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BACKGROUND:
This document is a response to the further draft recommendations proposed for the
wards of Birmingham by The Local Government Boundary Commission for England
(LGBCE) with particular reference to Moseley and the surrounding area.
As in our previous submission, it has been compiled by a working group drawn from
eight community and business groups currently working with Moseley communities
(Moseley Forum; Moseley Society; Moseley Community Development Trust;
Greener, Cleaner, Safer Environment group; Moseley Churches; Moseley
Regeneration Group; Moseley B13 magazine editorial group; Moseley Farmers’
Market; local Moseley Businesses.)

The methodology behind the electoral numbers referred to in this response
can be found in Appendix 2 in our previous submission.
Maps and documents supporting our proposed Ward can be found at
Appendices 1 to 8

SUMMARY:
The Combined Community Groups of Moseley warmly welcome the further
draft recommendations around the proposed boundary changes to the
Moseley and Kings Heath Ward as detailed in the further draft LGBCE
recommendations of May 2016 and we are now confident that effective and
convenient local government in our area will be strengthened and supported
by these changes. In particular, we are pleased that:





Moseley Village is now at the centre of Moseley Ward
Moseley Ward boundary is now closely aligned with the Moseley SPD
(Special Planning Document) boundary.
Moseley Ward now clearly reflects the views expressed through the
many community and individual submissions that were generated by
the initial proposals
Moseley Ward now includes our significant local landmarks such as
Moseley Park and Pool and Moseley Bog

However, there are a few small areas that we feel are still not best served by
the new recommendations, and following communication from residents living
in those areas we would like to draw your attention to the areas where we feel
adjustments could and should be made to ensure effective local government
for our whole community and those around us such as Balsall Heath to the
North.
As before, we anticipate that you will receive a significant number of individual
responses supporting our comments, however, due to the strength of feeling
amongst the communities of Moseley, we feel it is important to back these
responses with a community submission.
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Our specific issues are detailed below:
MAP SHOWING OUR AREAS OF CONCERN IN THE PROPOSED TWO
COUNCILLOR WARD, MOSELEY (Also Appendix 1)

1. WAKE GREEN ROAD (nos 213 to 247), GREEN ROAD & CUL-DE-SACS
BURKE AVENUE AND KEEL DRIVE
The latest proposals put the 18 houses in Wake Green Road (East side) into
the Sparkhill Ward. However, these houses have long been strongly
connected to the Moseley Community and its cultural identity. One of its
residents even had a wood named after her within Moseley Bog. The
residents are highly active in many areas of Moseley life (see Appendix 3 for
their submission and survey results). They have always been part of Moseley
even before 1911 when the area was taken over by Birmingham. To cut off
these houses from Moseley and put them into a ward with which there is no
physical or cultural connection goes against the LGBCE criteria. As it only
involves 30 electors, it keeps Moseley and the ward next to it within their
numbers remit.
Secondly, the LGBCE proposals cut Green Road in the Moseley Ward in half
so that the northern side and the two cul-de-sacs off it, namely Burke Avenue
and Keel Drive, are part of the Sparkhill ward to the north even though there is
no direct connection, neither physical nor community, with that Ward. (see
appendix 5 for photographic evidence) The residents of these streets are
concerned that being on the edge of three different wards their representation
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will be marginalised in favour of more central areas. In addition, the residents
are active citizens who engage with a number of the established Moseley
groups, along with their neighbours in Green Road and Lower Wake Green
Road around the corner: they feel that being excluded from the Moseley Ward
would leave their community contribution isolated and ignored. See Appendix
2 for detailed maps and Appendix 4 for their submission and survey results
These two proposals add 98 electors to the Moseley Ward total figure
Map showing location of these roads and proposed boundary.
(See Appendix 2 for comparison with the LGBCE’s proposal)

Therefore, we propose that Moseley Ward should include 213 to 247
Wake Green Road, Burke Avenue, Keel Drive and the Northern side of
Green Road to ensure effective local government and preserve the
community identity.
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2. (a) ANDERTON PARK ROAD, CADBURY ROAD, BIRCHWOOD
CRESCENT, ALDER ROAD & BALSALL HEATH PARK
The latest LGBCE proposals include Balsall Heath Park in Moseley Ward: this
park is vital to the communities of Balsall Heath and plays a key part in their
Neighbourhood Plan. We therefore urge the LGCBE to return the park to
Balsall Heath Ward.
We are pleased that you have included some of these roads within the
proposed Moseley Ward. However, as in our previous response, we urge the
LGCBE to recognise the boundary that the Moseley communities AND Balsall
Heath Forum have identified as dividing the two Wards.
The Residents’ Group in this area have submitted their proposal (Appendix 7)
which we fully endorse.
Therefore, we propose that Moseley Ward should not include Balsall
Heath Park and that the boundary between Moseley Ward and Balsall
Heath Ward should lie as detailed in the attached map (see below and
Appendix 6) and our previous proposal.
Map showing location of the proposed boundary in the Balsall Heath Park area
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2 (b) Brighton Road Anomaly
The latest LGBCE proposals drew the boundary along Brighton Road. This poses a
problem for those residents and properties lying on the South side of this road. A
high security fence was constructed to the South of them creating a strong physical
barrier between the Moseley communities of Trafalgar Road and its cul-de-sacs with
the very different community that identifies with Brighton Road and Balsall Heath.
Our proposed boundary appears to cut through a building but it is in fact two totally
different buildings that happen to share part of a wall.
As the map below shows, there is no physical or community link between Moseley
and Balsall Heath. (Also see Appendix 6 for comparison with the LGBCE proposals)
For good governance both sides of Brighton Road have to be included in the
proposed Balsall Heath Ward.
Map showing the proposed boundary South of Brighton Road

Therefore, we propose that the boundary should not run along Brighton Rd but
be placed 200m south along the High Security fence that separates the two
communities to ensure effective local government and preserve the
community identities of these two wards.
This would remove 50 electors from the total for the Moseley Communities
Proposal for the Moseley Ward to bring the overall total to 16,512.
(See appendix 8 for a breakdown of this figure by polling districts)
We believe the proposed two councillor ward of Moseley along with the three minor
changes suggested above meets all the criteria set out by the Local Government
Boundary Commission for England and we look forward to your final conclusions.
Should you have any questions or require any further information about our proposal
please contact:
David Isgrove
Vice-Chair of Moseley Forum
0121 449 3156 and 07889 832 007 and david@isgrove.co.uk
45 Trafalgar Rd
Moseley
Birmingham B13 8BJ
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