

Part of Netherton has now been separated from the rest. Netherton is more closely bound
with Longthorpe than Westwood or Ravensthorpe.

I think the electoral variances between wards are being set too tightly. To be within 10% is
constraining them too much. To be within 34% would still not return us to the days of rotten
boroughs.
We seem to have gone from one extreme to another, expecting electorates now to be equal
when there is no reason communities should grow to equal sizes even if of equal status.

Wards might be constructed by putting together smaller communities

Down to Mayors Walk and then the new boundary with Central Ward
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City of Peterborough
Personal Details:
Name:

SHEILA COOK

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I most strongly object to the proposed boundary changes. The roads around Werrington Village
should be kept in the village. How can you suggest that Werrington Green - the centre of the
village complete with village sign - should now be Gunthorpe! This is quite extraordinary. I
have lived in
Werrington for over forty years. We are part of the village and
have taken part in village life. Our children have gone to Werrington Infants and Junior schools.
Will children who live in properties now in Werrington and will become Gunthorpe, have to
apply to Gunthorpe schools when they start school? Werrington Post Office has been there
several centuries. If boundaries must change, then surely it should be the 'new' part of
Werrington that should not be included in Werrington not the established part of the village.
Storrington Way has been part of Werrington when this road was constructed in 1960. The
same cannot be said about the 'extension' of Werrington which has been constructed more
recently. Why rip the heart out of the village? I most strongly believe that this proposal is
flawed and should not be implemented as it will be to the detriment to the whole of Werrington
Village.
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City of Peterborough
Personal Details:
Name:

Anthony and Jennifer Corke

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
We live in a rural community currently ably served by our current Councillors and Parish
Councils. Our concerns and needs differ from urban areas and if the proposed changes were to
be made do not believe we would be on an equal footing as the percentage of such areas
would be much greater than than the 'villages' which would represent only 25% of the ward. It
may well be the intention to be fair to all areas but do not believe that it would be so in
pratice. Our villages currently enjoy close links with our ward councillors who have good
understanding of both community history and modern concerns, including long standing issues,
and to lose them could only be to our detriment. There is a natural bond between the villages
which includes the catchment area for the senior school, and indeed the Villages of Ailsworth,
Castor, Sutton, Upton and Marholm have very close connections, all are in the same Benefice,
and they share many community facilities and activities, including churches, primary school ans
social events. We chose to live in a village and to be part of a rural community, the proposed
changes threatens the choice made us and the residents in our villages. Please think again and
do not impose such an unwarrented and unpopular change on us. We strongley OBJECT to
them.
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Comment text:
From the map, it looks as if North Bretton ward will have Marholm added, and Longthorpe and
South Bretton will have Ailsworth and Castor and other villages in the west added. I would have
thought that the interests of urban people in Bretton would not be the same as those in the
villages, so it would be easy for the villagers to be poorly represented by someone who has an
urban outlook on life.
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Comment text:
I set out below why I believe that Marholm should be part of West Ward and not Bretton. I
address the following criteria used by the Boundary Commission, namely, Electoral Equality,
Community Identity and Interest and Effective Government. 1. Electoral Equality The reason
given by the Boundary Commission for this review is because currently Councillors across the
city have varying numbers of voters which means that the value of a vote depends on where
you live. Given the small number of voters in Marholm our votes here would have no value at
all if we were to be 'swallowed up' by Bretton. Moving Marholm to the West Ward would still
meet the criterium of up to 10% variance per 2500 voters. 2. Community and Identity As a
rural community Marholm shares rural interests and concerns with Castor and Ailsworth. There
are still four working farms within the Parish with land rented from the same Landlord as those
in Castor. We have many working and retired estate farm workers living in the village. Our
children attend the Castor primary school and then go on to Glinton Village College. As a Parish
we are within the same Benefice, sharing a Rector and participating in joint fund raising and
social events. In short we share a common identity with Castor and Ailsworth and the
surrounding villages which is not true of our relationship with the urban area of Bretton. I do
not believe that we would have a voice that would be listened to being such a small number of
voters tacked on to a large urban area. 3. Effective Government As stated above, effective
government depends on having a voice, given that this is a tiny rural community I cannot see
how we could be effectively governed by a Councillor representing a large urban area. Our
interests would always take second place.
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Comment text:
The inclusion of the very small rural village of Marholm in the completely urban area of North
Bretton is runs counter to this governments aim of more devolved governance and more
democracy at a local level. Also including Marholm in the same ward a Bretton does not make
sense geographically. A more logical boundary could be drawn from the west side of the
crematorium and then behind the house to the west side of Dunsberry, Hyholmes and
Westhawe. Marholm is a small rural community founded over 500 years ago which still had four
working farms within its parish boundaries. Many of its inhabitants are farm workers or formerr
farm workers. Much of the land and buildings are owned by one local landlord located at Milton
Park. It shares a vicar with Castor and other local villages and therte are many shared events.
Many of thechildren in Marholm attend Castor Primary School and Glinton Village College. If
Marholm is included in the Bretton ward our interests would always be secondary, and possibly
not fully understood, compared to the interests of the much larger urban community.
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Comment text:
I oppose the proposed incorporation of Ailsworth into a new ward known as Peterborough West,
as I believe our village's interests will be best served if we remain linked to other villages such
as Glinton (as we are at present). Yours sincerely, Jonathan Craymer,
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