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Lois Pratt
l
Member of the public

23:00
How effective is it for two separate councillors to represent one street, which will be
divided between them into two different wards? Residents are likely to be confused
as to whom to contact when problems arise. At present, the residents of Ledbury can
approach one or all three of our councillors as the need arises. The residents of
Ledbury identify strongly as one unified town and I feel will not take too kindly to
being divided into three separate sections for electoral purposes, particularly having
outlying villages tacked onto what is considered a town ward. Perhaps the way
around this would be to have two councillors for Ledbury Town and one for Ledbury
Without (to cover the villages) [I assume at present the villages also vote for the three
councillors.]
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Patricia McAll

Herefordshire
member of the public
I am absolutely disgusted to hear about the proposal to split Ledbury into 3 separate
wards with a consultation period over Christmas. Deliberate or not, this is underhand
and deceptive. Ledbury is a community as a whole and any move to split this
wonderful community is ill conceived. The people of Ledbury are not fools and will
not accept this move lightly.

File upload:
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Paul Hilton

Bainbridge

Parish councillor
21/11/2012 12:11
"I am the Chairman of the Withington Group Parish Council but write on a personal
basis.
I consider that the name of the ward should reflect the settlements included, or be kept
the same as for the last 25 years (since 1997 shadow elections) This is HAGLEY
WARD, and no boundary changes are proposed. Otherwise the ward could be named
LUGWARDINE and WITHINGTON WARD"

Lois

Pratt

Member of the public
02/01/2013
23:00
How effective is it for two separate councillors to represent one street, which will be
divided between them into two different wards? Residents are likely to be confused
as to whom to contact when problems arise. At present, the residents of Ledbury can
approach one or all three of our councillors as the need arises. The residents of
Ledbury identify strongly as one unified town and I feel will not take too kindly to
being divided into three separate sections for electoral purposes, particularly having
outlying villages tacked onto what is considered a town ward. Perhaps the way
around this would be to have two councillors for Ledbury Town and one for Ledbury
Without (to cover the villages) [I assume at present the villages also vote for the three
councillors.]
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I strongly disagree with the proposal to change Ledbury from a multi member ward,
to 3 single wards. The divisions proposed are not equal in terms of electoral nor do
they equally reflect all aspects of Ledbury. It is inappropriate to divide the wards in
such a way that one contains all community buildings, services and events. It creates
an unbalance in work loads of councillors and generates incoherent sub sections
within the community. Ledbury is a whole community. It functions and works at its
best as a whole. To split it up as proposed is not in the best interests of the
community which I serve and I urge you in the strongest terms to allow Ledbury to
remain a community and not split it up into unequal and inappropriate wards as
proposed.
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Ward, Lucy
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fran Robinson
05 January 2013 18:06
Reviews@
Fw: Boundary commission - Partitioning ledbury

Boundary Commission - Ledbury
With reference to the Boundary Commission - Partitioning Ledbury into 3 Wards. I understand that the consultation period
ends on 7th January. Please submit this email to the relevant committee. I do not know what happened at the
Extraordinary Meeting on 4th January, but wish to protest that trying to engage with public consulation during holiday
periods is undemocratic. I have only just returned from holiday and see that I have to respond to this issue before
Monday. I will not be alone, so there will be a reduced number of public responding to this - and many others who are
unaware that it is going on. This is not a valid consultation and I hope the meeting on 4th established this point and an
extension is given.
With regard the the review - as an active member of the community in Ledbury and member of CPRE (Council for
Preservation of Rural England), I would like to protest about the proposed new partitioning of Ledbury into 3 Wards taking
in outlying villages. This is likely to damage the integrity of the Town Centre and create conflicts of interest. Ledbury is
just beginning to come together as a town - people and businesses working together to one end. Ledbury needs all the
help it can get to continue thriving and working together as an integrated whole. The proposed partitions run counter to
this end. The plans may look workable on paper, but they dont make sense to the community they will be affecting.
My reasons are as follows
1. Ledbury was for many years a town with a largely apathetic population, ticking along, residents not voting in elections
and allowing co-opted councillors to decide what was best for the town. This has changed in last few years, and
particularly in the last year. I led the CPRE Mapping Local Food Webs project from 2009-2012 as a volunteer coordinator. The purpose of this research was to establish how well market towns in England functioned as routes to
market for locally produced foods. Ledbury was hailed by CPRE as one of the few remaining integrated Market Towns in
England. (www.cpre.org.uk) Most town centres have lost their independent food outlets and are filled with charity shops
or national retail chains. Ledbury has bucked ths trend and even in a recession is thriving. However, CPRE made it clear
in its report that it great care needs to be taken to retain the delicate balance that keeps the town thriving. A food group
www.ledburyfoodgroup.org has been established by volunteers who were involved in the CPRE project, to help preserve
this balance, promote local food and support local producers. This group is trying to strenghten the co-operation of
businesses and residents in Ledbury in a common aim. This partitioning runs counter to the the integrity of Ledbury as a
Market Town.
2. Since this research started the town has fought 2 superstore applications which would have destroyed this balance and
the integrity of the town centre. People have pulled together to hold onto it. (www.saveledbury.org). There is an now an
active community of interested residents and a local council election brought out hundreds of voters (in the past there
would have been less than 100).
3. Ledbury Food group is currently getting shops cafes and pubs together in town to promote British Breakfast. Visit
Herefordshire has commended the Group since it has previously been hard to pull traders together. Our town needs help
to keep working together, not the treat of being divided with village and other interests.
4. The Town Plan Group has been fully committed to pulling together a vibrant Town Plan. Hundreds of people came to
the recent exhibition to give their views. Dozens have volunteered to help with the consultation. Villages around Ledbury
have made their own Town Plans and have different agendas.
There is much interest from local residents, in preserving and strengthening the Town as a whole. Dividing it up
into 3 wards where County Councillors will have to represent villages surrounding the town is likely to create conflicts of
interest and, I would suggest, a return of apathy in the town. It doesn't make sense.
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By Hereford County Council's own admission - Ledbury is the Jewel in Herefordshire's Crown. Why would County
Councillors want to risk destroying this?
Fran Robinson,

- (Chair of Ledbury Food Group)
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Ward, Lucy
From:
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To:
Subject:

Nina Shields
01 January 2013 09:46
Reviews@
Review of Ward Boundaries in Ledbury

Dear Sirs,
I have read your proposals on the changes to Ward boundaries in Ledbury with great sadness. One of the criteria is to
ensure electoral fairness. I realise that 'fairness' is a relative concept and your interpretation is based purely on a
numbers approach. Ensuring 1 Councilor per fixed number of voters is the most minimal level of fairness in a 'first past
the post' electoral system.
For a truly fair system of representation you need a system that results in the range of views in the locality being
represented by the Councilors - i.e. representing the varying political/independent views held. Our current 3
Councilor Ward does this. I can see why this would not suit the Conservative members of Herefordshire Council and why
they are seeking this change. It is heartening that all our Councilors are against the proposal - what ever their political
persuasion. They can see how important it is to have all of the views of the town represented.
I would also like to comment on the timing of this. I realise this is not one of your criteria but why incur the costs now
when the country is having to tighten its belt? In Ledbury we have a Ward system that works and gives fair representation
to all the views of the people of the town. Why spend money now changing to a system where its only recommendation is
that it meets the requirement of some numbers game?
Having read your papers, I doubt very much whether the concept representational fairness will outweigh the concept of
numbers fairness but I hope you will at least reflect on this before delivering another blow to local democracy.
Yours sincerely,
Nina Shields
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From: Adrian Soble
Sent: 11 December 2012 10:23
To: Reviews@
Subject: Herefordshire Review

Sir,
I would like to thank you for considering all proposals for the review of boundaries within the Ross on Wye area. With
the exception of the following I support your proposals for the Ross on Wye area.
May I ask for 1 further amendment to be considered.
The new boundary between Ross East Ward and Ross North Ward partly follows the Rudhall Brook but then follows the
A40, Gloucester Road, Ashberton Road, Station Street and Mill Pond Street before returning to Rudhall Brook.
Can you please consider that the new boundary follows the Rudhall Brook entirely to the intersection of Brookend
Street and Over Ross Street.
Within the area, which would move into the Ross East Ward, (bounded by the A40, Gloucester Road, Ashberton Road,
Station Street and Mill Pond Street and Rudhall Brook) there are no residential properties, only commercial and
industrial units.
Thank you.

1

Adrian
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Kevin Tillett

20/11/2012 12:27
"I am pleased to see that the proposals recommend single-member wards and a small
reduction in the overall number of councillors. However, I do have some reservations
about the area I know best, namely Hereford City South of the river.
I agree totally with reuniting the whole of Hunderton within one ward but disagree
with ""tacking on"" Hinton to make a ward with, to use your own words, ""anomalous
E-W configuration"". These are two very separate communities, despite similarities in
housing. Hinton's natural link is with adjacent Putson. The new Hunderton ward could
retain the St Martins Street area but then take the boundary back down Belmont Road
to include both sides of the road and properties offshooting such as Poole Close etc.
This would then require some adjusting of the Redhill and Grove Farm boundaries to
balance numbers.
The name Grove Farm means nothing to the vast majority of the residents. It seems
odd to choose a remote location in the bottom of the proposed ward as a name, when
most of the ward is in Putson. Putson, or even Putson and Ballingham, would make a
much better name. Better still would be to include Hinton (as suggested above)and
call the new ward Hinton and Putson.
On a wider point, the South Wye area contains much of Hereford's social housing
with high levels of unemployment and low income. Under these proposals, this area's
representation goes from 6 councillors to 4 and sees all wards have a high variance
above the average size. By contrast, many of the city's more prosperous Northern
wards have low or negative variance. South Wye deserves and needs equal
representation. I would urge you to look again at the number and size of the wards in
this area and consider using the ""extra"" councillor at your disposal (having reduced
to 53 rather than 54) to adjust this inequality."

Ward, Lucy
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Robertson, Sally (Cllr) <s
07 January 2013 14:58
Reviews@
Hereforddshire new Electoral arrangement.

Cllr Sally Robertson
Burghill, Holmer & Lyde Ward

"Any opinion expressed in this e-mail or any attached files are those of the individual and not

necessarily those of Herefordshire Council. This e-mail and any attached files are confidential
and intended solely for the use of the addressee. This communication may contain material
protected by law from being passed on. If you are not the intended recipient and have received
this e-mail in error, you are advised that any use, dissemination, forwarding, printing or copying
of this e-mail is strictly prohibited.
Dear Sir or Madam
I am forwarding on to you Miss Urridge’s response to the consultation period as she has had trouble with sending it on
to you from her computer.
It just seems to be bouncing back.
Regards.

Cllr Sally Robertson
Burghill, Holmer & Lyde Ward

"Any opinion expressed in this e-mail or any attached files are those of the individual and not
necessarily those of Herefordshire Council. This e-mail and any attached files are confidential
and intended solely for the use of the addressee. This communication may contain material
protected by law from being passed on. If you are not the intended recipient and have received
this e-mail in error, you are advised that any use, dissemination, forwarding, printing or copying
of this e-mail is strictly prohibited.

If you have received this e-mail in error please contact the sender and the IT Service Helpdesk
at Herefordshire Council, telephone 01432-260160 immediately also destroying all copies of it."

From: Kathleen
Sent: 06 January 2013 09:28
1

To:
Subject: Hereforddshire new Electoral arrangement.

Herefordshire has always had a close working relationship with Pipe cum Lyde and Burghill and have worked
well together for the benefit of their communities for the past 10 years.
The new arrangement would deprive Holmer of its rural identity.
In addition the Roman Road has always been the historic boundary between the city and rural areas and,
therefore Holmer has never had any relationship with Victoria Park. In fac the communities are completely
different with different needs.
Of more concern is the fact that the new Electoral Arrangements for Herefordshire Council appear to be
inaccurate and badly flawed. It mentions East and West rural Herefordshire – items 78 – 81) are making
recommendations on the western area and vice versa. Items 85 and 86 are western rural areas. Item 94 in
also inaccurate.
I am therefore very concerned that the warding arrangements are completely incorrect and that the whole
document is misleading and should be totally revised bearing in mind the exiting errors.
Finally, the consultation period has included the Christmas and New Year period which I feel will have a
detrimental effect on the consultation response as nearly two weeks have been lost due to the holiday. The
consultation period should therefore have been extended to make allowance for this.
K.P.Uridge
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Ward, Lucy
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Guy Whitmarsh
03 January 2013 20:17
Reviews@
Proposed ward boundary changes in Herefordshire

Dear Sir,
It is proposed to alter the ward boundaries in North Herefordshire, which would result in Richards Castle being
moved out of the Bircher ward and into the Mortimer ward.
A study of the map would show that we in Richards Castle are more connected to Orleton, Luston, Yarpole and
Kingsland (Bircher), than to Wigmore and Leintwardine (Mortimer). The B3461 travels south from Ludlow,
through Richards Castle, Orleton and Luston to Leominster. There are buses using this north-south route, but
none that connect with Wigmore or Leintwardine (apart from the secondary school bus [not a service bus] to
Wigmore).
For shops, post office and even activities at other village halls, parishioners of Richards Castle travel to Orleton
or Yarpole, but not to Wigmore.
The running club I belong to holds 3 handicap races annually on country lanes near Wigmore – that is the only
time I go anywhere near the village. My wife never goes there, and in over 30 years of living here, our (now
adult) children probably have never set foot in Wigmore.
The natural lines of communication for people in the Richards Castle area are north to Ludlow (Shropshire), or
south to Orleton, Yarpole, Luston and Leominster. Wigmore is the other side of the hill, via a narrow, steep
lane. I urge you to rethink the proposal, and to leave Richards Castle within the Bircher ward.
Yours faithfully,
Guy and Judy Whitmarsh
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From: BARRY WILLIAMS
Sent: 04 January 2013 10:34
To: Reviews@
Subject: North Herefordshire Rural Review

Dear Sirs
Ref: Richards Castle
I am writing to advise you that we do not agree with your recommendation that Richards Castle
should be
in the Mortimer ward and not the Kinsgland ward, as is the village or Orleton.
The review is aimed to deliver electoral equality with the same number of votes per councillor, but
more
importantly the wards should reflect the interests and identities of our local community. As a
community and
as an individual we have far more contact with Orleton and Luston for shops and post office, schools
and
community events than say Wigmore. Whereas I visit Orleton and Luston on a regular basis, I have
not been
to Wigmore in the last year. There just is not that link. Just by looking on a map of the area, it is plain
to see
that the links with Luston and further Leominster run north/south not east/west. The bus service runs
through
1

Richards Castle to Leominster and on to Hereford.
Furthermore as a small village of not much over 200 people would we have the same service from
our
councillor who would be covering 2000+ in the Wigmore/Leintwardine areas, I think not.
We wish you to reconsider your proposed boundary changes for Richards Castle.
Thanking you in advance of a satisfactory outcome.
Yours faithfully
Mr and Mrs B J Williams
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Hinds, Alex
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From: Mike & Marion Wilson
Sent: 11 December 2012 14:24
To: Reviews@
Subject: Herefordshire electoral review

Dear Sir,

I am a Lugwardine Parish Councillor, but write as an individual.
In your draft comments on Rural Herefordshire and Hereford hinterland you would appear to have some confusion over
the points of the compass, East and West in particular. I can assure you that Lugwardine and the Malvern Hills lie to the
East of Hereford and that these are not the only errors.
I have some difficulty in finding any rationale behind the allocation of ward names. Many existing wards have retained
their names, but others, with no or little change to their boundary, have had their name changed. In particular my
ward, presently Hagley, has been renamed Lugwardine. I accept that Lugwardine is the largest Parish, but only because
it contains the majority of the village of Bartestree which actually lies outside the Parish of Bartestree. The reason for
this anomaly lies with the Royal Mail’s objection to the newly enlarged hamlet of Hagley, in Lugwardine Parish, being
known by that name as there were already too many postal locations in the West Midlands known as
Hagley. Consequently the new village took the name of the adjoining parish Bartestree. Lugwardine village and
Bartestree village both have about the same number of residents, which is less than the village of Withington, but in
terms of Parishes Lugwardine is larger than Withington and similarly, taken one step further, the Group Parishes also
retain that position. I presume therefore that in the last electoral review, before my time in the area, it was deemed
appropriate to retain the historical links of the ward with this disappearing hamlet. The name Hagley remains on roads
1

and houses in the area and personally I am of the opinion that the ward should retain its historical connections rather
than arbitrarily being named after the largest parish but not the largest village – a possible source for some
acrimony. However if your policies dictate that wards should be named after the largest parish – then so be it.

Regards
Mike Wilson
Parish Councillor
Bartestree with Lugwardine Group Parish Council
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Ward, Lucy
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

DAVID WOOD-ROBINSON
03 January 2013 08:24
Reviews@
Ledbury wards

I have heard that there is a proposal to divide the town of Ledbury into several wards some of which would
include surrounding villages. I have only lived in the town for four years but during that time have gained a
strong sense of community and I feel strongly that any division of the town and attempt to include other small
communities in these smaller parts of the town would seriously damage the excellent present situation.
Sincerely yours,
David Wood-Robinson,
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Rob Yeoman

Herefordshire
member of the public
I'd like to record my opposition to the splitting of Ledbury into 3 wards at both the
County Council and Parish Council Levels.
The current arrangement with a 3 member County Ward and 18 member Parish ward
has worked satisfactorily for a number of years.
The proposed changes are not an improvement on the current situation and
unnecessarily split the town creating three wards with varying facilities which will
create electoral confusion, distortion of councillor workload and unnecssary
beauracracy.
Regarding the 3 statutory criteria, the proposals are no improvement on equality of
representation; indeed the reverse with the main council owned facilities
1

concentrated into a single ward. Additionally between 450 and 700 new homes are
expected before 2018 on the viaduct site and this does not appear to have been taken
into account.
The second point of identities and interests is not served by dividing the town like
this. It is by its very nature divisive, and has not received any support from either the
current Ledbury County Councillors nor the Town Council. This fact should be
indicative and not driven over rough-shod. The workloads of the County Councillors
will be unbalanced rather than being constructively shared as at the moment. The
interest of a town cannot be served by being split when a common inclusive voice is
often required to represent the town.
The third point of effective and convenient government is also not improved.
Additional election expenses and confusion are likely from potential Town
Councillors having to arbitrarily select a ward to represent which adds no value to
the overall democratic representation.
In summary, there is no improvement in any of the statutory criteria by the proposed
changes and therefore they should be withdrawn.
File upload:
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