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Agenda Item 4

Telford & Wrekin Protect, care and invest
Co-operative Council to create a better borough

Borough of Telford and Wrekin

Boundary Review Committee
4 November 2025

Community Governance Review 2025

Lead Director: Anthea Lowe — Director: Policy & Governance
Service Area: Policy & Governance

Report Author: Anthea Lowe — Director: Policy & Governance

Officer Contact

Details: Tel: 01952 383219 Email: anthea.lowe@telford.gov.uk
Wards Affected: All wards

1.0 Recommendations for decision:

1.1 Itis recommended that the Boundary Review Committee:-

a) Places on record its thanks to all of those who have responded to the third phase
consultation of the Community Governance Review 2025;

b) Places on record its thanks to Shropshire Association of Local Councils for its
support and feedback during the third phase of consultation;

c) Notes the contents of Appendices A — H containing responses in respect of each
of the areas that were subject to the third round of consultation;

d) Notes the contents of Appendix | summarising the consultation responses and the
draft proposals in respect of the seven areas that were subject to further
consultation;

e) Considers the contents of section 5 of this report in respect of councillor numbers,
warding arrangements for some Councils and the proposed boundary for Muxton
Parish Council;

f) Considers the summary contained in Appendix J and associated maps in
Appendix K for the proposed Town and Parish Council arrangements for the
entire borough of Telford & Wrekin including councillor numbers, names of Town
and Parish Councils, warding arrangements and boundary maps;
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Community Governance Review 2025

2.0

2.1

2.2

3.0
3.1

3.2

g)

h)

Confirms the final proposals to be adopted in respect of Town and Parish Council
arrangements for the Borough of Telford & Wrekin; and
Notes the next steps as set out in section 6 of this report.

Purpose of Report

The purpose of this report is to provide members of the Committee with further
information following the last meeting of the Committee on 4 September. This
report includes:-

e Consultation responses in respect of the 7 areas that were subject to a third round of

consultation:-
o Brookside and Hollinswood, Randlay & Stirchley;

Horsehay, Lightmoor, Little Dawley & Aqueduct;

Lawley & Overdale;

Madeley;

St Georges & Donnington;

The Gorge;

Wrockwardine and Rodington

e Summary analysis of the consultation responses received during that third phase of
consultation;

¢ A document summarising the recommended proposals for each of the proposed Town
and Parish Councils within the Borough

O O 0O O O O

The Committee is asked to consider the information contained in this report and
the accompanying Appendices and reach a final decision in respect of the Town
and Parish Council arrangements for the entire Borough. Specifically, with
reference to Appendix J, the Committee is asked to confirm whether or not each
of the arrangements set out therein are to be approved to take effect from the
ordinary elections in May 2027 notwithstanding the information provided in the
Next Steps section of this report.

Background

At its meeting of 13 February 2025, the Boundary Review Committee agreed to
commence a Community Governance Review in respect of the Town and Parish
Council arrangements within Telford & Wrekin. A Community Governance Review
is undertaken in accordance with the Local Government and Public Involvement in
Health Act 2007. Statutory guidance under the Act provides further information
that the Committee is required to take into account when undertaking a review.
Earlier reports to the Committee summarise this guidance.

It should be noted that a Community Governance Review took place in 2023
which, at that time, concluded that no changes should be made to the current
arrangements. In some of the consultation responses received during the third
phase of consultation, there is some confusion about the reason for commencing
another review so soon after the last.

2
Page 4



Community Governance Review 2025

3.3

3.4

3.5

3.6

For clarity, the 2023 review followed the same process as has been followed in
this current review, commencing with a first round of consultation in autumn/winter
2023. Less than 80 were received during that first phase of consultation.
Following publication of the second round of consultation responses, there was an
increase in the number of submissions received responding to the draft proposals
that were being consulted upon. At that stage, the Boundary Review Committee
was concerned that the level of engagement throughout both rounds of
consultation was insufficient to enable it to make an informed decision. The
Committee therefore resolved to conclude the review with no changes but stated
that a further review should be commenced in early 2025.

The statutory guidance referred to at paragraph 3.1 provides significant detail on
the important role that Town and Parish Councils play within their communities,
enabling them to build cohesion, address social exclusion and deprivation and
cultivating respect amongst communities. It is clear, from the guidance that,
whatever the arrangements, there should be strong and accountable local
government and leadership with Town and Parish Councils being able to take the
lead on local matters in some cases whilst, at other times, they may act as an
important stakeholder or partner to key organisations such as the principal council,
police, fire and the private sector. Given the variations in size of Town and Parish
Councils, it is clear that they will each have their own priorities, providing services
that are relevant to the communities that they serve and will function differently
depending upon their size and funding capabilities. Throughout this process, the
Committee has been unanimous in its support for Town and Parish Councils and
the role that they play within their local communities.

There is no ‘one size fits all’ approach to community governance with the guidance
setting out that in some communities there will be specific characteristics which
help to define a parish, for example representing particular groups whilst, in
others, the community may coalesce around particular interests such as lifestyle
groups or leisure pursuits.

When considering the size and population of local communities and / or parishes,
the guidance clearly sets out that it is often these matters that influence whether or
not it is going to be viable. It also identifies the range of council sizes at a local
level, from small hamlets in which the council represents 50 residents to large
towns in which the council may represent more than 40,000 electors. Additional
guidance is also available in respect of recommended councillor numbers. This
guidance is limited in its usefulness in so much as there are differing views as to
optimum councillor numbers and the indicative ranges do not align within the two
guidance documents. As a result, when it comes to councillor numbers, wherever
possible, the aim is to have equality of representation. However, it is not possible
to deliver this in areas which comprise both large, highly-populated urban areas
and large sparsely-populated rural areas. That being the case, there is also a
need to consider quoracy within Councils and ensuring that smaller Town / Parish
Councils are able to transact business.
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Community Governance Review 2025

First phase of consultation

3.7

3.8

3.9

3.10

3.11

3.12

3.13

The consultation process is set out in the statutory guidance and has been
followed throughout this review.

The first phase of consultation which ran from 17 February 2025 until 14 April
2025 was aimed at inviting as many submissions as possible on what the Town
and Parish arrangements should be in the future. At this stage, Telford & Wrekin
Council did not provide any potential options for people to consider; rather, it was
a case of there being a ‘blank canvas’ with an opportunity for people to share their
views without limitation.

To support those wishing to make a submission in this first phase of consultation,
a consultation pack was created setting out information on what a community
governance review was, what it could take into account and details around the
electorate for each local area within Telford & Wrekin. A survey was also created
to help people shape their submission although there was no requirement to
submit a survey response for a submission to be valid.

The consultation pack was shared with:-

Local MPs;

Town and Parish Councils within Telford & Wrekin;
Community Groups within the Borough;
Chief Officer Group;

Community Centre Managers;

Telford Crisis Network Group;

Lloyds Bank Foundation;

Shropshire Association of Local Councils;
Shropshire Council;

Interfaith Council;

Strategic Partners; and

Ward Members

As well as sharing documents with those listed above, officers held a session that
Clerks and Town / Parish Councillors were able to attend during which the
community governance review process was explained and attendees had an
opportunity to ask questions. Additionally, the Chair and Vice Chair of the
Boundary Review Committee, together with officers, met with the Chair, and
colleagues, of Shropshire Association of Local Councils (“SALC”).

Officers also attended two sessions attended by Town and Parish Clerks during
this first period of consultation.

A total of 292 responses were received comprising 219 completed surveys and 73

emails were received during this round of consultation. In addition, 8 emails were
received requesting additional information.
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Community Governance Review 2025

Second phase of consultation

3.13

3.14

3.15

3.16

3.17

3.18

3.19

3.20

At its meeting on 12 May 2025, the Committee agreed the draft proposals to put
out to consultation. These proposals were put forward having taken account of
the statutory guidance in relation to Community Governance Reviews, the
legislation and the responses received in the first round of consultation. The
second phase of consultation ran from 19 May 2025 until 14 July 2025.

Again, a consultation pack was prepared which included a set of maps setting out
the draft proposed town and parish boundaries and information regarding each
area. This consultation pack was shared with the same individuals and
organisations as set out in paragraph 3.10 above. Comments were sought on the
proposals and submissions could be made by completing an online survey, by
email or by letter.

Officers also attended 7 drop-in events where people could find out more
information about the proposals. These took place at:-

Southwater 1 library;

Madeley library;

Wellington library;

Newport library;

Brookside Community Centre;
Waters Upton Village Hall; and
Hub on the Hill, Sutton Hill

O O 0 O O 0 O

The drop-in events were held at alternative times of the day having engaged with
the venues to assess their times of highest footfall. Notwithstanding this, with the
exception of one event, attendance numbers were low.

In addition, the radio station playing in all Council-owned leisure venues also
publicised the review on an hourly basis to raise awareness of the review and to
encourage residents to have their say.

Again, the Chair and Vice Chair of the Committee, along with officers, met with
representatives from SALC.

During the second period of consultation more than 1,300 responses were
received. These were provided to the Committee at its meeting on 30 July 2025.
Whilst those consultation responses are not provided again in this report, they are
available to view online using the link at the end of this report. All reports relevant
to this community governance review are linked at the end of this report under the
“Background Papers” section.

At its meeting on 4 September 2025, the Boundary Review Committee reached a
position in principle in respect of many areas of the Borough. There was a small
number of areas, however, that the Committee felt warranted further consultation;
these seven areas are those set out in section 4 of this report
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Community Governance Review 2025

Third phase of consultation

3.21

3.22

3.33

3.34

3.35

3.36

4.0

4.1

This third phase of consultation in respect of the seven areas commenced on 29
September 2025 ending on 19 October 2025. Again, notification was sent to the
distribution list set out in paragraph 3.10 above and an information pack was
prepared to support those wishing to comment.

Consideration was given to the holding of further drop-in sessions but, given the
low attendance rate in relation to those held during the second consultation phase,
it was felt that this would not support wider engagement.

Details were also included in a Telford & Wrekin Council e-newsletter which has
an audience of more 18,000 recipients. Details of the third phase of consultation
were also reported in the local press and by Town and Parish Councils,
particularly in those areas affected.

As was the case during the first and second phase of consultation, the Chair and
Vice-Chair of the Committee, along with officers, met with the Chair and Vice-
Chair, together with colleagues of SALC.

Unsurprisingly given the small number of areas being consulted upon, a smaller
number of responses was received during the third phase of consultation. The
response rate varied between the areas with the highest number of responses
being received in respect of Brookside and Hollinswood, Randlay & Stirchley. The
consultation responses in respect of each area are contained in Appendices A —
H — one for each of the seven areas and one response that covered multiple
areas.

Some responses have been included in more than one area based upon the
comments they contain. Where a submission also included an attachment, this
has been added as an Annex.

Themes arising from consultation responses
Whilst Appendix | provides a summary analysis of the responses, and the

subsequent proposals for the Committee to consider, this section of the report
touches upon some of the key points for the Committee to note.

Brookside and Hollinswood, Randlay & Stirchley

4.2

4.3

At its last meeting, the Committee considered various options in relation to this
area and decided to consult on a proposal to create two new Parish Councils; a
standalone Brookside Parish Council and then a larger Hollinswood, Randlay &
Stirchley Parish Council.

Hollinswood & Randlay Parish Council also undertook a survey of residents which
included an extract of the report presented to Committee in September. There
were around 120 survey responses collected by Hollinswood & Randlay Parish
Council (note, this number differs from that quoted in their formal submission as
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Community Governance Review 2025

4.4

more were received following receipt of this submission). The overwhelming
response (more than 99%) was to reject the proposals set out at paragraph 4.2
above. The main reasons that came through in the consultation were:-

e The current Parish Councils perform well;

e Making changes would result in a disproportionate split of assets and liabilities and
would this would detrimentally impact upon the proposed Brookside Parish Council in
terms of sustainability;

e The proposed changes don’t reflect community identity;

e Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council provides a strong youth offering which is well
attended;

e Concerns around accessibility, particularly in the proposed Hollinswood, Randlay and
Stirchley Parish Council with a perception being that Hollinswood & Randlay would
dominate the Council’s priorities.

Of all of the responses, there were a small number (single figures) who supported
the proposals.

Horsehay, Lightmoor, Little Dawley & Aqueduct

4.5

4.6

4.7

4.8

This area generated around 25 responses in total. In general, there was support
for the proposals contained in the consultation document with their being
appreciation of the previous proposals not being progressed.

The majority of the responses were in favour of retaining the name Dawley
Hamlets Parish Council as it was felt that this reflects the heritage of the area and
that to make changes would incur unnecessary costs for changing things such as
signs stationery etc.

There was a small number of responses (again, single figures) who supported a
change in name to South Telford Villages Parish Council reflecting the fact that the
area is made up of a number of village areas; Lightmoor Village, Horsehay Village,
Doseley Village etc.

There were some submissions regarding the area of Ellis Peters Drive which,
currently, sits in the Great Dawley Town Council area. Those submissions
advocated for it moving into the Dawley Hamlets area (whatever that may be
called) as it was part of Aqueduct and looked to Dawley Hamlets Parish Council
for its services. Some of the comments referred to the difference in Council Tax
precept between the two councils but, as Members are aware, this is not
something that can be taken into account in a community governance review. The
area of Ellis Peters Drive generated some discussion in the review carried out by
the Local Government Boundary Commission for England on Borough wards.
Although there were some comments regarding this area in the consultation, given
the number of responses overall (across all three consultations), and the relatively
small number of comments regarding Ellis Peters Drive, it is not proposed to
change the arrangements for this area.

7
Page 9



Community Governance Review 2025

Lawley & Overdale

4.9

There were very few responses in relation to this area with the Parish Council
welcoming the proposals that were set out in the second round of consultation.
The Parish Council put forward an alternative councillor number and some
warding arrangements. Whilst the reason for these proposals is understood, the
warding arrangements proposed by the Parish Council would result in significant
electoral inequality. However, Appendices | and J set out some alternative
warding arrangements which would provide the councillor numbers suggested and
better electoral equality.

Madeley

4.10

There were only one response in respect of these proposals which was from the
Town Council and was supportive of the proposals. However, the proposals
regarding The Gorge required further consideration, as set out in Appendix | and
so this has resulted in a change from the proposals to bring about better electoral
equality for the two Town / Parish areas.

St Georges & Donnington

4.11 Of three responses, two were in favour of the proposals. They both put forward
suggested alternative warding arrangements. The one response that was against
referred to concerns around competing priorities between Donnington and St
Georges and felt it would be detrimental to bring two parishes, with similar
challenges and opportunities, together.

4.12 However, throughout the phase 2 consultation, there was broader support for the
proposed St Georges & Donnington Parish Council.

The Gorge

4.13 Although generating only a small number of responses, upon considering the

impact of the proposals further, there is concern about the electoral equality of
both Madeley Town Council and The Gorge Parish Council, something which was
mentioned in the last report to Committee. That being the case, Appendix | sets
out some amendments to the proposal with the changes proposed being the
Nightingale Walk are moving into The Gorge Parish Council rather than Madeley
Town Council area, the Academy ward moving from Madeley Town Council into
The Gorge Parish Council area and the area of Roberts Road moving into The
Gorge Parish Council area also. The move of the Academy Ward will reflect the
current Borough ward arrangements. Movement of Nightingale Walk and Roberts
Road will provide good electoral equality as set out in Appendix I. It will also
ensure the sustainability of both The Gorge Parish Council and Madeley Town
Council moving forward.

Wrockwardine and Rodington

4.14 Just over 20 responses were received with the majority view being that the

proposals were not supported. This was for the following reasons:-
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4.15

4.16

5.0

5.1

Concern about a dilution of priorities between the communities;

Concerns about Rodington being underrepresented on a merged Parish Council;

Not reflective of community identity;

The geographical make up of the two areas are not conducive to efficient representation;
Concern about accessibility for residents in one area or the other in terms of being able to
attend meetings;

Both Parish Councils are currently well-run and there is no need for changes to bring
about improvements;

It has been challenging ensuring alignment between Rodington and Longdon-on-Tern and
to extend the boundaries to include Wrockwardine will compound this

It is clear from the submissions that some of the proposals contained in the
second phase of consultation were particularly unwelcome whilst others attracted
more support. It is worth reminding Committee members that, in cases such as
these, obtaining unanimity in submissions is highly unlikely to occur and that the
responses received during consultation are just one element that needs to be
taken into account when deciding the outcome of the review.

Furthermore, it also worth mentioning that every change made will necessitate
further changes elsewhere in order to ensure that the ‘jigsaw’ of the Borough’s
geography fits together as it should. Clearly, therefore, there might be instances
where some changes are supported and clearly have benefit which result in
consequential changes that are less well supported. This is the balancing
exercise that the Committee needs to undertake when reaching a decision.

Other matters

Whilst Members have, in principle, agreed to the proposals in respect of a number
of areas, the Committee will be asked to confirm final proposals at its next
meeting. That being the case, there are some other matters that Members are
asked to consider, set out below.

Councillor numbers and wards

5.2

Since the last meeting of the Boundary Review Committee, correspondence has
been received in respect of two existing parish councils raising concerns about
councillor numbers and the need for a meeting to be quorate. These are set out
below:-

Kynnersley Parish Council — currently has a membership of 5. They have had a
situation recently where, due to sickness and holiday, the meeting of the Council
was only quorate. There is concern that this membership could present
challenges around quoracy and a request has been received to increase the
number to 6. It should be noted that, where a Parish Council is unable to be
quorate, the Borough Council is required to appoint Members to it so as to enable
the Parish Council to transact business.

9
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Ercall Magna Parish Council — currently has a membership of 12. Thereis a
request to introduce new warding arrangements made up of High Ercall / Walton —
6, Ellerdine / Rowton — 4, Roden / Poynton — 2. It is felt that this would result in
better representation across the three distinct communities that make up Ercall
Magna.

Muxton Parish Council (new proposed Council)

5.3

5.4

5.5

6.0

6.1

6.2

6.3

6.4

Members will recall that there was a discussion at the last meeting of the
Boundary Review Committee of the proposed boundary for the Muxton Parish
Council. A suggestion was made that the southern boundary should extend down
School Lane, then head east along Granville Road to Lodge Road.

Whilst, on a map, the current proposed boundary looks unusual, it can be
confirmed that it is based upon existing polling districts and it is good practice to
use existing polling district boundaries wherever possible.

Members are asked to confirm the decision in relation to the boundary for Muxton
Parish Council.

Next Steps

When the Committee makes its final decisions in relation to the Town and Parish
arrangements for the Borough, if changes are made, there will be a need to
support affected Councils to navigate the change. This commences with the
setting up of “advisory groups” made up of councillors drawn from the existing
Town / Parish Councils that are affected. These advisory groups will look at the
distribution of assets (if relevant), Council Tax setting, staffing, contracts and
similar in advance of the first round of elections in May 2027.

Officers have had preliminary meetings with some Town and Parish Clerks to
explain the next steps and this will be followed up with any affected councils by
sharing project plans and more details around what is needed throughout the
transition. Understandably, there is some apprehension about ensuring that this is
done right with Town and Parish Clerks keen to ensure they have an
understanding of the impacts of the proposals on their existing Councils.

Elections to the new Town and Parish arrangements will take place in May 2027 at
the next scheduled local elections. Until then, any vacancies that arise will be
elected to based upon current arrangements. This will apply unless any vacancies
arise in the 6 month period leading up to the scheduled elections in May 2027 in
which case, the vacancy will be ‘held’ until that election.

Upon conclusion of the review, a legal order will be prepared to give effect to any
new arrangements.
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7.0

7.1

7.2

8.0

8.1

9.0

9.1

10.0

10.1

11.0

111

12.0

12.1

13.0

Financial Implications

Depending upon the final arrangements that are agreed by the Boundary Review
Committee, there may be a need to consider the impact on any Special Fund
arrangements in respect of Town and Parish Councils.

Additionally, it should be noted that, where new Town or Parish Councils are
created, the legislation sets out that they are able to delay the setting of their
precept until October of the year in which the new Council takes effect. This is
due to the fact that elections to the new Council will only take place in May 2027.
Having said that, in the approach to May 2027, there will be a need for any new
Town / Parish Councils to work in ‘shadow form’ to ensure that matters arising
from the review are dealt with.

Legal and HR Implications
The legal implications are as set out in this report.
Ward Implications

The final arrangements decided upon by the Boundary Review Committee may
have implications for particular Borough wards. These will be confirmed once the
final arrangements have been confirmed.

Health, Social and Economic Implications

Whilst the communities served by the current Town and Parish Councils have
diverse needs, there are no direct health, social or economic implications arising
directly from the proposals contained in this report other than already set out in the
body of this report.

Equality and Diversity Implications

There are no groups that are disproportionately affected by the proposals
contained in this report.

Climate Change and Environmental Implications
There are no direct environmental implications arising from this report.

Background Papers

Consultation Pack (phase 1)

Report to Boundary Review Committee 13 February 2025
Report to Boundary Review Committee 12 May 2025
Consultation Pack (phase 2)

Presentation to Boundary Review Committee 3 July 2025
Report to Boundary Committee 30 July 2025

Report to Boundary Committee 4 September 2025
Consultation Pack (phase 3)

O~NO O WN P
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Community Governance Review 2025

14.0 Appendices

A—H Consultation Responses in respect of the seven areas consulted upon
and any which commented on multiple areas
I Summary of consultation responses

J Proposed Town and Parish Council arrangements for Telford & Wrekin
Borough
K Proposed boundary maps

15.0 Report Sign Off

Signed off by Date sent Date signed off Initials
Legal 27/10/2025 27/10/2025 RP
Finance 27/10/2025 27/10/2025 ER
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Brookside and Hollinswood, Randlay & Stirchley

Email Responses:

1 Please be advised that if any of the changes to the Stirchley boundaries engender
closure of the Sambrook Centre then we wish our objection to be noted.

2 | am commentating for myself, as a parish councillor, and _
for 21 years. | am also in agreement with the SBP committee and any documents
sent by the Parish Clerk. | support the attachment 100 per cent.

Demographics is key to this review. The Review Committee (RC) in its latest
incarnation, has completely ignored clause 3.4

No matter how the RV chops up neighbourhoods to make the population/finances
work you will always create more problems. A problem that started 60 years ago by
a short-sighted government and in particular the local authority that eventually came
into existence.

The problem is Brookside, always has been, always will be, unless the committee
takes extreme measure or gives the appropriate advice to the TWC, and ensures
positive action is takes to rectify the problems as explained below.

The original Brookside.

1. An overflow settlement for Birmingham and surrounding towns.
2. Much of brookside is built on an American design.

a. Front doors open onto a community area

b. Cars parked many metres away at the rear or a side road
Only 1 car per 2 homes
No HMOs
No bad or absent landlords
Families, on the whole, grateful for the opportunity
. This, | have been told, worked well for the first few decades
Brookside Now

8. 2two 4 cars per household, plus commercial vehicles

9. Excessive HMOs

10. Excessive bad or absent landlords

11. Excessive resentful tenants.

12. The American design is not working now

13. Excessive crime

Nookw

Brookside Now (BN).
This is a product of TWC mismanagement
14. It is contained in a ring road, Brookside Avenue.
15. There is no room for expansion.
16. It is completely surrounded by mostly freehold properties of much higher
quality that the owners have an interest to improve.
17. There are a few small pockets of good housing
18. In the main, it is rundown, neglected, uncared for, trashed
19. It is a hot bed for crime, centred around the community centre
20. The crime figures flatten out considerably at Brookside Avenue
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BN.

21. You can chop up the communities outside of Brookside Avenue as much as
you like

22. You can ignore the demographics as much as you like

23. That will never change the empirical evidence that is BN

24. Much of brookside, in my opinion, needs to be flattened and rebuilt on British
designs

25. There is an opportunity to build up to 10 stories of flats. Affordable housing in
the area is grossly neglected

Brookside should be its own parish.
Looked after and managed by people that know the problems in depth

Cygnet Drive and Lake End Drive do not belong in Brookside.
They are on the wrong side of Brookside Avenue

Their demographics do not fit Brookside

They belong in Holmer Lake Ward

The Hem

Why has 350 homes not been included?
The Hem development must be included in the Stirchley Parish

Brookside and Hollinswood, Randlay & Stirchley — Annex A

Dear Team

Please find attached the response from Stirchley and Brookside Parish Council to
the third consultation of the Community Governance Review.

| would be grateful for your acknowledgement of this document and that it will be

presented to the next meeting of the Boundary Review Committee for their
consideration.

Brookside and Hollinswood, Randlay & Stirchley — Annex B

Good evening
Please see attached the formal response from Hollinswood and Randlay Parish

Council, as agreed by Councillors. The 90 paper copies will be handed to
yourselves very early w/c 20" October at a time to be arranged.

Brookside and Hollinswood, Randlay & Stirchley — Annex C

| have looked at the proposal that has been put forward on the change of the
geographical areas of the parish council.
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| honestly can't see how this change has been arrived at. Why are you splitting
Stirchley up? With some of it being still with Brookside and us to join with Randlay
and Hollinswood.

The area is a ridiculous plan, Randlay and Hollinswood already have a large area
and many public buildings and open areas to look after, will it mean that Stirchley
gets missed (forgotten about) when it comes to groups in these areas being missed
or told there is already provision for that on one of the other estates?

There is a large population of senior citizens living in Stirchley, close to the
Sambrook Centre who don't have a way of getting to other estates, they rely on their
mobility scooters etc to get places and would miss out on their social interaction.

This could also apply to young people in the area.

Please reconsider.

Survey Responses:

1

Breaking up the existing parish councils will have a detrimental effect on the
residents in the area. Stirchley and Brookside currently have the biggest youth
provision in Telford which is funded by the existing parish council and opens 6 days
per week for the younger residents in the area. ASB has significantly decreased
since the youth offer in the area has expanded. Brookside is a deprived area and
needs consistent people who are trusted by the residents and who understand their
needs, to be available and able to help when needed. It is a small area and allowing
it to be split from the existing Parish is ridiculous. Extending the Brookside boundary
into Stirchley Village also goes against the Borough boundary and will cause
confusion. Stirchley and Brookside Parish Council have in recent years really
stepped up and consulted with the residents to find out what they need and want for
the area. Using councillor resignations as an excuse for this break up is poor.
Councillors resign across all Parishes for a number of reasons. Stirchley and
Brookside should be kept as it is and not changed in my opinion.

The proposal goes totally against the wishes of the huge maijority of those that
commented in the second consultation. There was clearly no need for a third
consultation. Stirchley has more of a shared identity with Brookside than it does with
Hollinswood and Randlay. Using Clir resignations as an excuse to suggest Stirchley
and Brookside Parish Council might be failing is just that, an excuse. One resigned
because of work commitments, one was elderly with health issues and another had
family issues. Hardly anything that reflected on the council. You are suggesting
changing the Parish boundaries of Brookside so that they would match the previous
Borough boundary, that you changed in 2023. That goes completely against one of
your main criteria. This proposed change would have a hugely negative impact on
the Parish, with a loss of staff and services, such as the pensioners gardening
scheme and the youth provision (currently the best in Telford). Although you can't
take this into account, this will have a huge impact on how people in these areas
vote in 2027 and will help result in a loss of votes by Telford Labour.
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The proposal goes totally against the wishes of the huge majority of those that
commented in the second consultation. There was clearly no need for a third
consultation. Stirchley has more of a shared identity with Brookside than it does with
Hollinswood and Randlay. Using Clir resignations as an excuse to suggest Stirchley
and Brookside Parish Council might be failing is just that, an excuse. One resigned
because of work commitments, one was elderly with health issues and another had
family issues. Hardly anything that reflected on the council. You are suggesting
changing the Parish boundaries of Brookside so that they would match the previous
Borough boundary, that you changed in 2023. That goes completely against one of
your main criteria. This proposed change would have a hugely negative impact on
the Parish, with a loss of staff and services, such as the pensioners gardening
scheme and the youth provision (currently the best in Telford). Although you can't
take this into account, this will have a huge impact on how people in these areas
vote in 2027 and will help result in a loss of votes by Telford Labour.

this change creates a huge parish the figures do not appear to include the hem
which on its own will have a large population, it does not seem the the hem resident
numbers have been included within the published figures which gives a blurred
picture. | am extremely concerned as to what impact this will have on the youth
provision provided by stirchley and brookside pc this is an extremely valuable
service that if lost will have a huge impact on the lives of our next generation

I do not think all 4 should be put together. It will make too big an area. What is
needed in one area wont necessarily be needed in another. | think the area would
be too large, in turn making it difficult to assess all areas needs

| oppose the alignment of Randlay with Brookside and Stirchley , our local parish
looks after the area very well and | can only see our focus bending diluted and
services reduced . | work in all the local areas and see the areas like brookside and
the deprivation and fly tipping around the estate and worry the areas like brookside
would need the most focus and funds to bring the environment to Randlay
standards which | am proud to live in, | have lived in Telford all my life and on many
of the estates and Randlay is one of the best kepted parishes | have lived in

I do not wish for the Parish of Hollinswood and Randlay to merge with other
parishes. | feel like Hollinswood and arandlay would lose their identity.

I do not wish for the Parish of Hollinswood and Randlay to merge with other
parishes. | feel like Hollinswood and Randlay would lose their identity.

As a resident of one of the current parishes with relatives and friends in the other, |
am thoroughly disgusted by the proposal. The proposal is absolutely ridiculous and
should not be being consulted on for a number of reasons. First being that it
completely ignores the feedback from the first round of consultations when all parts
of both parishes (from residents' consultations) made it clear that they did not want
anything to change and that the current two parishes worked as well as having the
correct number of councillors. Some of those that disagreed were not from the area
and have a general vendetta against parish councils, they post obnoxious content
online on social media. It is not fair for anyone not in the area to have a say about
what happens to Hollinswood and Randlay and Stirchey and Brookside. Second
that you have ignored your own terms of reference. "3. Reason for the CGR 3.1. The
Council has a duty to keep parish arrangements under review. This is particularly
important taking account of:- changes made by a full Borough Electoral Boundary
Review in 2022 which resulted in misalignment between the Borough and Town and
Parish Wards;" Your new proposal completely goes against this in so much as
splitting Brookside and the expensive houses of Stirchley to be a parish does not
match the Ward boundaries in the slightest, in fact you rectified this in 2022 with
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incredibly strong arguments as to why this was done including "a better reflection of
the community identity of the area in question." Thirdly, you are pairing those
houses in Stirchley that pay the highest precept with the lower bands of the majority
of Brookside which is completely unfair. Those parts of the current parish have
nothing in common which is why they are currently better served by a parish council
that understands their differing needs. Fifth, you use the argument that there were
several resignations from Stirchley and Brookside Parish council (" The recent spate
of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council may be
considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.") but | would
argue that there has been a lot of interest from the public in serving their community
as elections were called. It is now that there is a decent set of councillors who are
not in it for political gains or their own ends that it is now being run properly. Sixth,
you have not even considered the "the growth in certain town and parishes;" as you
are ignoring the Hem development. Seven, you are not considering, "ensuring that
there is a clear rationale between the organisation and grouping of parishes." there
is nothing linking the area in Stirchley with Brookside other than road but you could
claim that about any road, including the A442 which connects a whole host of areas
of Telford. It seems like you don't believe Brookside can cope on its own without
cash input from those paying more precept. Eight, you have mentioned identity of
areas as being important and want to rename the 'new’ parishes but that would take
away their identities. Whatever you call it, it cannot retain the original identity. It
appears to me as if the committee were throwing a lot of ideas in to make the
process more complicated and forgetting their initial reason for the process. This
option is contradictory to the consultation prior to this as well as ignoring the terms of
reference.

10

No to change The parish is under enough pressure Changing the boundaries will
take away our community and parish Stirchley is a wonderful community with a
fantastic mix of people of different ages, cultures and beliefs The loss for me would
be devastating in so many ways as well as money still not been spent on stirchley it
would be even less. Parish need to be smaller not larger Having the (hem),
stirchley, brookside and Holmer lake ( with brookside taking most of the the council
tax and funds already) we would be left and forgotten. STAY ASIT IS

11

I’'m in full support of the suggestion to break up the current Stirchley & Brookside
parish council. This council has been failing us for years. They struggle to recruit
and keep councillors and have been unable to employ a full time clerk for years.
Leaving us to pick up the tab for an overpriced locum clerk. How much as this failing
cost us taxpayers over the past couple of years????

12

| believe keeping Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council is very beneficial. Mainly
keeping the Sambrook Centre which is in the heart of keeping Brookside, Stirchley
and The Village all as one! Having an accessible library which benefits neighbouring
schools and nurseries, aiding in education. Our younger members of the
community actively use the facilities that the Sambrook Centre has to offer.
Especially funzone. It also benefits in a safer community, due to children having an
accessible and friendly place to socialise. The events that also ran through the
Sambrook centre are so memorable! Helping children in low income families look
forward to something when times are hard! These community/event days do bring
the community together and also local businesses do profit from it. There’s a fair
few activities for our older generation ect. Indoor Bowling, boxing, art club and many
more. The Sambrook centre truly has a lot to offer! Including a food bank collection
point. Recently they were nominated for an award which just shows how important
the Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council is.
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As a resident | cannot see any benefit to the residents of the Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish. There is nothing within the information supplied from TWC that
identifies any benefits to the existing parish. It is interesting to note that monies
have been allocated to Brookside from TWC, and that significant sums have been
provided to other areas - with this context it is difficult to not take from that, that this
decision to separate Brookside into its own area is due to the monies being invested
in this area (I wish to be very clear that | have no objection to any monies being
invested and that this is a positive to our town) - however in light of this, i cannot see
how messing with boundary of H&RPC is fair. We have all seen the request for
residents to say how they would like the monies spent in that area by the local MP!
There is still a very unclear reason to the new suggested boundaries for the
parishes, especially looking at why the houses at the bottom of Aquaduct Lane are
cut off in such a way. Why the decision not to propose the following (or similar):-
Brookside Parish as current but to include Holmer Lake - any properties to the south
of Holmer Farm Road Stirchley Parish - to match the exsiting boundaries minus
Arundel Close but include all of The Hem Leaving H&RP (with Arundel) as itis had
not been considered as one the options from phase 2 is just bizarre. This was not
the direct phase 2 proposal but would have been a far closer and more reasoned
result of the phase 2 consultation and the responses! Not another one affecting this
parish, as it was clear the residents do not want any changes to H&RPC. To use
the reasoning of councillor resignations as justification for any form of merge, really
is an insult to the existing S&BPC. Separating that Parish into 2 areas, could
reasonably be deemed a suitable solution, as each Parish can then focus directly on
its own residents and not be affected by any frustrations regarding support for one
area or another - by implication, allowing a small area to be merged into an existing
parish could potentially result in friction within that new parish, at no fault to the
residents of either area. Finally, when one of the key objectives of this process has
been to ensure better co-terminous of the parish and ward boundaries, there is
nothing within this proposal that achieves that objective, if anything it succeeds in
doing the exact opposite. But having a Brookside Ward (1 Ward Councillor),
Stirchley Ward (1 Ward Councillor) and a new Ward called, i dont know, say The
Valley (2 Ward Councillors) solves all of those issues!

14

Various points as follows :- 1. The CGR members seem obsessed that the current
two parish councils must be changed. Firstly, the previous consultations introduced
The Nedge as though it already was an entity when it wasn't. Even the first round
doesn't use the existing parish names, but consciously breaks them up as though a
change has to be made, it doesnt. 2. Has the CGR investigations received any real
evidence that the resignations referred to are because of parish boundary
organisations. If not, then does this referred to that changes to be made because
someone has resigned. If the boundary organisation was specifically referenced
then exactly what was the issue? You seem to have concluded that there were
resignations and parish boundaries are responsible and must therefore change. 3.
You have cited there were views expressed in the past, why are they relevant, they
were in the past, you should only be looking at views by residents now. You had
hundreds of those in round 2 which said do not make changes, but you still seem to
think that changes must be made, THEY DON'T. 4. | still haven't seen anything that
says here is a problem and by making this change it will be resolved. 5. Each of the
four areas has a different identity and culture and the two parish councils have
worked hard to bring the areas they are neighbours to together, making the changes
you are proposing will destroy that as Hollinswood and Stirchley are not neighbours.
6. The new three area parish will be physically to spread out, making the sharing of
services difficult. Not everyone has a car to move around the parish in. In
summation, | totally oppose the proposed changes to the current Parish Council
outlined in this third round of changes.

Page 20




15

We should remain a small parish council, centred around our community values in
which they listen to regularly, not what the central council want to leverage
themselves into better positions politically. | myself have an allotment through the
parish council and my daughter attends and assists on the funzone project, all
funded through the parish, which will no doubt have no funding should this change.
Please let our community decide for ourselves.

16

Stupid no need to change. My address is Brookside but we access school and
services in stirchley as they’re closer. | can’t see any reasoning for moving any of
these provision away from the locals

17

Although the proposal has now been amended to amalgamate only Stirchley with
our existing Holinswood & Randlay Parish , | would still consider this is not a good
proposal. The overall size of the Parish would be too large for management
purposes and would undermine the excellnt work that our Parish Council Clerk and
her team do to provide ameneties in our area .The help from our PC towards our
Friends of Hollinswood & Randlay Valley group is invaulable , and this cannot be
guaranteed should the boundaries and workload change. Although the definition of
a parish in non-clerical terms is often different in urban areas as opposed to Rural
ones , the intended result should be clearly to create an area where people feel a
shared sense of responsibility towards contributing to maintaining a nice , safe , well
looked after place to live and work . The numbers of people and area within that
parish should reflect a "traditional" rural parish as much as possible and increasing
ours to the size you propose would distinctly change that feeling of belonging .
Please reconsider changing things - they run perfectly well as they are .

18

We have resided in Stirchley for over 13 years and firmly advocate for the
establishment of an independent parish in Stirchley. Stirchley has been significantly
underappreciated for at least three decades, and there has been a noticeable
decline in the community areas, such as the regular upkeep of the grass, roads, and
general maintenance throughout the estates..make it look unloved and feel an
unsafe place to live. Money has created new housing and 2 schools.. this is
amazing process! Additional financial resources could significantly enhance the
overall condition of the Stirchley community! The establishment of additional parking
facilities surrounding Church Way areas, would be beneficial for the Community
Centre, which serves as a vital link between the elderly and the younger generation.
It would also provide support and assistance, along with the indispensable kids' club,
ensuring the safety of our children and promoting their social interaction.

Reinstating the park near church way. Upgraded bus shelters equipped with seats
for the disabled and elderly to ensure their comfort and accessibility. Potential
recreational area? Healthy and energetic children, please stay away from any
potential hazards Let's transform Stirchley into a joyful, secure environment,
fostering unity within the community. Also includes The heart of the Community
, the Community Centre, Older Council housing estates, Streets, More Available
Street Car parking, Shops, ( park taken away near church way) many children
enjoyed that park! Any new Bus Stops with seats for the ageing and disabled
community. As a family with a vulnerable disabled teenager
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| am writing in strong opposition to the draft proposal within the Telford & Wrekin
Community Governance Review to divide Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council;
specifically, the suggestion to place Stirchley with Hollinswood & Randlay, and
Stirchley Village within a separate Brookside Parish. This submission sets out the
reasons why such a change would undermine established community identity,
reduce local government effectiveness, create unnecessary financial burdens, and
be opposed to local opinion.

1. Community Identity and Interests Stirchley & Brookside has functioned as a
shared community for decades, bound by common facilities, services, and a shared
sense of belonging. Residents of both areas use and identify with the same schools,
library, shops, post office, sports fields, youth facilities and community centres — the
majority of which are based in Stirchley Centre but serve the entire parish
effectively. These are not simply service points, but genuine community hubs that
foster social interaction, belonging, and cohesion across both neighbourhoods.
Youth provision offers a particularly strong example of this shared identity.
Programmes such as Funzone bring children and families together from across
Stirchley and Brookside, and their success depends on a unified parish structure. A
separation would risk undermining this provision, fragmenting funding and
governance, and ultimately disadvantaging young people in Brookside who currently
benefit from shared youth resources. Geographically, Randlay Avenue forms a
clear, long-established physical boundary between Stirchley and Randlay. This
boundary reflects genuine differences in community identity. Stirchley residents do
not naturally look to Hollinswood or Randlay for their local facilities or sense of
belonging. Similarly, Hollinswood operates as a wholly separate community, with its
own facilities, playing fields, shops and community centres that Stirchley residents
neither use nor identify with. There is no practical or social link that justifies merging
the two. Finally, Stirchley Village residents strongly identify with Stirchley, not
Brookside. Placing Stirchley Village within Brookside would erase that distinct
identity and force residents to identify administratively with an area they do not live
in, undermining the community’s integrity.

2. Effective and Convenient Local Government The current parish structure is
efficient and well understood by residents. It ensures that local services, facilities
and representation are easy to access, and it reflects clear, logical boundaries
recognised by residents. Splitting the parish as proposed would create confusion
about which council provides which services, risk duplication of administrative
functions, and potentially disrupt established maintenance responsibilities. It would
also be impractical to split polling districts across parish lines. The Local
Government Boundary Commission for England (LGBCE) concluded in 2023, after
extensive consultation and an Act of Parliament, that polling district TTT (formerly
TBZ) should move away from Brookside and enter The Nedge ward. To now
disregard those findings would be inconsistent and disingenuous, undermining the
integrity of that process conducted by the commission on the request of Telford &
Wrekin Council just a few short years ago.

3. Value for Money & Financial Considerations The current combined parish
achieves economies of scale, allowing resources to be shared efficiently across both
Stirchley and Brookside. Community grants, community interest organisations, and
youth programmes all benefit from joint management and funding. If the areas were
divided, both parishes may face increased administrative and staffing costs,
duplicated governance structures, and reduced capacity to deliver community
projects. It would also be unreasonable for Stirchley residents’ council tax precepts
to subsidise Hollinswood facilities they do not use. With significant housing
development planned on The Hem, the responsibilities for maintenance, play areas,
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bus stops (17 of 25 within Brookside), and community spaces will only increase,
requiring strong, unified local governance rather than fragmentation and confusion.

4. Local Support There is no evidence of local demand for this change. On the
contrary, local opinion is overwhelmingly opposed. During recent canvassing for the
Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council elections in August 2025, | encountered
widespread opposition to both the previously proposed Nedge Parish Council (since
rejected) and to the idea of merging Stirchley Village into Brookside. Residents
consistently expressed pride in living in Stirchley, and a desire for their identity and
representation to reflect that fact. It is therefore clear that the proposal does not
have community support and, if implemented, would generate significant opposition.
Conclusion The proposed reorganisation is unnecessary, divisive, and inconsistent
with the principles of community identity, effective governance, and value for money
that underpin the Community Governance Review process. Stirchley & Brookside
has a long, successful record of joint working, shared services, and community
cohesion. Splitting it would deliver no identifiable benefit and would instead
undermine the social, financial, and administrative integrity of both communities. |
therefore urge the Committee of the CGR to reject this proposal and instead retain
the existing boundaries of Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council, and Hollinswood &
Randlay Parish Council.

With regards |} - Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council

20

The current arrangements should stay the same. The services Brookside and
Stirchley provide for the community and youth sector are next to none and merging
with other areas, having a shuffle, or changing will only see services struggle across
all sectors. Stirchley and Brookside work well together, they are in appropriate
walking distance for services and provisions to be merged. Personally, Brookside
will struggle as its own 'area’ due to the negative thoughts on the area! Things as
they are work well and provide support to both areas residents.

21

Stirchley is more then Brookside and it caters for everybody. if it was to close the
facilities would not be accessible everywhere else. The parish council is a big part of
the community where everybody meets and the veterans get support and this is
nowhere to be found elsewhere. The youth would not have any services which
would be out causing mayhem and we know they need the support. Overall it needs
to stay open as it is so we can keep functioning as a community.

22

If it was to close because of my Daughter who has autism we would lose the support
from youth club which helps mixing with other children. The center helps me with
support when i need it and advice due to citizens advice ect being there on a weekly
basis. The center should not close as it supports so many people and families who
need help and support. The groups that are run vary with ages and give socialization
to all and enable people to meet other and get out of the house saving them from
loneliness. Brookside is not the safest area and people dont feel safe going there so
if it was our only option it would real shame.
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All the concerns and objections raised about the previous proposal are still
applicable. This revised proposal doesn’t satisfy any of the requirements of a
Community Governance Review: ie the size and population will adversely affect both
community cohesion and the identities and interests of the communities and will be
neither effective nor convenient for council employees or residents. The proposed
Brookside parish mainly fits the requirements (although the partial inclusion of
Stirchley & particularly Holmer Lake is not conducive to maintaining these
communities’ identities. The proposed Hollinswood, Randlay & Stirchley parish is no
better than the original proposal as it still creates one huge, non-local parish which
covers the whole distance from Hollinswood through to Holmer Lake and the
sprawling new estate on the Nedge/ Halesfield. It would be around 3 times the
physical size & more than twice the population of both the current parishes and the
proposed Brookside one. This proposal will adversely affect community cohesion as
the proposed parish excluding Brookside is too big to reflect the identities and
interests of the communities — each of the communities have separate identities and
are focused around different centres which provide for the specific needs of the local
community. The communities of Hollinswood and Randlay are currently strong,
sustainable and supported well by the parish council. Stirchley is also well supported
with the local centre providing support & services to the community with familiar
faces known to & trusted by residents who use the services. The Brookside centre
also provides essential targeted support to its residents which is specific to the area
because of its nature & demographic of the residents. The vast area and population
covered by the proposed Stirchley, Hollinswood & Randlay would mean that it isn’t
possible to manage it effectively and cannot be convenient for either the council
employees or for residents. No consideration appears to have been made for the
large increase in population /electorate which will result from the large development
on the Nedge. (still shown as greenfield on the maps). 300 dwellings will increase
the electorate by at least 600, and the population of the area by 1000 or more. (most
properties are 3 or 4 bedroom) Why does the proposal create such an uneven split
by isolating Brookside and force the merger of the other three parishes unless
there’s some ulterior motive such as politics (which isn’t a valid reason) or to isolate
the government levelling up funding — which is relatively short term (10 years) &
doesn’t stand up anyway as it includes part of Stirchley & Holmer Lake. It doesn’t
make sense to split either Holmer Lake or Stirchley between 2 parishes. Neither
does it make sense to split a polling district (TTT) — | assume this is either Holmer
Lake or Stirchley. It is also illogical to have the Station Quarter (either the Town
Centre side or the railway station side in Lawley & Overdale as the new housing is
nowhere near any other housing in the parish (whereas the former Boyd House site
is physically adjacent to Hollinswood and the section across the A442 (Railway side)
aligns geographically with either Stafford park (part of Hollinswood & Randlay) or St
Georges. It would make more sense to create 3 Parishes, formed of either: -
Brookside as per the proposal minus Holmer Lake Stirchley & all of Holmer Lake
plus the new Nedge development Hollinswood & Randlay — ideally plus the new
Station Quarter on the site of the former Boyd House. (actual boundaries may be
adjusted to include complete roads in one parish) OR - Brookside plus all of Holmer
Lake All of Stirchley (including the part that’s currently in the Brookside proposal)
plus the Nedge development. Hollinswood & Randlay — plus the new Station Quarter
on the site of the former Boyd House. (actual boundaries may be adjusted to include
complete roads in one parish eg using Stirchley lane & south end of Randlay Ave as
the boundary) - Or if the intention is to isolate Brookside for whatever reason, then
create 2 parishes consisting of all of Stirchley plus all of Holmer Lake, and
Hollinswood & Randlay, with possible boundary adjustments. | believe this would
create more evenly sized & manageable parishes, with an area which it is
reasonable for councillors to be familiar with and to carry out their duties as local
focal points for their community. The statement in the documents that “The recent
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spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council may be
considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.” appears to be
the Borough Council taking the easy way out of the problem! If there is an issue, the
Borough Council should look into the cause(s) and support the parish in addressing
& resolving the issue(s). Instead the Borough Council is just offloading the problem
onto the proposed new combined parish council and likely transferring the problem
which will cause disruption to the wider area.

24

Brookside and stirchley parish council is beyond amazing the help they do for the
community goes beyond and the work they do for the children with the youth clubs
and days for the kids is just amazing it gives them all a place to be safe warm and if
I’m honest fed because some children locally don’t get what they need but youth
club provides all of those, my children go to the youth clubs and they absolutely love
it I honestly don’t know what they’d do without it it's so lovely knowing their in a safe
environment seeing friends having fun not worrying about them walking round the
streets

25

I've been a _ for over 20 years for Stirchley and Brookside parish
council. We have worked so hard in building up a fantastic youth club for the
community and the number of kids coming through our doors has exceeded our
expectation.

26

Our parish council do a brilliant job and in my opinion amalgamating would be
detrimental to us.

27

As a long-standing resident of Stirchley, | am writing to strongly oppose Telford &
Wrekin Council’s proposal to divide Stirchley and Brookside Parish Council —
specifically, the suggestion that Stirchley should be placed within Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish, and that Stirchley Village and Stirchley Park should form a separate
Brookside Parish. | believe this proposal would damage the identity of our area,
reduce the effectiveness of local government, and create unnecessary confusion
and financial strain for residents. The current structure works — it’s fair, familiar, and
community-driven. Splitting it would solve no real problem and would instead undo
years of progress in building a cohesive, active, and supportive local community.

28

As a councillor for Stirchley Ward, | oppose the proposal to divide Stirchley and
Brookside Parish Council. Moving Stirchley into Hollinswood and Randlay, and
Stirchley Village and Park into Brookside, would harm our community’s identity,
weaken services, and create unnecessary costs. Stirchley, Holmer Lake and
Brookside have long worked together as one community. Residents share the same
schools, youth clubs, library, and community spaces, most based in Stirchley Centre
and used by everyone. Our parish structure supports that unity. Splitting it would
only fragment funding and leadership. The boundary between Stirchley and
Randlay is clear, both geographically and socially. Stirchley residents do not look to
Hollinswood or Randlay for facilities or representation. Likewise, Stirchley Village
and Park have centuries of history and strong identity — moving them elsewhere
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would erase that heritage and alienate residents. The current parish is efficient, fair,
and widely understood. Shared resources mean lower costs and stronger services,
such as the Sambrook Centre, youth provision through FunZone, and environmental
maintenance. Dividing the parish would create confusion, duplicated administration,
and a risk to services residents depend on. Local opinion is overwhelmingly against
this proposal. People value the unity and progress we’ve achieved and see no
benefit in change. | therefore urge the Review Committee to reject the proposal and
retain the existing Stirchley and Brookside Parish Council boundaries — protecting
our community’s identity, efficiency, and cohesion.

29

| categorically do not support the merging of these parish councils; the needs of
each are different and the compromise-decisions that would need to be reached
would not best serve the requirements of each parish. | welcome challenging how
these established institutions operate however this consolidation approach does not
serve the communities best interests and would ultimately lead to a reduction in the
quality of life for residents, businesses and community groups.

30

| write , on this occasion , _ Friends of Hollnswood and Randlay
Valley The Friends oppose teh suggested merger of Hollinswood and Randlay
tParish with parts of Stirchley and Holmer Lake to create a new parish and parish
council Our Friends Group was created to offer support to the Parish Council and
work to improve the Randlay Valley area and to provide a safe outdoor space. The
\valley is an official Local Nature Reserve (LNR) We work as volunteers to litter pick
and to cut back shrubs and bushes, to keep paths clear and areas accessible. We
do this through regular volunteer days We also hold meetings and events to
organise the group and raise money and advertise the benefits of the Valley. Money
is also raised through grants obtained from local companies and organisations.
Although welcoming the opportunity to respond the draft proposal, we have severe
reservations about its possible effects upon our group and the future of Randlay
Valley At Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council the 5-year strategy is
continuous, and longstanding, and includes support for the Randlay Valley Area.
This support includes but is not limited to: « Administrative help  Publicity -
Cooperation * Encouragement of the staff to take part in and support FOHRYV events
and environmental upgrades ¢ Grant financing ¢ Provision of meeting spaces -«
Provision of storage areas for tools and materials « Lobbying with outside bodies
Without these elements of support, we believe that it will be far more difficult for our
group to carry out its tasks and reach its objective - to maintain access to the Valley
for the local population Our concern is that a new council , not having this previous
knowledge and experience, will not support the Friends actions until such time as
the council can develop its own set of priorities, if at all. This would tend to be
detrimental to the well being of the population in Hollinswood and Randlay who
would see reduced accessibility to the Valley into the future

31

The draft proposal is NOT a tweak to the previous proposal but a significantly
different proposal, necessitating the creation of two new parish council to replace the
present two . The previous proposal would have created one parish council to cover
a sprawling geographical area. This proposal creates two new parish councils one
much smaller than the other , so this is not a tweak. The short period of the
consultation for this new proposal is insufficient for meaningful consideration by the
community and gives little opportunity for the Borough to obtain meaningful
feedback. This proposal, as before, means that the 5 year strategy adopted by
Hollinswood and Randlay Parish council , and teh services we provide are put at
risk. This strategy has been built up over 17 years from representations via the local
community and annually updated leading to major improvements to teh services
provided by the council from SNAC to allotments , to multicultural community events,
from the Valley , to leases taken on for the muddy , pavilion , improved new
community centre and huge progress to reaching net zero by 2030. This is all at risk
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Further , the new H, R and S council would still be providing services for a large
unconnected, unwieldy set of communities as the distance between Holmer Lake
and Hollinswood without interconnected links and differing economic outlook would
make the council less cost effective. In all , this is proposal is likely to lead to
deteriorating , more costly services for the communities and would be step
backwards for Hollinswood and Randlay

32

The last proposal to merge Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council was
overwhelmingly rejected with 97% of residents opposing the proposal when
presented with the case for it provided by the borough Council. The present
proposed merger, to merge the council area with parts of Stirchley has even less
support - 99% of respondents are opposed to this proposal . This proposal does
not appear to have been formulated from discussions with the community or with the
council . Such communication has been very limited . In our conversations with the
residents, the most common comment is that the Parish Council is doing a good job
,is not broken and does not need to be fixed Within, the parish council, this
proposal is even now, leading to employment uncertainty for its staff , putting
pressure on them when they are expected and desire to give their best within the
roles they hold. il a duty of care towards all staff and am concerned in the event
of this proposal being enacted, for how a longer period of uncertainty ,until the new
council is created , might affect their well being and services they provide for our
community. The proposed new council's number of councilors will affect the ability
of councillors to represent the community and this will be worsened by the increased
geographical spread of the whole council area. The proposal will lead to the risk
that the plans the council have developed to further the objectives we have agreed
with the community in Hollinswood and Randlay , over many years, will be in whole
or partly rejected by the new council. This would be a waste and and against the
interests of the residents. We are not opposed to any change in the parish
boundary. We have, for example, previously suggested that Arundel Close and
Botfield close be moved into the parish of Hollinswood and Randlay as they are both
part of the geographical areas of Randlay ( the Stirchley sign is beyond both )
however, the suggested scope of this proposal is too vast to enact without significant
, and deleterious , effects on the community and | strenuously oppose them
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Objection to Proposed Boundary Changes Affecting Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council

| am writing in strong opposition to the draft proposal within the Telford & Wrekin Community
Governance Review to divide Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council; specifically, the suggestion to
place Stirchley with Hollinswood & Randlay, and Stirchley Village within a separate Brookside
Parish. This submission sets out the reasons why such a change would undermine established
community identity, reduce local government effectiveness, create unnecessary financial
burdens, and be opposed to local opinion.

1. Community Identity and Interests

Stirchley & Brookside has functioned as a shared community for decades, bound by common
facilities, services, and a shared sense of belonging. Residents of both areas use and identify with
the same schools, library, shops, post office, sports fields, youth facilities and community
centres — the majority of which are based in Stirchley Centre but serve the entire parish
effectively. These are not simply service points, but genuine community hubs that foster social
interaction, belonging, and cohesion across both neighbourhoods.

Youth provision offers a particularly strong example of this shared identity. Programmes such as
Funzone bring children and families together from across Stirchley and Brookside, and their
success depends on a unified parish structure. A separation would risk undermining this
provision, fragmenting funding and governance, and ultimately disadvantaging young people in
Brookside who currently benefit from shared youth resources.

Geographically, Randlay Avenue forms a clear, long-established physical boundary between
Stirchley and Randlay. This boundary reflects genuine differences in community identity.
Stirchley residents do not naturally look to Hollinswood or Randlay for their local facilities or
sense of belonging. Similarly, Hollinswood operates as a wholly separate community, with its own
facilities, playing fields, shops and community centres that Stirchley residents neither use nor
identify with. There is no practical or social link that justifies merging the two.

Finally, Stirchley Village residents strongly identify with Stirchley, not Brookside. Placing Stirchley
Village within Brookside would erase that distinct identity and force residents to identify
administratively with an area they do not live in, undermining the community’s integrity.

2. Effective and Convenient Local Government

The current parish structure is efficient and well understood by residents. It ensures that local
services, facilities and representation are easy to access, and it reflects clear, logical boundaries
recognised by residents.

Splitting the parish as proposed would create confusion about which council provides which
services, risk duplication of administrative functions, and potentially disrupt established
maintenance responsibilities. It would also be impractical to split polling districts across parish
lines. The Local Government Boundary Commission for England (LGBCE) concluded in 2023,
after extensive consultation and an Act of Parliament, that polling district TTT (formerly TBZ)
should move away from Brookside and enter The Nedge ward. To now disregard those findings
would be inconsistent and disingenuous, undermining the integrity of that process conducted by
the commission on the request of Telford & Wrekin Council just a few short years ago.
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3. Value 2br Money & Financial Considerations

The current combined parish achieves economies of scale, allowing resources to be shared
efficiently across both Stirchley and Brookside. Community grants, community interest
organisations, and youth programmes all benefit from joint management and funding.

If the areas were divided, both parishes may face increased administrative and staffing costs,
duplicated governance structures, and reduced capacity to deliver community projects. It would
also be unreasonable for Stirchley residents’ council tax precepts to subsidise Hollinswood
facilities they do not use.

With significant housing development planned on The Hem, the responsibilities for maintenance,
play areas, bus stops (17 of 25 within Brookside), and community spaces will only increase,
requiring strong, unified local governance rather than fragmentation and confusion.

4. Local Support

There is no evidence of local demand for this change. On the contrary, local opinion is
overwhelmingly opposed. During recent canvassing for the Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
elections in August 2025, | encountered widespread opposition to both the previously proposed
Nedge Parish Council (since rejected) and to the idea of merging Stirchley Village into Brookside.
Residents consistently expressed pride in living in Stirchley, and a desire for their identity and
representation to reflect that fact.

It is therefore clear that the proposal does not have community support and, if implemented,
would generate significant opposition.

Conclusion

The proposed reorganisation is unnecessary, divisive, and inconsistent with the principles of
community identity, effective governance, and value for money that underpin the Community
Governance Review process. Stirchley & Brookside has a long, successful record of joint working,
shared services, and community cohesion. Splitting it would deliver no identifiable benefit and
would instead undermine the social, financial, and administrative integrity of both communities.

| therefore urge the Committee of the CGR to reject this proposal and instead retain the existing
boundaries of Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council, and Hollinswood & Randlay Parish Council.

With regards
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STIRCHLEY AND BROOKSIDE PARISH COUNCIL

RESPONSE TO THIRD CONSULTATION OF COMMUNITY GOVERNANCE REVIEW

At a meeting of Stirchley and Brookside Parish Council on 14 October 2025 Council
UNANIMOUSLY RESOLVED TO OPPOSE the proposal by Telford & Wrekin Council under their
Community Governance Review to divide Stirchley and Brookside Parish Council; specifically,
the proposal to place Stirchley within Hollinswood and Randlay Parish and place Stirchley
Village and Stirchley Park within a separate Brookside Parish.

The following points detail the reasons why the Parish Council believes that the correct course
of action is to remain as its currently exists and allow the Parish Council to continue delivering
ever improving services and offerings on an equitable basis to the residents of Brookside,
Holmer Lake and Stirchley.

This submission sets out the reasons why such a change would undermine established
community identity, reduce local government effectiveness, create unnecessary financial
burdens and in opposition to local opinion.

1. Community Identity and Interests

Stirchley and Brookside has functioned as a shared community for decades, bound by
common facilities, services, and a shared sense of belonging. Residents of both areas use and
identify with the same schools, library, shops, post office, sports fields, youth facilities and
community centres — the majority of which are based in Stirchley Centre but serve the entire
parish effectively. These are not simply service points, but genuine community hubs that
foster social interaction, belonging and cohesion across both neighbourhoods.

Youth provision offers a particularly strong example of this shared identity. Programmes such
as FunZone bring children and families together from across Stirchley and Brookside and their
success depends on a unified parish structure. A separation would risk undermining this
provision, fragmenting funding and governance, and ultimately disadvantaging young people
in both Stirchley and Brookside who currently benefit from shared youth resources.

Geographically, Randlay Avenue forms a clear, long-established physical boundary between
Stirchley and Randlay. This boundary reflects genuine differences in community identity.
Stirchley residents do not naturally look to Hollinswood or Randlay for their local facilities or
sense of belonging. Similarly, Hollinswood operates as a wholly separate community, with its
own facilities, playing fields, shops and community centres that Stirchley residents neither use
nor identify with. There is no practical or social link that justifies merging the two.

Stirchley Village and Stirchley Park residents strongly identify with Stirchley, not Brookside.
Placing Stirchley Village and Stirchley Park within Brookside would erase that distinct identity
and force residents to identify administratively with an area they do not live in, undermining
the community’s integrity. That erasure would totally undermine the history of Stirchley
Village and Stirchley, which has been a parish since the 1200’s. It should be noted that should
Stirchley Village and Stirchley Park be placed within Brookside it would be the third time since
the early 2000’s which is considerable totally unacceptable to residents. As stated, residents
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of Stirchley Village and Stirchley Park do not associate themselves with Brookside and fear
that any move to make them become part of Brookside would result in their views and
interests being ignored and that the majority of funding would be spent on the part of
Brookside within the ring road.

2. Effective and Convenient Local Government

The current parish structure is efficient and well understood by residents. It ensures that local
services, facilities and representation are easy to access and it reflects clear, logical boundaries
recognised by residents.

Splitting the parish as proposed would create confusion about which council provides which
services, risk duplication of administrative functions and potentially disrupt established
maintenance responsibilities. It would also be impractical to split polling districts across parish
lines. The Local Government Boundary Commission for England (LGBCE) concluded in 2023,
after extensive consultation and an Act of Parliament, that polling district TTT (formerly TBZ)
should move away from Brookside and enter The Nedge ward. To now disregard those findings
would be inconsistent and disingenuous, undermining the integrity of that process conducted
by the commission at the request of Telford & Wrekin Council just a few short years ago.

3. Value for Money & Financial Considerations

The current combined parish achieves economies of scale, allowing resources to be shared
efficiently and equitably across both Stirchley and Brookside. Community grants, community
interest organisations and youth programmes all benefit from joint management and
funding.

If the areas were divided, both parishes may face increased administrative and staffing costs,
duplicated governance structures, and reduced capacity to deliver community projects. It
would also be unreasonable for Stirchley residents’ council tax precepts to subsidise
Hollinswood facilities they do not use.

With significant housing development planned on The Hem, the responsibilities for
maintenance, play areas, bus stops (17 of 25 within Brookside), and community spaces will
only increase, requiring strong, unified local governance rather than fragmentation and
confusion.

4. Local Support

There is no evidence of local demand for this change. On the contrary, local opinion is
overwhelmingly opposed. During recent canvassing for the Stirchley and Brookside Parish
Council elections in August 2025, a subsequently successful candidate encountered
widespread opposition to both the previously proposed Nedge Parish Council (since rejected)
and to the idea of merging Stirchley Village and Stirchley Park into Brookside. Residents
consistently express pride in living in Stirchley and a desire for their identity and
representation to reflect that fact.

It is therefore clear that the proposal does not have community support and, if implemented,
would generate significant opposition.
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5. Potential Risks to Current Services and Offerings
The proposal throws into doubt the following services currently provided by Stirchley and
Brookside Parish Council to residents of Brookside, Holmer Lake and Stirchley:

a. The Sambrook Community Centre, Stirchley
The building incorporates (i) community library; (ii) hub for social, recreational and
educational activities; (iii) activities by groups including arts and crafts, short mat bowls
and other wellbeing-focussed sessions; and (iv) hub for support organisations providing
counselling and advice services to the community.
Adding another building to those currently maintained by Hollinswood and Randlay
Parish Council questions the sustainability and viability of the Stirchley centre. Closure of
the centre would remove a key amenity for the community for groups as well as support
organisations working within the local community. Vulnerable members of the
community will not wish to travel to other parish buildings.

b. Youth Provision
Provided by the FunZone team within the Parish Council through the last 20 years. The
youth offerings are delivered through The Sambrook Centre in Stirchley and the
Brookside Central Community Centre. Question arises over the possibility of delivering
these under a split environment. The Parish Council’s approach towards youth provision
in Stirchley and Brookside is strategically different to that of Hollinswood and Randlay
Parish Council. The success of the provision by Stirchley and Brookside Parish Council is
reflected in increasing numbers of youths attending and benefitting from the offerings.
Membership numbers as at September 2025 were:
i. Brookside at 118 (commenced November 2024);
ii. Stirchley midweek at 242;
iii. Stirchley Saturday at 230 (commenced April 2024).
Key to success of this provision is down to a well-trained and dedicated team living within
and knowing the community and not solely relying on third party organisations who have
no local investment. The combined offering enables young people to come together from
differing elements from the community and improve social interaction.
Fragmentation of this provision runs serious risk of loss of team members heavily
invested in improving the wellbeing of young people. Loss of this provision would run risk
of increase in anti-social behaviour, an area where the local Police have noted
improvements.
The Stirchley FunZone offering is dependent upon the Stirchley centre as its hub.

c. Environmental Services

The services provided by Stirchley and Brookside Parish Council differ in approach to

those of Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council.

Stirchley and Brookside’s services cover:

i. Gardening scheme for eligible residents. Currently stands at 84. Question over how
this could continue as operating model differs to Hollinswood and Randlay Parish
Council.

Implementation of the proposal would result in 40 properties being in scope of
Brookside Council. Recruitment of an operative to deliver in Brookside would add to
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costs. Relying upon volunteers runs separate risks. For those properties in Stirchley,
risk is the service not continuing at the level currently provided or at all.
ii. Bus stops maintenance. 17 of the 25 stops are located within Brookside.
Separate future maintenance within Brookside would add to costs.
iii. StJames Church graveyard part of which is maintained by the Parish Council.
Future responsibility would fall to Brookside.
Future maintenance would add to costs. Relying upon volunteers runs separate risks.
iv. Stirchley allotments. If integrated into Hollinswood and Randlay question arises
whether the new Council would wish to maintain two separate sites.
v. Stirchley and Brookside roundabout; half in Brookside, half in Stirchley.
Separate future maintenance costs would increase.

d. Play Areas. Maintenance of the 5 play areas owned by the Parish Council would fall
under the responsibility of Brookside.
Future maintenance of these would add to costs.

e. Community events. Would these continue and be viable if the current parish is split?
Current events see residents from Brookside, Holmer Lake and Stirchley all participating.
Residents in Stirchley may not wish to travel to Hollinswood or Randlay for events and
vice versa if event held in Stirchley.

6. Councillor Membership

The statement is made that “the recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley and
Brookside Parish Council may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be
reviewed.”

Like any other town or parish council councillor membership can evolve. The Parish Council
rejects any suggestion that a review is required as a result of recent resignations which were
for varying reasons.

The recent vacancies showed strong interest from parishioners in representing their
community with three of the four positions being filled through the election process and the
fourth via co-option. It can now be seen that with new membership the Parish Council is
increasing its engagement with the community.

CONCLUSION

The proposed reorganisation is unnecessary, divisive and inconsistent with the principles of
community identity, effective governance, and value for money that underpin the Community
Governance Review process. Stirchley and Brookside Parish Council has a long, successful
record of joint working, shared services, and community cohesion. Splitting it would deliver
no identifiable benefit and would instead undermine the social, financial and administrative
integrity of both communities.

The Committee of the Community Governance Review is urged to reject this proposal and
instead retain the existing boundaries of Stirchley and Brookside Parish Council and
Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council.
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Submission to The Boundary Review Committee regarding the Community Governance
Review Phase 3.

At the full council meeting on Monday 15" September, Hollinswood & Randlay Parish
Council resolved to OPPOSE the expected proposal (and subsequently confirmed by the
publication of the Phase 3 documents on the 29" September) of Telford & Wrekin’s
recommendation which is to create two new Parish Councils — one being Brookside and the
second being Hollinswood & Randlay with a significant part of Stirchley coming together (as
Hollinswood, Randlay and Stirchley)

(Note: - see comment below about the timescales — the 3-week consultation period meant that
no pre-arranged full council meeting fell in the period.)

There was a debate about the proposal which Councillors believe will create a new parish
council which is still too large with no clear reasoning as to the benefits for our residents, and
the residents of Stirchley and most importantly will still result in communities losing their
identities. There was further comment regarding the reduction in number of Parish
Councillors of which brings into question adequate and appropriate local representation and
democracy.

There is still concern over the overall process and how this does not meet the criteria of a
Community Governance Review as outlined and explained in detail within our Phase 2
comments.

What was also noted, is the reduced timescales allowed for this consultation of Phase 3,
bearing in mind the significant change from the original proposals being so different, it is
extremely short and unnecessarily rushed which could result in not being able to provide a
reasonable similar level of response from residents.

The Parish Council, within the timescales provided did arrange for 2 drop-in sessions to take
place, on the 10" October at Randlay & 17™ October at Hollinswood, the number of
responses is lower than phase 2. This is not to do with apathy from the part of the residents,
as any engagement has shown significant interest, but to do with the lack of promotion and
publicity borough wide. It has been noted that TWC has not undertaken any drop in /
information sessions on the new proposal.

Of those who did attend the results are as follows: -

Support — 1.2%
Oppose — 98.8%

Total number of forms — 90
All forms will be provided to TWC to verify. A number of the forms have comments on.

This does provide clear evidence that residents do not wish this proposal to go ahead and
mirrors the previous levels of people opposing any change.

Hollinswood Neighbourhood Cent 73 nﬁg Hollinswood, Telford TF3 2EW
Tel: 0 g§7
E-mail: - enquiries@harpc.org.uk Website:
www.harpc.gov.uk
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Conclusion

Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council has opposed the previous recommendations for any
creation of a new parish area from its first mention and continues to do so. This now includes
the creation of a new Parish Council, which, will in effect, absorb all of the current
Hollinswood and Randlay Parish with parts of Stirchley into a new Parish.

This stance was formed following a well-considered and discussed objective view of the
options provided, based on community involvement, experience and knowledge of our local
area. The Council has not just decided that this would be rejected out-of-hand. The proposal
was and has been evaluated based on what is best for the residents, who are represented by
the Councillors, taking time to discuss with them and then considerable effort to review all
evidence. They also considered the suggested reasons for the creation of a new Parish area
and concluded: -

e This phase 3 proposal would still not make the two new Parishes co-terminous with
The Nedge Ward boundary nor the Brookside Ward boundary.

e There has been minimal movement in the boundaries — the Ward boundaries have had
movement but not the parish boundaries. The existing Parishes still reflect the local
communities they represent and there is clear demarcation between the areas. These
are both hard and soft geographically.

e The reasoning provided regarding the Councillor resignations at Stirchley and
Brookside Parish Council is not a valid or suitable reason to affect residents from a
different area — if this is the case then should that Parish Council not be split as
suggested as one of the options in phase 2.

The Parish Council has and will continue to offer its assistance to Telford and Wrekin in
support of any minor changes to the boundaries to remove the few anomalies that do
currently exist and would welcome the opportunity to discuss these ideas with the Boundary
Review Committee to assist in regard to these (Arundel Close, The Hem and Station
Quarter).

Finally, Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council wishes to make clear, again, that its
working relationship with Telford and Wrekin has, in its view, always been a positive and
supportive partnership, with residents’ best interests at its core. It is of course hoped that this
will continue for many years to come.

However, in this specific instance, it is unable to and cannot support this proposal and
continues to oppose the recommendation on behalf of the residents.

Hollinswood Neighbourhood Cpaggvgﬂead, Hollinswood, Telford TF3 2EW
Tet: 61

E-mail: - enquiries@harpc.org.uk Website:
www.harpc.gov.uk




Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

At its meeting on 4™ September 2025, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of draft proposals
for future arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal affecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Council is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHEEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

The Community Governance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Councif which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Iollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response to this phase two consuliation finding, the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangements to deliver effective and
efficient governance. The recent spate of councitlor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it difficult to identify the optimum
arrangements.

Nonetheless, the Committee has agreed to can‘:;ult on proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for Brogkside and the second for Stirchley and
Hollinswood & Randlay.

‘The proposals set out below would deliver good electoral equality and would also aim to reflect shared
character of the respective areas with the South Telford estate area of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council to reflect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation of a parish council that is formed from the Brookside community as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties to the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Partsh ward name ;‘:g,""':“’ Seats %::guz:tu ﬂ?,“":a’: Variance
Brooksiie TBR 5 3043 809 -1%
Stirchley Road T;gg’f" 2 | 1273 638 a%
Motat 7 4318 a17

Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay

This proposed parish council would see an area of Stirchley combine with the existing Holtinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This area would, in general, be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a small number of properties to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation area)
and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake arca.

Eloctors
Parish ward Elactors
hame Paolling district | Soats Aztg.;st per seat Varlance
Hollinswood &
Randla TIR, TTO 7 4361 823 4%
tirchley & TTT {par 25%),
Eotme[ teke | TIS.TIH § | 2620 | o84 6%
ofal 12 7184 6598
YOUR VIEWS MATTER
I support the above proposal > Q/
I oppose the above proposal > D

sy Posoteis_TF3 L DN

H R 5 B 0

Comments
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Proposed Towa & Parish Council Boundaries

At its meeting on 4" September 2023, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of draft proposals
for future arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Govemance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the drafi proposal aftecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Council is:

ROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

The Community Governance Review phase two community consuttation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Councit. In
response to this phase two consultation finding, the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view ta the need for parish and town council arrangements to deliver eftective and
efticient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignations irom Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered 1o indicate that the ammangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore. in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements to

adopt in relation to (his area and lower electoral registration makes it difticult o identify the optimum
amngements.

Nonetheless, the Committee has agreed to consult an proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.




Pronoesal two: create two new parish couneiby; one fur Brookside and the second for Stirchley and
Hollinswoeod & Randlay.

The proposals set out below would deliver pood electoral equality and would also aim to reilect shared
character of the respective areas with the South Teltord estate arca of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council to rellect that area.

Brookside

This propuosal is based on the creation of a parish counceil that is tormed Iram the Brookside community as
delined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page |3 including properties (o the south off
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Electors

Parish ward name ;‘:‘&2‘: Seats ﬁg.:)gz\;n :l:?:: Varlance
Biookside TBR 5 3043 609 %
Emdaey Red Tt 2 | um 36 %

otal 7 4318 817

Stirchley and 1lollinswoeed & Randlay

This proposcd parish council would see an arca of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This arca would. in general. be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a snall number of properties to the south of Stitchley Road at the north end of the recreation arca)
and include Tadomna Drive, Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

Elactors
Polllng distlct | Seata | Auguat | El9SOM | yyencg
2028 | Rarssat
TIR, TTO L4 4361 623 4%
TTT (pant 25%), j
TTS. TTH § 2820 564 6%
12 7181 598
YOUR VIEWS MATTER
1 support the above proposal > EI
I oppose the above Proposil —=seeee e >
My Postende is 74 O T S
H, R S B 0
_
Comments
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Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

Atits mecting on 4" September 2025, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of drall proposals
for future arrangements of specitic areas that were 1o be the subject o a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The praposed amangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal aftecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Council is:

ROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

The Community Governance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger ot the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response to this phase two consultation finding, the Commitiee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangements to deliver effective and
clticient govenance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements to
adopt in relation to this area and tower electoral registration makes it dillicult to identify the optimum

ArTangements.

Nonetheless. the Commiltes has ageeed to consult on praposal two: create twa new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randiay.




Proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for Brookside and the second for Stirchley and

Hollinswoud & Randlay.

Thie proposals set out below would deliver gooed electoral equality and would alse aim to retlect shared
character of the respective areas with the Seuth Teltord estate area of Broukside being given its owin Parish
Council to reHect that arca.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation of'a parish counvil that is fonmed from the Brookside community as
detined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including propenies to the south ol
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Electora
Polling Electors
| Pariah ward name diatrict Saata Aauo‘;;“ par aat Varance
Brookside TBR [ 3043 609 1%
. TTT (pant .
tmdﬂey Road 75%) 2 1273 636 %
olal 7 4316 617

Stirchley and Holliswood & Randlay

This propesed parish council would see an area of Stirchtey combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This arca would. in general, be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a small number of propetties to the south of Stirchtey Road at the nonh end of the reercation arca)
and include Tadorma Drive. Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

Elactors
Polling district | Seats | Auguat | SO | yiianeo
20258 par soat
TIR. TTO 7 4361 623 4%
TTT (part 26%),
TS, TTH S 2820 564 4%
12 7181 598
YOUR VIEWS MATTER
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Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

At its meeting on 4" September 2023, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of draft proposals
for future amrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of'a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed amangements for consultation, including the
rationale for (he dralt proposal aftecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Council is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

B Ay

The Community Governance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response to this phase two consultation finding. the Committee asked for further proposals in refation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangements to deliver efective and
eMicient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the amangements need to be reviewed.

Furihermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arangements to
adopt in relation to this arca and lower electoral registration makes it difficult to identity the optimum

arrangements.

Nonetheless, the Committee has agreed to consult on proposal two: create two new parish courcils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for Brookside and the second for Stirchley and
Hollinswood & Randlay.

The proposals set out below would deliver good electoral equality and would also aim to reflect shared
character of the respective arcas with the South Telford estate area of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council to rellect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creativn of a parish council that is tomted rom the Brookside COMMINLY iy
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page i3 including propertics o the south of
Stirchley Roud such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Parish ward nama ;:"22"' Seats E\;:L;:tz:t. s::‘;‘::: Variance
rockside T8R 5 3043 509 %
irchiey Road T;g,*f;“ 2 | s 636 %
otal T | 4316 817

Stirchley' and Hollinswood & Ruandlay

This proposed parish council would see an arca of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This arca would. in general. be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
elude o small number of properties to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation area)
and include Tadooma Drive, Holmer Lane. Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer 1ake irea,

Eluctors
arlshward | poiing diatrict | Seats | August | ENCO™ [ yoncg
2028 | perseat
TR, TTO 7 4361 623 4%
TTT (part 25%},
IS, TTH i el i
2| e | ees

YOUR VIEWS MATTER

[ suppart the above proposal 2
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Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

At its meeting on 4 September 2025, the Boundary Review Committes agreed a seties of drafk proposals
for future arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The propased ammangements for consultation, including ihe
rationale for the draft proposal affecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Council is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

BN N ) e —

The Community Governance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger ot the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Coungil. In
response 1o this phase two consultation finding. the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangements to deliver effective and
efficient governance. The recent spate of vouncitlor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views anound the best arrangements to
adopt in relation to this arca and tower electoral registration makes it diflficult to identify the optimum
arrangements.

Nonetheless, the Committee has agreed to consult on proposal two: create twa new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchtey and Hollinswood & Randlay.




Proposal twe: create two new parish councilsy one for Brookside and the secend for Stirchiey and

Hollinswood & Randlav.

The proposals set out below would deliver good electoral equality and would also aim to veliect shared
character of the respective areas with the South Telford estate area of Brookside being given its own Parish
Counvil to reflect that area.

Brookside

Fhis propesal is basedt on the creation of a parish councit that is formed from the Brookside community as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwands Page 13 including properties to the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park

Pariah ward nama ;::‘,'i';? Seata EAE;:E:I' :::‘:::: Varance
Brookside TER 5 3043 509 A%

tirchley Road ",';,ﬁ‘)"‘ 2 1273 636 %
[Totai T | 4318 87

Stirchlev and Hollinswood & Randiay

This proposed parish council would see an arza of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswouwd and
Randlay Parish Council. This arca would. in general. be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a small number of properties to the south of’ Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation area)
and include Tadomma Drive. Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake arca.

Efectors
Electors
Polling district | Seals A;ouzt;n por seat Varance
TTR. TTO ¥ 4381 623 4%
""H(g'“n"‘!sl"’- s 2820 564 4%
2 781 593

YOUR VIEWS MATTER
| supiprort the above proposal >
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Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

Atils meeting on 4% September 2025, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of drafi proposals
for future arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of'a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The propased arrangements lor consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal aftecting both Hollinswoed & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Council is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

The Community Governance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response to this phase two consultation finding. the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
arca. This was with a view to the need for parish and town vouncil arrangements o deliver effective and
efficient governance. The recent spate of courcillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered w indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewad.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews. there has been a variety of views around the best arangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it difticult to identity the aptimum
arrangements.

Nonetheless, the Committee has agreed to consult on proposal twe: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.




Propoesal tweo: create twe rew parish councils; one for Brookside and the second for Stirchley and

Hollinswood & Randiay.

The proposals set out below wouhd deliver good electeral equality and would also aim o retlect shared
character of the respective arcas with the South Teltord estate area of Breokside being given its own Parish
Couneil to reflect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is hased on the creation of a parish council that is tonmied from the Brookside community as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties 1o the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Pask.

| Electors
Polling Elsctars
: Pariah ward name district Seats Azlan;;:l por seat Varlance
Brookelde TBR B RIG K] 609 A%
;, " TTT tpant
rehiey Road 75N} 2 1273 838 %
[Total T 4318 817

Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randiay

This proposed parish council would see an area of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Pansh Council. This area would, in general, be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it woutd
include a small number of propetties to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation area)
and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

i

Parish ward Ehclors Electors

ham- Polling district | Seats A;.ﬂal;l‘ par seat Vartance
honaawood & | yre, TT0 | awm 623 an
Stiechiey & mm("“]‘.%““’“ 5 2820 564 %
i: otal 12 718% 538
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Propesed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

At its meeting on 42 September 2023, the Boundary Review Commities agreed a series of draft peoposals
for future amangements of specitic areas that were to be the subject of a thind phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultation, including the
rationate for the dralt proposal atiecting both Hollinswoed & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Council is:

ROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

B s

The Community Governance Review phase two comnunity consultation tound considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response to this phase two consultation finding. the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangements to deliver effective and
efficient governance. The revent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements o
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it ditlicult w identify the aptimum
arrangements.

Nonetheless. the Committee has agread to consult on propesal two: create two new parish councils: one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randiay.




Propiosal twa: create tve new parith councils: one for Brovkside and the second for Stirchiey and

Hollinawond & Raodlay.

The: proposals set out below would deliver good electoral equatity and would also aim o reflect shared
character ol the respective arcas with the South Teltord estate area of Brookside beiny given its own Parish
Council to reflect that area.

Brookside

This propusal is based on the creation of a panish council that is formed from the Brookside community as
delined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwands Page 13 including properties 1 the south off
Stitchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Parish ward name \"l,!:{!:l?:‘l' Seats Eli:uo::tz:: ;‘::‘m Variance
|Brookside TBR 5 043 609 1%
Stirchley Road “g’(a‘“ 2 1273 638 %
{Total 7 4318 617

Stirchley and Holinswood & Randlay

‘This proposed parish council would sex an area of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This arca would. in general. be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a small number of properties to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation area)
and include Tadorma Drive. Helmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

atshward | poliing diatrict | Seats A:u.;:;::t‘ :."r‘i‘:": Variance
’Eﬂ"‘ﬁr‘“’““ TTR, TTO v | st | en a%
e [T s o | |
ot 17| 7 598
YOUR VIEWS MATTER
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Proposed Town & Pavish Council Boundaries

Al its meeting on 4% September 2025, the Boundary Review Committee agread a senies of draft proposals
for future amangements of specific arcas that were to be the subject of'a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed armangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal alfecting both Hollinswoed & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Council is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

The Community Governance Review phase nwo community censultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the menger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinsweod and Randlay Parish Council. In
respanse 1o this phase two consultation finding. the C ommittee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangemeats to detiver effective and
efticient governance. The revent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arangemeats need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough neviews, there has been a variety of views around ihe best amrangements to
adopt in relation to this area and tower elevtoral registration makes it difficolt to identity the optimum
arrangements.

Nonetheless, the Committee has agreed to consult on proposal two: create two new parish councils: one for
Brookside and the second Far Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.




Proposal two: creale iwo new parish councils; one for Brookside aad the secend for Stirchley and

Hollinswood & Raundlay.

The proposals set out below would deliver pood elecieral equality aid would alse aim to reflect shared
character of the respective areas with the South Telford estate arca of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council to rellect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation of'a parish council that is formied from the Brookside community as
detined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties to the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Parish ward name :l:ﬂ,':’: Seata i:ta;:\}? ;‘:’:&"‘ Varlance
Brookside TeR S ] 3043 509 %
Ew«y Rosd Ts{g“ 2 | 123 636 W%

otal T | 456 a7

Stirchley and Hellinswood & Randiay

This proposed parish council would see an anca of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This arca would, in general. be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include o small number of propertics 1o the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation area)
and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane. Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

Electors
Elactors
Polling district | Seata Aal:g;ll peravat Variance
TTR, TTO 7 4361 623 4%
TTT {past 25%), - =
TS, TTH 5 2920 564 6%
12 718t 538

YOUR VIEWS MATTER

| support the above proposal
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Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

Alits meeting on 4% September 2023, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of draft proposals
for future arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed ammangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal affecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Council is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

B A

The Community Governance Review phase two community consultation tound considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Councit. In
response to this phase two consullation findine. the Commiittee asked for further proposals in relation to this
arca. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangements to deliver eftective and
efficient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the armangements need io be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has beena varety of views around the best arrangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it difticult to identity the optimum
arrangements.

Nonetheless, the Commitice has agreed to consult on proposal two: ¢reate two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.




Proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for Brookside and the second for Stirchley and
Hollinswood & Randlay.

The proposals set out below would deliver good electoral cquality and would also aim to reflect shared
character of the respective areas with the South Telford estate area of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council to retlect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation of a parish council that is formed from the Brookside conmunity as
detined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including propertics to the south ol
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Parish ward name l::;lrll?:‘ll Soats E‘EJ;;‘Z:: E::’;':;: Varlance
Brooksido 18R 5 3043 609 A%
Flﬂrd\iay Road ";g}g’;‘“ 2 | 1 838 %
[rotal 7T | 436 617

Stirchler and Hollinswood & Randlay

This proposed parish council would see an area ol Stirchley combine with the existing HoHinswoud and
Randlay Parish Council. This area would. in general. be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a small number of propertics to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end ol the recreation arca)
and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane., Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close i the Holmer Lake areql.

Elactors
arlsh ward Electors
,tume Polling district | Seats Azuoﬂzl;ll por seat Varlance
Hollinawood & | rrp 41 7| a3t 623 %
TTT (part 25%),
TS, TTH 5 2820 564 8%
12 718¢ 598

YOUR VIEWS MATTER
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Proposcd Town & Parish Council Boundaries

Al its meeting on 4% September 2025, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of draft proposals
for future arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Communily Governance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal atlecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Council is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

B A s e

The Community Governance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response to this phase two consuitation finding, the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangenents to deliver effective and
eflicient govemance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it difficult to identify the optimum
armangements.

Nonetheless, the Committee has agreed to consult on proposal 1wo: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.




Proposal two: ercate two new parish counvcils; one for Brookside and the second for Stirchley and
Hollinswood & Randlay.

The proposals set out below would detiver good electoral cquality and would alse aim to reflect shared
charicter of the respeetive arcas with the South Teltord estate arca of Brookside betny given its own Parish
Coungil to retlect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation ol'a parish council that is formed trom the Brookside community s
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including propenties to the south of
Stirehiley Road such that it is beunded by the Towa Park.

Parish ward name ;‘:m';g Seata EA;:EE:I. :::':‘:’;: Variance

rookside TBR [ 3043 609 1%
Elirchley Rosd T;gg’f‘_ 2 1273 836 %
{Total 7 4318 617

Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay

This proposed parish council would see an area of Stitchtey combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This area would, in general. be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include o small number of propertics to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation area)
and include Tadorma Drive. Holmer Lane. Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake arca.

Electors
e ¥ | polling diatrict | Seate | August | Electors |y
2028 _| PoFseat
TTR, TTQ 7 4361 623 4%
TTT (pan 26%),
S. TTH § 2820 564 6%
R 2| vier | e
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Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

At its meeting on 4" September 2025, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of draft proposals
for future arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal affecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish

Council is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

The Community Governance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
fhe creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response to this phase two consultation finding, the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangements to deliver effective and
efficient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it difficult to identify the optimum
arrangements.

Nonetheless, the Committee has agreed to consult on proposal two: create two nesw parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal two: create fwo new parish councils; one for Brookside and the second for Stivchley and
Hollinsweced & Randlay.

The proposals set out below would deliver good electoral equality and would also aim to reflect shared
character of the respective arcas with the South Telford estate area of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council 1o reflect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation of a parish council that is formed from the Brookside community as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties to the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Eloclors

Parish ward name 3::':;;’: Seats Azl.tonzusll Ei:‘:‘:: Variance
Birookskie TBR 5 | 3043 609 1%
fstirchley Road ng&’f" 2 1213 636 %
[Tatal 7 4318 617

Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randiny

This proposed parish council would see an area of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This area would, in general, be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a small number of properties to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation area)
and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

Elaclors
arish ward Elactors
aru Polling diatrict | Seats Azl:)gzu;l per asat Varlance
liinswood 8
andlay TIR, TTO 7 4361 623 4%
Nrchiey & TTT (pant 25%), i
EQ‘IMEE T e 26 5 | 2820 | 864 %
otal 12 Ti84 5§99
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Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

At its meeting on 4™ September 2025, the Boundary Review Commitiee agreed a series of draft proposals
for future armangements of specific arcas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Communily Governance Review process. The proposed armangements for consultation, including the
rationale for (he drafi proposal alfecting both Hollinswoed & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Council is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOQOD & RANDLAY

The Communily Governance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randtay Parish Council. In
response to this phase two consultation finding. the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town courcil arrangements to deliver effective and
efiicient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered 1o indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthenmore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best amangenieats to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it difficult to ideatify the optimum
arrangements.

Nonetheless, the Committee has agreed to consult on proposal two: create (wWo new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal two: create two new parish countils; one for Brookside and the second for Stirchley and
Hollinswood & Randlay.

The proposals set out below would deliver good electoral equality and would also aim to retlect shared
character of the respective arcas with 1he South Telford estate area of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council to retlect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation ol'a parish council that is tormed From the Brookside community as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties to the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Electors
Poliing Eiectora
Parish ward name district Seals A':Oﬂﬂlé“ per seat Varlance
TBR & 3043 609 1%
TTT (part
75%) 2 1273 636 3%
4316 817

Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay

This proposed parish couneil would see an area of Stire hley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randtay Parish Council. This area would, in general, be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a smali number of propertics to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation area)
and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane. Wroxeter \Way and Bescobel Close in the Holmer Lake arca.

Electors
Polling district | Seats | August | Flactors [ o i ince
2028 per seat
TIR, TTO ? 4361 623 4%
TTT {part 25%).
T8, TTH ] 2820 5684 6%
12 7181 598
YOUR VIEWS MATTER
L support the above proposal ------eooeeeeee i D

1 oppuse the above proposal - > B/’
My Posteade is 7 2 é 5 2 f/
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Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

At its meeting on 4% September 2025, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of draft proposals
for future arrangements of specitic areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Communily Governance Review process. The proposed armangements for consuliation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal at¥ecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Council is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

DR IOy A s e -

The Community Governance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response to this phase two consultation finding, the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangements to deliver effective and
efficient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore. in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best amrangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower clectoral registration makes it difficult 1o identify the optimum
amangements.

Nonetheless, the Committee has agreed to consult on proposat two: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal twu: create two new parish councils; one for Brookside and the second for Stirchley and
Hollinswood & Randlay.

The proposals set out below would deliver good electoral equality and would also aim to retlect shared
charaeter of the respective areas with the South Telford estate area of Brookside being piven its own Parish
Council to reflect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the ereation ol a parish council that is tormed from the Brookside conunumity as

defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 mcluding properties to the south of’
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Electora
Paliing Elactors
Parish ward nama district Soeats Azu&t;n per uaat Variance
Brookslde TBR ;-] 3043 808 1%
TTT {part
ticchlsy Road 75%) 2 1273 636 %
otal 7 4316 617

Stirchles' and Hollinswood & Randiay

This proposed parish council would see an area of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This area would, in general. be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include & smadl number of propettivs 1o the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation area)
and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

arlahward | potiing district | Seats i;:ﬁ;:t. hor soat | Varlance
Ronuewood & 1 11R, TTO 7 | a6 | e a%
o A O N R
otal 12 7181 538
YOUR VIEWS MATTER
I support the above proposal ----coecoemoeeee > D
L uppose the abave proposal —--coooeeeeeooo .
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Proposcd Town & Parish Council Boundaries

Atits meeting on 4% September 20253, the Boundary Review Committee agread a series of dratt proposals
for future arrangements of specilic areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultation. including the
rationale for the draft proposal affecting bath Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish

Councit is:

ROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWQOD & RANDLAY

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLUNSWQOD & BANDLAY

The Community Governance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Councit which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. [n
responise to this phase two consultation finding. the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
arca. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangements o deliver effective and
efficient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need 1o be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it diflicult 10 identify the optimum
arrangements.

Nonetheless, the Committee has agreed to consult on proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal two: ereate (wo uew parish councils; one for Brookside and the second for Stirchley and

Hellinswood & Randlay.

The proposals set out below would deliver good electoral equality and would also aim to refleet shared
character of the respective areas with the South Telford estate arca of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council to reflect that arca.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation ot a parish council that is formed from the Brookside community as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties 1o the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Electors
Polling Electors
h S A t Vari.
| Parish ward name ""“_' ct 0als 2%%? por aeat arfance
Brookside TBR 5 3043 809 1%
[Stiehiay Road "';g&”)‘“ 2 | 12 636 %
[Totat 7 4316 617

Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay

This proposed parish couneil would see an arca of Sticchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council, This arca would. in general. be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a small number of properties (o the south of Stirchtey Road at the north end of the recreation area)
and include Tadooma Drive, Holmer Lane. Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

Elactors
Polling district | Seats | Auguat | EBCIOTS | o nce
2025 per aeat
TIR, TTO 7 4361 623 4%
TTT (part 25%), =
TTS. TTH -] 2820 564 6%
12 7184 598

YOUR VIEWS MATTER

[ support the above proposl «----ceammeecooccoone .

1 appose the above proposal 2 jq ] [g/
O
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Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

At its meeting on 4™ September 2025, the Boundary Review Committes agreed a series of draft proposals
for Fisture arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Commumity Governance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal affecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Council is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDEAY

The Community Govemance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of & proposed The Nedge Parish Councit which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Couacil. Tn
response to this phase two consultation finding, the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangements ta deliver effective and
efficient governance, The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchtey & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it difficult to identify the optimum
arrangements.

Nonetheless, the Cominittee has agreed to consult on proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal two: ercate two new parish councils; one for Brogkside and the second for Stirchley and

Hollinswood & Randlay.

The proposals set out below would deliver good electoral equality and would also aim to reflect shared
character of the respective arcas with the South Telford estate area of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council to reflect that area,

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation of a parish council that is formed from the Brookside community as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties to the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Parlsh ward name ;g:w“;g Seats EA;'-Z:: 5:‘;‘:;: Varlance
Brookside TBR 5 3043 609 -1%
[Btrchley Road T;;g’f" 2 | 1oma 836 3%
[Total ; 7 4316 617

Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay

This proposed parish couneil would see an area of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This area would, in general, be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a small number of properties to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation area)
and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

:::1‘9" ward Polling district | 8eats E}\E{g:%r: E:?‘:'::: Varlance
gﬂlg;m & TR, TTC 7 4361 823 4%
ey, e | o oo | w | o
[Total 12 7181 598

YOUR VIEWS MATTER

I support the above proposal > I:]

I oppose the above proposal ~——--- >

My Postcode is‘Trs :2’/(__
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Proposcd Town & Parish Council Bonndaries

At its meeting on 4% September 2025, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of drafl proposals
for future arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the dratt proposal affecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Council is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

A T N . — e

The Community Governance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchtey & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response to this phase two consultation finding. the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangements to deliver effective and
eflicient governance. The recent spale of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it difticult to identify the optimum

arrangenients.

Nonetheless, the Committee has agreed to consult on proposal two: create two new parish councils: one for
Brookside and (he second for Stirchtey and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal twe: crcate twe new parish councils; one lor Brookside and the second for Stirchley and
Hollinsywwuod & Randiay.

The proposals set out below would deliver goed electoral equality and would alse aim 1o rellect shared
character of the respective areas with the South Telford estate arca of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council to reflect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation of a parish council that is tormed from the Brookside community as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties to the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Electors
Polling Electors o
Parlah ward name district Seats A;;nzl;sl por seat Variance
Brookside TBR 5 3043 609 1%
TTT {panrt '
lirchlay Road 75%) 2 1213 636 3%
[Total 7 4318 617

Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlav

This proposed parish council would see an arca of Strchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This area would. in general, be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it woutd
include a small number of propestics to the south of Stirchley Roud at the north end of the recreation area)
and include Fadonua Ddve, Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

Elactors
ariah ward Elactors
F Paolling district | Seats A;;g;;al per eat Variance
TIR, TTO 7 4361 623 4%
TTT {pant 25%), =
7S, TTH | 2820 564 6%
12 7181 598
YOUR VIEWS MATTER
[ support the above proposal —~--scemememae e A D
I oppese the above proposal oo > TS
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Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

Alits meeting on 4% September 2023, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of drafl proposals
for future arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed armangements for consullation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal affecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Council is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

A e ey . s

The Community Governance Review phase two community censultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchtey & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response ta this phase two consultation finding, the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
arca. This was with a view 10 the need for parish and town counvil arrangements to deliver effective and
eflicient govemnance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need 1o be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements ta
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it diflicult to identify the optimum

arangements,

Nonetheless, the Comumittee has agreed 1o consult on praposal two: create two rew parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Projiosal two: create two new piarish councils: one for Brovkside and the second for Stirchley and
Hollinswood & Randlay.

The proposals set out below would deliver goud electoral equality and would afso aim to reflect shared
character of the respective arcas with the South Telford estate arex of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council o retlect that arca.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation ol a parish council that is fermed from the Brookside community as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 incleding properties to the south ol
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Parish ward name ;‘::‘:I'::“' Soata i;::g:tz:l‘ :::c::;: Variance
Brookside TBR 5 30423 609 %
Eftﬁtdﬂioyﬂmd "{gﬁ’;" 2 | s 830 N
otal 7 4316 817

Stirehley and Hoellinswood & Randlay

This proposed parish council would sve an arca of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood aud
Randlay Parish Council. This arca wonld. in general. be bounded by Stirchley Read (although it would
include a small number of properties o ihe south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation atca)
and include Tadorma Drive. Holmer Lane. Wroxeler Way and Boscobel Close in the Heolmer Lake area.

Elactors
Polling diatrict | Seats | August Elactors [ o oice
2025 par sgat
TIR, TTO 7 4361 623 a%
TTT {part 25%), .
Holmer Lake S, TTH & 2820 564 6%
[rotat 12| 781 598

YOUR VIEWS MATTER

| supgiort the above proposal ==

| sppose the above Proposil --a--ceseseeeeseeeee ~~ @
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Propesed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

Al its meeting on 4™ September 2025, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of draft proposals
for future arrangements of specitic areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation ot the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultatien, including the
rationale for the draft proposal affecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Council is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

B Ay S —_—,,,—,——,—,— e ——

The Community Governance Review phase two cammunity consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response to this phase two consultation finding. the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangements 1o deliver eftective and
eflicient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookstide Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements to
adopt in relation to (his area and lower electoral registration mukes it diflicult to identify the optimum
arrangements.

Nonetheless, the Committee has agreed to consult on proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchtey and Hollinswood & Randlay.




Proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for Brookside and the second for Stirchley and
Hollinsweod & Randlay.

‘The proposals set out below would deliver good electoral equality and would also aim to rellect shared
character of the respective arcas with the South Teltord estate area of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council to rellect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation of a parish couneil that is tormed from the Brookside conununity as
detined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties to the south ol
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Electors
Polling Elactors
Parish ward name district Soats Aau&v.éll per soat Varlance
Brookakie TBR 5 3043 609 1%
TIT {part ;
i;mcmey Road 75%) 2 1273 638 3%
otal 7 4316 617

Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay

This proposed parish council would see an arca of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This area would, i general. be bounded by Stirchley Road {although it would
include a small number of properties to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation arca)
and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane. Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake arca.

Elactors
arish ward Electors
BIE Polling district | Seals A;ouzl.:t per seat Variance
olinswood &
'Randlny TR, TTO 7 4361 623 4%
tirchlay & TTT (part 26%),
Holmer Lake IS, TTH B i e i
f‘foial 12 7181 598

YOUR VIEWS MATTER

I suppaort the above proposal

[ oppose the above proposal ——--- o
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Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

At its meeting on 4% September 2023, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of drafl proposals
for future arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal affecting both Hollinswoeod & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Council is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

The Community Governance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response to this phase two consultation finding, the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangements to deliver effective and
eflicient govemance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements (o
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it difficult to identify the optimum
arrangements.

Nonetheless. the Committee has agreed to consult on proposal two: create two new parish councits; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal two: erestle two new parish councils; one for Brookside and the second for Stirchley and
Hollinswood & Randlay.

The proposals set out below would deliver good electoral equality and would also aim to reflect shared
character of the respective arcas with the South Telford estate area of Brookside being given its oswn Parish
Council to retlect that area.

Brookside

This propasal is based on the ereation ot a parish council that is formed Trom the Brookside communmty as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties t the south ol
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

“Eiactors
Polling Electora
Parish ward name district Seata Azuonzt;n por aeat Varlance
rookskie TBR 5 3043 609 A%
drchisy Road et | 5 | yors 838 3%
16%)
[Total 7 4316 817

Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay

This proposed parish council would see an arcs of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This area would, in general. be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a small number of propertics to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation arca)
and include Tadorma Drve, Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

Elactors
ariah ward Elactora
TS Polling district | Seats Aauogzu‘n por seat Variance
ohnawood & 1 11r, TIO 7 | a3t 623 a%
stirchlay & TTT (part 25%),
cimerleks | ¥YS, TTH 5 | 2020 | oo o,
otal 12 7181 598

YOUR VIEWS MATTER

I support the above proposal - -

| ofiginse the above proposal ~-e--—- e >
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Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

At its meeting on 4™ September 2025, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of dralt proposals
for future arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Communily Governance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultation, including the
rationale for (he draft proposal affecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Council is:

ROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

The Community Governance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition 1o
the ereation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randtay Parish Council. In
response to this phase two consultation finding. the Committee asked tor further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view 1o the need for parish and town council arrangements to deliver effective and
eificient governance. The recent spate of counciltor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it difticult to identify the optimum
arrangements.

Nonetheless. the Committee has agreed to consull on proposal two: create two new parish councils; one tor
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.




Proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for Brookside and the second for Stirchley and
Hellinswood & Randlay.

The proposals set out below would deliver good electoral equality and would afso aim o relleet shared
character of the respective arcas with the South Telford estate area of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council to reflect that arca.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation of a parish council that is formed fiom the Brookside community as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including propeniies to the south ot
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Parlsh ward name ;:2!";“‘ Seats EAL:::;:LZ:: ::‘r?::: Variance
‘Brookside TBR <] 3043 609 %

tichley Road “;g&’)‘“ 2 1273 636 %
[Fotal 7 4318 17

Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay

This proposed parish council would see an area of Stirchley combine with the exisling Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This arca would. in general. be bounded by Stirchley Road {although it would
include a small number of propettics to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation arca)
and include Tudorma Drive, Holmer Lane. Wroxeler Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

Elactors
Electorn
Polling district | Seats Azl.:)uz:nl por soat Varlance
TIR, TTO 4 4361 623 4%
TTE {part 25%), .
TS, TTH - 2820 564 6%
12 7161 598
YOUR VIEWS MATTER
I support the above proposil —---—-- e oo . D

I appose the above proposal > /
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Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

At its meeting on 4% September 2025, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of draft proposals
for future arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject ofa third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the dratt proposal affecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish

Council is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY,

The Communily Governance Review phase two community consultation found considerable apposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. [n
response to this phase two consultation finding, the Commiltee asked for further proposals in relation to this
arca. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangemeats to deliver efective and
eficient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arangements need 10 be reviewed.

Furthermore. in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements to
adopl in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it diflicult to identify the optimum
arrangements.

Nornetheless, the Committee has agreed to consull on praposal two: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.




Proposal two: create iwe new parish councils: one for Brookside and the second for Stirchley and

Hollinswood & Randlay.

The proposals set out below would deliver poed electoral equality and would alsoe aim to reflect shared
character of the respective arcas with the South Telford estate area of’ Brookside being given its own Parish
Council to retlect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation of'a parish council that is tormed Trom the Brookside cComMunity as
detined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties to the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Parish ward nama ;‘:{"!"": Seats | i;:o‘;:tz:t‘ IE:C::;: Variance
Brookside TBR 8 3043 609 1%
Fma\rey Road ";g,“")‘“ 2 1273 636 %
f¥otal T | 6 | w7

Stirchley and Hollinswoed & Randlay

This proposed parish council would see an area of Stirehley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This arca would. in general. be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would

inchude a small number of properiies to the south of Stirchfey Road at the north end of the recreation arca)

and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

Elactors
Elactors
Paolling district | Seats azt;u;;n por ssat Varlance
TR, TTO 14 4381 623 4%
TTT (part 25%), .
TS, TTH. 8 2820 564 8%
12 7181 §98
YOUR VIEWS MATTER
I support the above proposal >

| eppose the above proposal > B -
My Pustoude is TE, S 2 N [u )
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Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

AL ils meeting on 4% September 2023, the Boundary Review C ommittee agreed a serics of dralt proposals
for future arrangements of specific areas that were ta be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Communily Govemance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the drait proposal atfecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Council is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

B A gy e — e — —

The Community Governance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedye Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response to this phase 1wo consultation finding. the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangements to deliver effective and
eMicient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchtey & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the armangemenis need 10 be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it difticult to identify the optimunt
arrangements.

Nonetheless, the Committee has agreed to consult on proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.




Proposal two: create two new parish councils; ene for Brookside and the sccond for Stirchley and
Hollinswood & Randlay.

The proposals set vul below would deliver good electoral equality and would also aim to retlect shared
character of the respective arcas with the South Teltord estate area of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council te retleet that area.

Brookside

This propusal is based on the creation ot a parish council that is formed Trom the Brookside conmmunity as
delined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including prapenties to the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Pack.

Elactors
Polling Electors
Parlsh ward name diatrict Soeats Azlglzté:l per seat Variance
T8R 3 3043 689 ~i%
TTT (part
75%) 2 1273 636 I%
7 4316 617

Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay

This proposed padsh council would see an area ol Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This area would. in general. be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a small number of propertics to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation area)
and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

Elactors

arish ward Elactors
T Polling district | Seats Azlzﬂt;ll por seat Varlance
olinswood & 1 1R, TT0 7 | a3 623 "
lirchlay & TTT (pant 25%),
olmer Lake 178, TTH e g - i
@4%) $2 7185 898

YOUR VIEWS MATTER

I support the above proposal «---- D

[ eppiese the above propesal ~~---— > B -
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Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

At its meeting on 4™ September 2023, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of draft proposals
for fulure arrangements of specitic areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed arangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the drafl proposal affecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Council is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

The Community Governance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response (o this phase two consultation finding. the Commitiee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangements to deliver effective and
efiicient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arangements to
adopt in relation to this area and fower electoral registration makes it ditlicult to identify the optimum
arrangenients.

Nonetheless. the Committee has agreed to consult on proposal 1wo: create two new parish coungcils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal two: creale two new parish councils; one for Brookside and the second for Stirchley and
Hollinswood & Randlay.

The proposals set out below would deliver pood electoral equality and would alse aim to refleet shared
character of the respective arcas with the South Telford estate area of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council te relleet that ares.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation ot a parish council that is Tormed from the Brookside community as
detined by Brookside Avenue and then extends nosthwards Page 13 including properties to the south of
Stirchley Rouad such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Electors
Palilng Elsctors
Parish ward name diatrict Seats A;:ng‘;“ per asat Variance
Brookside TBR 5 3043 609 -1%
TTT (part .
lirchiay Road 75%) 1273 636 I%
[Total 7 4318 617

Stirchiey and Hollinswood & Randlay

This proposed parish council would see an area of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswoud and
Randlay Parish Council. This area would. in zeneral, be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a small number of properties to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation arca)
and include Tadorma Drive. Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscabel Close in the Holmer Lake arca.

:::::h ward | potling district | Seats i;::ggcz:t. ﬂ:‘;‘;’: Varlsnce

holinswood & | 11R, 1O 7 | 4 | 62 a%

o I T R
otal 12 7181 598

YOUR VIEWS MATTER

I support the above proposal > |:|

1 oppose the above proposal —-------oeemeoo oo
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Comments
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Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

Al its meeting on 4 September 2023, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of draft proposals
for luture arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Goverance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal af¥ecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Council is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

The Community Governance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchltey & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response to this phase two consultation finding. the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangements to deliver effective and
efiicient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchiey & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the amangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it diflicult to identify the optimum

arangements.

Nonetheless, the Committee has agreed to consult on proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.




Proposal twoe: create two new parish councils; vne for Brookside and the second for Stivehley and

Hollinswood & Randlay.

The proposals set out below would deliver pood electoral cquality and would also aim 1o rellect shared
character of the respective areas wilh the South Telford vstate aren of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council 1o reflect that arca.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation of a parish council that is formed from the Brookside community as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties to the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Parish ward name ;‘:m’g Seata EAIR:OZ:E:: :::‘;‘::: Variance

rookaide TEBR 8 3043 609 -1%
stirchlay Road ";_[‘_,(_fi" 2 | 12n 636 %
[otal T | 4318 | ei7

Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay

This proposed parish council would see an arca of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This area would. in general, be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include & small number of properties ta the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation area)
and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane. Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Like arca.

Electors
Polling district | Seats | Auguat | E1OCtors |\ ca
2005 | Por seat
TR, TTO 7 4361 623 4%
TTT {part 25%), N
TS, TTH <] 2820 564 6%
12 7i64 598

YOUR VIEWS MATTER

I support the above proposal i

I oppose the above proposal > @
My Pasicodeis "] 4 2 7\ 3*
n ® s B o

Comments
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Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

Al its meeting on 4™ September 2025, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of draft proposals
for future arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Govemnanee Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal atfecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Broakside Parish
Council is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

D A ey e

The Community Governance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition 1o
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Pacish Council and the existing Hollinswoed and Randlay Parish Council. In
response to this phase two consultation finding. the Commiltee asked for further proposals in relation to this
arca. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangements to deliver effective and
efficient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it difticult to identify the optium
arrangements.

Nonetheless. the Committee has agreed to consult on proposal two: create 1wo new parish councils; one tor
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.




Proposal fwe: create two new parish councils; one for Brookside and the second for Stirchley and
Hollinswoud & Randlay.

The proposals set out below would deliver good clectoral equality and would also aim to reflect shared
character of the respective arcas with the South Telford estate arca of Brookside betng given its own Parish
Council to reflect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation of a parish council that is tormed from the Brookside community as
detined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties o the south of'
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Parish ward name ;::I:II::? Seats E\EEE:: ::::t::: Varlance
Brogkside TBR £ | s6as 09 %

tirchiay Road Tg,‘a‘" 2 1273 636 m
[rotat T | 45w 87

Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay

‘This proposed parish council would see an area of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This arca would, in general, be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a small number of propertics to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end ol the recreation arca)
and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane, Wroxeler Way and Boscabel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

Electors
Parish ward Electors
e Polling diatrict | Seats Azlan;;nl par seat Varlance
TIR, TTO [ 2 4361 623 4%
TTT (part 25%),
7S, TTH 5 2820 564 6%
12 7484 1]
YOUR VIEWS MATTER
1 support the above proposad ~—<---coeveemmmme o |:|
I apghuse the above proposal > m
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Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

At its mecting on 4 September 2023, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of draft proposals
for future arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultation, inctuding the
rationale for the draft proposal affecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchtey & Brookside Parish
Council is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWQOD & RANDLAY

DI Ny Y e ———

The Community Governance Review pliase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response to this phase two consultation finding, the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangements to deliver eflective and
efiicient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Councit
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views arcund the best arrangements 10

adopt in relation 1o this area and lower electoral registration makes it difficult 1o identify the optimum
arrangements.

Nonetheless, the Committee has agreed to consult on proposal 1wo: create 1wo new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.




Proposal two: create two new parish councils Tor Brookside and the second for Stirchley and

Hollinswood & Randlay.

aone

The proposals set out below would deliver good electoral equality and would also aim to reflect shared
character of the respective areas with the South Teltord estate area of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council o rellect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the ereation oF a parish couneil that is formed from the Brookside community as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends nonthwards Page 13 including propertics to the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park .

Parlsh ward name ;:I‘:_'l';? Seala E\L:B::tzlrl‘ ::c::a': Varlance
Brookside T6R 5 3043 609 1%
Hchiey Road E{a‘“ 2 | s2r2 838 3%
{Total 7 4316 617

Stirchley and Hollinswoed & Randlav

This proposed parish council would see an area of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This arca would. in general. be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a small number of properties to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recteation area)
and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane. Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

Elactors
arlsh ward Elactors

h R Patling distdct | Seats Azunnal;ll per seat Vartance

TIR, TTO 7 4381 623 4%
TTT (part 25%), -
I8, TiH 5 4820 584 8%
%2 7189 898
YOUR VIEWS MATTER
I support the above proposil —---=-eeeeeeeeee . D

| oppose the above proposal «--- > “
My Posteade is 4’ 4“ 37" Ag‘
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Proposed Town & Pacish Council Boundaries

Al its meeting on 4 September 2025, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of draft proposals
Jor future arrangements of specitic arcas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultation, including the
rationale For the draft proposal affecting both Hollinswood & Randtay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish

Council is:
BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

The Community Govemance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response o this phase two consultation {inding. the Committee asked tor further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view 1o the need for parish and town council ammangements to deliver effective and
efiicient governance. The recent spate of councitlor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it diflicult to identify the optimum
arrangenients.

Nonetheless, the Committee has agreed to consult on proposal two: create 1wo new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for Brookside and the second for Stirchley and
Hollinswood & Randbay.

The proposals set out below would deliver good electoral equality and would also aim o reflect shared
character of the respective areas with the South Teltord estate arca of Brookside being given its own Parish
Couneil o rellect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation of a parish council that is tormed from the Brookside COMMUNIY s
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties o the south ol
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Electors
Polling Elactors
Parlsh ward name district Saats Az':)nz%" por seat Variance
Brookside TBR 5 3043 609 %
TTT (part
tirchley Road 75%) 2 1273 836 3%
otal 4316 617

Stirehlev and Hollinswoeod & Randiay

This proposed parish council would see an arca of Stirchiey combine with the existing Holtinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This area would. in general. be bounded by Stirchley Road (alhough it would
include a small number of properties to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation area)
and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane. Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

Eileclors

Etactors
Paolling district | Seats A:!l;nzl;.' por seat Varance
TR, 770 7 4364 623 4%
TTT (part 25%}, 5
1TS. TTH ] 2820 564 6%
12 7181 698
YOUR VIEWS MATTER
[support the above proposal oo : D

I appose the above proposal >
5 i
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Proposed Town & Pavish Council Boundaries

At its meeting on 4 September 2025, the Boundary Reviewy Committee agreed a series of draft proposals
for future arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Comumunity Govemance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal affecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish

Council is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

The Community Governance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response to this phase two consultation finding, the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangements to deliver effective and
efficient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed,

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements fo
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it difficult to identify the optimum
arrangements.

Nonetheless, the Committee has agreed to consult on proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal two: ereafe fwo new parish councils; one for Brookside and the second for Stirchley and
Hollinswood & Randlay.
The proposals set out below would deliver good electoral equality and would also aim to reflect shared

character of the respective areas with the South Telford estate area of Brookside being given its own Parish
Courcil to reflect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation of a parish council that is formed from the Brookside community as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties to the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Elactors

Palling Elactors
Parish ward name district Henls Aalg]zt;!l persest Vartance
rookskie TBR 5 3043 609 -1%
. TTT {part
tirchlay Road 76%) 2 1273 636 3%
[Tatal 7 4316 61T

Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay

This proposed parish council would see an area of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinsweod and
Randtay Parish Council. This area would, in general, be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a small munber of properties to the south of Stirchley Road af the north end of the recreation area)
and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

Electors
Elactors
Polling district | Beats A;.logz\;st per seat Variance
TR, TTQ 7 4361 623 4%
TTT {part 25%),
T8 TTH 5 2820 564 %
12 7181 598
YOUR VIEWS MATTER
[ supperi the above proposal > |:|
I oppose the above proposal >
%
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Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

At its meeting on 4% September 2025, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of draft proposals
for future arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal affecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish

Council is:

ROOQKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

The Community Governance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response to this phase two consultation finding, the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangements to deliver effective and
efficient povernance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best amangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it difficult to identify the optinum
arrangements.

Nonetheless, the Committee has greed to consult on proposal twe: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Propesal two: create bwo new parish eouncils; one for Brookside and the second for Stirchley and
Hollinswood & Randlay.

The proposals set out below would deliver good electoral equality and would also aim to reflect shared
character of the respective areas with the South Telford estate area of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council to reflect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the ereation of a parish council that is formed from the Brookside community as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties to the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Elactors

Parish ward name ;:lt.ril't‘:? Seats | %na?t :::'f::: Vatlance
Brookskie TBR 5| 3043 609 %
Strchley Road ";g‘g’f“ 2 | 1273 636 a%

otal T [ 418 T

Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay

This proposed parish council would see an arca of Stirchiey combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This area would, in general, be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a small number of properties to the south of Stirchley Read at the north end of the recreation area)
and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

Electors
Electors
Polling dlstrict | Seats Azl.loﬂzl;ﬂ por seat Varlance
TR, TTO 7 4361 623 4%
TTT {part 25%),
118, TTH 5 2820 564 6%
12 184 598
YOUR VIEWS MATTER
I suppori the above proposal > |:|
[ eppose the above proposal > D/
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Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

At its meeting on 4 Seplember 2025, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of draft proposals
for future arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal affecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish

Council is:

BROOIKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

The Community Governance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response to this phase two consultation finding, the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangements to deliver effective and
efficient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it difficult to identify the optimum
arrangements.

Nonetheless, the Committee has agreed to consult on proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal two: create iwo new parish councils; one for Brookside and the second for Stirchiley and
Hollinswood & Randlay.

The proposals set out below would deliver good electoral equality and would also aim to reflect shared
character of the respective areas with the South Telford estate area of Brookside being given its own Parish
Counetl to reflect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation of a parish council that is formed from the Brookside community as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties to the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Parish ward nane :Iglllrllrg Seats EAEEtE:I‘ If::‘;‘:;: Variance

rookside TBR 5| 3043 608 A%
my Road r;gé‘f]“" 2 1273 636 %
frotai T | 4ate 3T

Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay

This proposed parish council would see an area of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This area would, in general, be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a small mumber of properties to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation area)
and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

Eiaclors

Elactors
Polling district | Seata A;ogétlull porseat Varlance
TR, TTO 7 4361 623 4%
TTT (part 26%), .
TT5. TTH ] 2820 564 5%
12 7181 598
YOUR VIEWS MATTER
I support the above proposal > D
I oppose the above proposal . >
My Postcode is L o
H R S B O
\‘_/
Comments

U
Q)
«Q
@
(0]
(o))



Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

At its meeting on 4" September 2025, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of draft proposals
for future arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Comumumity Governance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal affecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish

Council is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

The Community Govemance Review phase two community consultation found considerable oppesition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response to this phase two consultation finding, the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the nced for parish and town council arrangements to deliver effective and
efficient governance, The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate thal the arrangements need to be reviewed,

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it difficult to identify the optimum
arrangements.

Nonetheless, the Committee has agreed to consult on proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal two: create bvo new parish councils; one for Brookside and the second for Stirchley and
Hollinswood & Randiay.

The proposals set out below would deliver good electoral equality and would also aim to reflect shared
character of the respective areas with the South Tetford estate area of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council to reflect that area,

Brookside

This proposal is based en the creation of a parish council that is formed from the Brookside community as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties to the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Parish ward nama ;:ltll!l':}? Seats EAE.;;E: E::‘;‘:;: Varlanco
Brookside TBR 5 3043 609 A%
Stirohley Road T;g,%‘“ 2 | 123 636 3%
[Total k4 4316 617

Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay

This propesed parish council would see an area of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This area would, in general, be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a small number of properties to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation area)
and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

Elactors

Electors
Polling district | Scata Azuonzt;ll peracat Varlance
TR, TTC 7 4361 623 A%
TIT (part 25%],
175, TTH ) 2820 564 6%
12 T181 598
YOUR VIEWS MATTER
I support the above proposal > I:I
I oppose the above propo > @/

My Po;tcode is [ f% 2 L \!
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Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

At its meeting on 4" September 2025, the Boundary Review Commiltes agreed a series of draft proposals
for fitture arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft propesal affecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Council is:

BROQKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

The Community Governance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
gxisting Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Heilinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response to this phase two consultation finding, the Committes asked for further proposals in relation fo this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangements 1o deliver effective and
efficient governance. The recent spate of counciltor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it diffienlt to identify the optimum
arrangements.

Nonetheless, the Committee has agreed to consult on proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal two: crente fivo new parish councils; one for Brookside and the second for Stirchley and
Hollinswood & Randlay.

The proposals set out below would deliver good electoral equality and would also aim to reflect shared
character of the respective areas with the South Telford estate arca of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council fo reflect that area.

Brookside

This propesal is based on the creation of a parish council that is formed from the Brookside community as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties to the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Elactors
Palling Elactors
Parish ward name district Seats ‘ Aa?a?t por saat Varlance
Brookside TBR § 3043 609 1%
TTT (part
[Stirchtey Road 75%) 2 1273 G636 Kk}
Tatal - Y 4310 (14

Stirchley and Hollinswgod & Randlay

This proposed parish council would see an area of Stirchley combine with the existing Hotlinswoed and
Randlay Parish Council, This area would, in general, be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a small number of properties to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation area)
and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

Electors

Elactors
Palling district | Seats %nzu;l per seat Vartance
TR, TTO 7 4361 623 4%
TTT (pat 25%),
718, TTH § 2820 564 6%
12 7181 598
YOUR VIEWS MATTER
I support the above proposal > D
I eppose the above proposal - > [~

My Posteode is /j‘r = A i _f.
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Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

At its meeting on 4™ September 2025, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a scries of draft proposals
for future arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal affecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish

Coungil is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOQD & RANDLAY

The Community Governance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response to this phase two consultation finding, the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangements to deliver effective and
efficient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements fo
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it difficult to identify the optimum
arrangements.

Nonetheless, the Commitiee has agreed to consult on proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal (wo: create two new parish councilss one for Brookside and the second for Stirchley and
Hollinswood & Randlay.

The proposals set out below would deliver good electoral equality and would also aim to reflect shared
character of the respective areas with the South Telford estate aren of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council to reflect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation of a parish council that is formed from the Brookside community as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties to the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Elactars

Parish ward name 3‘:::!"3 Seats Azt:}nat;n :’;‘:::: Variance
Brookside TBR 5 3043 608 A%
Stirchisy Road T‘;g}ff“ 2 | 129 636 3%
Tatal T 4316 a7

Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay

This proposed parish council would see an area of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This area would, in general, be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
inelude a small number of properties to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation area)
and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

:::;'eh word | pylling distdet | Seats i:%;:{:t' ﬂ:‘;‘:’: Varlance
gg‘&_’g‘;‘”“ & TRTO | 7 | 4wt | e a%
T TR | w [ o
[Tatal 12 7181 oyl

YOUR VIiEWS MATTER

I support the above proposal --- >

1 opprose the above proposal > E/

My Posicode is Tf’% ZL_‘[
H ® s B o
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Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

At its meeting on 4" September 2025, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of drafi proposals
for future arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Govermance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal affecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish

Coungil is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWQOD & RANDLAY

The Community Governance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response to this phase two consultation finding, the Commiitee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangements to deliver effective and
efficient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
inay be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it difficult to identify the optimum
arrangenients.

Nonetheless, the Committee has agreed to consult on proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for Brookside and the second for Stirchley and
Hellinswood & Randiny.

The proposals set out below would deliver good electoral equality and would also aim 1o reflect shared
character of the respective areas with the South Tetford estate area of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council to reflect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation of a parish council that is formed from the Brookside conununity as
defined by Brookside Avenuie and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties to the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Parish ward name ;:"'r'l'g Seals E\Egtz:t. ﬂ:“‘:"} Varlance
Brookskio TBR 5| 5043 503 %
Stirchisy Road r;;‘,(a"“ 1213 636 %
Fotal T | 4316 (4

Stirclley and Hollinswood & Randlay

This proposed parish council would see an area of Stirchley combine with the existing Hellinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This area would, in general, be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a small number of properties {o the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation area)
and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

Electors
Electors

Polling district | Seats Azt:)uzl.;st por seat Varlance

TR, TTO 1 4361 623 4%
TIT (pad 26%],

7S, TTH & 2320 564 6%

12 7161 598
YOUR VIEWS MATTER

I support the above proposal > El

1 oppose the above proposal > ,
P / [ . Lo

My Posteode is \| | I L //
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Cominenis
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Propesed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

At its meeting on 4% September 2025, the Boundary Review Comunittee agreed a series of draft proposals
for firture arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subj ect of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed amangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal affecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Council is:

BROOGKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

The Community Governance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response to this phase two consultation finding, the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
aren. This was with a view to the need for parish and town councit arrangements to deliver effective and
efficient governance, The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it difficult to identify the optimum
arrangements.

Nonetheless, the Committee has agreed to consult on proposal two: create two new parish councils; ene for
Brockside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal two: create wo new parish councils; one for Breolside and the second [or Stirchley and
Hollinswood & Randlay.

The propoesals set out below would deliver good electoral equality and would also atm to reflect shared
character of the respective areas with the South Telford estate arca of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council to reflect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation of a parish council that is formed from the Brookside community as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties to the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Elactors
Poliing Elactors
Parish ward nhame diatrict Seats Azuog;;n per seat Varlance
Brockside TBR 5 3043 609 -1%
TIT (part
Eﬂrchley Road 76%) 2 1273 636 %
atal 1 4316 617

Stirechiey and Hollinsweod & Randlay

This proposed parish council would see an area of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This area would, in general, be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a small number of properties to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation area)
and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

Etectors
Polting district | Seats | August | "9 | vurance
g028 | Derseat
TR, TTC 7 4381 623 4%
TTT {part 25%),
175, TTH 5 2820 564 6%
12 7181 698
YOUR VIEWS MATTER
I support the above proposal > D

I oppose the above proposal ---- > n
My Postcode is i F \5 2 E’r,(/ n
n @) s b o

Comments
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Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

At ils meeting on 4™ September 2023, the Boundary Review C ommittee agreed a series of drafl proposals
for fulure arrangements of specitic arcas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal affecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Council is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

The Community Governance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response 1o (his phase two consultation finding. the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangenients 10 detiver eftective and
efiicient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered 1o indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best amangements to

adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral regisiration makes it diflicult to identify the optimum

arrangements.

Nonetheless., the Commiltee has agreed to consult on proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal twe: create two new parish councils; one for Brookside and the second for Stirchley and
Hollinswoud & Randlay.

‘The proposals set out below would deliver goed electoral equality and would also aim to refleet shared
character ol the respective areas with the South Teltord estate area of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council te reflect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the crcation of a parish council that is fornmed from the Brookside community s
detined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties to the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Elactors
Polling Elactors
Parish ward nama district Seats Azl.a%t;ﬂ par asat Variance
7ockslde TER 5 3043 509 ~i%
@ TTT (part . F
tirchtey Road 75%) 2 1273 636 3%
{Total 7 4318 617

Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay

This proposed parish council would see an area of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This arca would, in general. be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a small number of properties to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end ol the recreation arca)
and include Tadorma Drive. Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

. arish ward Sleciors Elactors

F“ me Polling diatrict | Seats Aauonzl; at por seat Varlance
TIR, TTO 4 4361 623 4%

TTT (part 26%), _
178, TTH 8 2820 564 6%
12 71814 598

YOUR VIEWS MATTER

I support the above proposal ——----- oo D

Foppose the above proposal ---- > B’

My Postcode is TF€ 3 2L +

I fR) h) i3 ¢}

Comments
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Proposed Town & Pavish Council Boundaries

At its meeting on 4™ September 2025, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of draft proposals
for future arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Govemance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the drafl proposal affecting both Hollinswood & Randfay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish

Council is;

ROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

BROOKSIDI, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINGWOOD & WA NDLAY

The Community Governance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response 1o this phase two consultation finding, the Cammittee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangements to deliver effective and
efficient governance. ‘The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has heen a variety of views around the best arrangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it difficult to identify the optimum

arrangements.

Nonetheless, the Conmittee has agreed to consult on proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for Brookside and the second for Stirchley and
Hollinswood & Randlay.

The proposals set out below would deliver good electoral equality and would also aint to reflect shared
character of the respective areas with the South Telford estate area of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council to reflect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation of a parish council that is formed from the Brookside community as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties to the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Paristiward namo | £9W | geate %:%::.ER :’:,';‘3.‘: Vartance
Broohakie TER 5 | 3043 | 08 1%
Sticchiey Road ";;g’f“ 2 | 1273 636 3%
Tatal 7T [ a6 17

Stirchiley and Hollinswrod & Randlay

This proposed parish couneil would see an area of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This area would, in general, be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a small number of propertics to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation area)
and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

Eaciors
Elactors

Polling district | Seatls A;ga;;ﬂ perseat Variance

TIR, TTO 7 4361 623 4%
TIT {part 25%),

178, TTH § 2820 564 6%

12 7181 398
YOUR VIEWS MATTER

I support the above proposal -

I oppose the above proposal ------ >
Loe . v

My Posteede is | ¥ :H'n Lﬁ:ﬁ
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Comments
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Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

At its meeting on 4% September 2025, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of draft proposals
for future arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed ammangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal affecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchiey & Brookside Parish
Council is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

The Community Govemance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response 1o this phase two consultation finding, the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangements to deliver effective and
efficient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the amangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, thers has been a variety of views around the best arrangements 1o
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it difficult to identify the optimum:
arrangements,

Nonetheless, the Commitiee has agreed to consult on proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal two: creaie hvo new parish eouncils; one for Brookside and the second for Stirchley and
Hollinswoed & Randlay.

The proposals set out below would deliver good electoral equality and would also aim to reflect shared
character of the respective areas with the South Telford estate area of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council to reflect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation of a parish council that is formed from the Brookside community as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties to the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Elactors

Parish ward nama :I‘:“‘:";“‘ Beats A:uegt;u m‘.’.‘: Varlance
Erookside TBR 5 3043 809 1%
}smomy Road “;;;f’,‘“ 2 | 1213 636 %
{Totat T 4316 (il

Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay

This proposed parish council would see an area of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswoed and
Randlay Parish Council. This area would, in general, be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a small number of properties to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation area)
and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

:;';" ward | poliing diatrict | Beata ?;ﬁz:l‘ p‘:“‘,ﬁ‘;‘: Varlance
m"";‘m &1 1R 110 7| 436t 023 4%

o N T
‘atal 12 7191 894

YOUR VIEWS MATTER

I support the above proposal >

I gppose the above proposal --- > D/
My Postcode is &_TQL&
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Comments




Proposed Town & Pavish Council Boundarvies

At its meeting on 4™ September 2025, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of draft propesals
for future arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consuttation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal affecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish

Council is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOQD & RANDLAY

The Community Governance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response to this phase two consultation finding, the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangements to deliver effective and
efficient govemance, The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Coungil
may be considered to indicate that (he arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it difficult to identify the optimum
arrangements.

Nonetheless, the Cominitiee has agreed to consult on proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal two: crente tvo new parish conncils; one for Brookside and the second for Stirchley and
Hollinsweed & Randiay.

The proposals set out below would deliver good electoral equality and would also aim to reflect shared
character of the respective areas with the South Telford estate arca of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council to reflect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation of a parish council that is formed from the Brookside community as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends norihwards Page 13 including properties 1o the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Parishward name | £ | genty IEAE;:\Z:: m Varlance
Erovkeide TBR 5 3043 508 1%
Stirchiey Road ";gg’f“ 2 1273 636 3%
Total 7 | _afe ik

Stirchley and Hollinsweod & Randlay

This proposed parish council would see an area of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This area would, in general, be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a small number of properties to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation area)
and include Taderma Drive, Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

ﬁ::;“““’ Polling district | Seats ?;%3:1‘;'3 ﬁ::‘:.’: Varlance
W"‘ TR, TTO 7 | 4t | ez %
g M O T
Totat | et 598

VOUR VIEWS MATTER

I support the above proposal - >

I oppose the above proposal > Ij
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Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

At its meeting on 4™ September 2025, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of draft proposals
for future arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal affecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Council is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

The Community Governance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response to this phase two consultation finding, the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangements to deliver effective and
efficient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it difficult to identify the optimum
arrangements.

Nonetheless, the Committee has agreed to consult on proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal two: ereate bivo new parish councils; one for Brookside and the second for Stirchley and
Hollinswood & Randlay.

The proposals set out below would deliver good electoral equality and would also aim to reflect shared
character of the respective areas with the South Teltford estate area of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council to reflect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation of a parish council that is formed from the Brookside community as
defined by Brockside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties to the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Parlah ward name :gﬂ!{g Seata E;:%:}E.rls gm Varlance

(aokskle TBR 5 3043 80¢ 1%

trchiey Road T;g,},z““ 2 1273 636 %
[Tatal Y 4316 (15

Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay

This proposed parish council would see an area of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This area would, in geueral, be bounded by Stirchley Road (aithough it would
include a small number of properties to the south of Stirchley Road at the nerth end of the recreation area)
and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

Efecton

Eloctors | oo
Polling diatrict | Seats %ﬂ;ﬂ per seat

IR, TTOQ 7 4361 623 4%
Tl | 5 | 2020 | see &%
el
12 7161 [0

YOUR VIEWS MATTER
[ suppori the above proposal - > D
[ oppose the above proposal > " .
My Postcode is - = -
H ® s B o0
Comments
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Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

At its meeting on 4 September 2025, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of draft proposals
for future arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal affecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish

Council is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

The Community Governance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response to this phase two consultation finding, the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangements to deliver effective and
efficient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it difficult to identify the optimum
arrangements.

Nonetheless, the Committee has agreed to consult on proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal two: erente hwo new parish councils; one for Broekside and the second for Stirchley and
Hollinswood & Randlay,

The propesais set out below would deliver good electoral equality and would also aim to reflect shared
character of the respective areas with the South Tetford estate area of Brookside being given its own Parish
Coungil to reflect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation of a parish council that is formed from the Brookside community as
defined by Brockside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties to the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Parish ward name ;‘:ﬁ"‘g Seats ﬂ:l.x.;g:!' m Varlance

rookakie TBR 5 3043 609 1%
E;whl-ey Road T;g}ff“ 2 1213 636 3%
[Fotal T | 43t GH

Stirchley and Hollinsweod & Randlny

This proposed parish council would see an area of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswoed and
Randlay Parish Council. This area would, in general, be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a small number of properiies to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation area)
and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane, Wroxeler Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake arca.

Electors

Electors
Palling district | Beata Aztat;at pet seat Vartanca
TIR, TTC 7 4301 623 4%
TIT (part 25%]),
118, 111 ) 2820 8 6%
12 Ti84 598
YOUR VIEWS MATTER

[ support the above proposal

I oppose the above proposal > m/
My Posteode is I E 3 2 & g —_:( -
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Proposed Town & Pavish Council Boundaries

At its meeting on 4% September 2025, the Boundary Review Comunittee agreed a series of draft proposals
for fature arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal affecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish

Coungcil is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

The Community Govemance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response to this phase two consultation finding, the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangements 10 deliver effective and
efficient govemance. The recent spate of councitlor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements lo
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it difficult to identify the optimum

arrnngements.

Nonetheless, the Committee has agreed to consult on praposal two: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal two: create two new parish couneils: one for Birookside and the second for Stirchley and
Hollinswood & Randlay.
The proposals set out below would deliver good electoral equality and would also aim to reflect shared

character of the respective areas with the South Telford estate aren of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council to reflect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation of a patish council that is formed from the Brookside community as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties to the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Parlsh ward name ;‘:‘l':l’;“' Soats E\E);:IZ:: s:‘r‘;‘:: Varlance

rookside TBR 5 3043 509 %

irchiey Road T'T_gg’)"" 2 1273 636 %
[Talal 7 4316 617

Stircliley and Hollinswood & Randlay

This proposed parish council would see an area of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council, This area would, in general, be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a small number of properties to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation area)
and include Taderma Drive, Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

Efeciors

Parish ward Elactors

ame Polling district | Seats Aan.aqzt;ul paraeat Yarlance

Halllnewaod & i _

Raodtay TTR, TTC 7 4381 623 4%
tirchley & TTT (part 25%),

E_o_\m Lake TS, T 5 %20 Sed %
atal 12 T181 598

YOUR VIEWS MATTER

I support the above proposal ------------e-eeveen-mua- > |:|

I oppose the above proposal > B/
My Postcode is ’-r F3 2 P(G]‘_
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Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundavies

At its meeting on 4™ September 2025, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of draft proposals
for future arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal affecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Siirchley & Brookside Parish
Council is:

ROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDEAY

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOBLLINS WO & BANDLAY

The Community Governance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response to this phase two consultation finding, the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
ares. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangements to deliver effective and
efficient governance, The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Councii
may be considered to indicate that the amangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it difficult to identify the optimum
arrangements,

Nenetheless, the Committee has agreed to consult on proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Praposal two: create iwo new parish councils; one for Brookside and the second for Siirchley and

Hollinswood & Randlay,

The proposals set out below would defiver good electoral equality and would also aim to reflect shared
characler of the respective areas with the South Telford estate area of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council fo reflect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation of & parish council that is formed from the Brookside community as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properiies to the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Elactars
Polling Eloctors
Parish ward name district Beats A;Bgat;ﬂ per seat Variance
{ookside TBR 5 3043 609 1%
TTT (pact
tirchley Road 75%) 2 1273 836 I%
[Total 7 4316 1Y

Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay

This proposed parish council would see an area of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This area weuld, in general, be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a small number of properties to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation area)
and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

Elactors
arish ward Elactors

Fm. Poliing diatrict | Seats Aztag;;ﬂ per seat Variance

TR, TTO 7 4361 623 4%
TTY (part 25%), .
118, TTH 5 2820 564 6%
12 Tt 598
YOUR VIEWS MATTER
I support the above proposal >

1 oppose the above proposal > E/
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Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

At its meeting on 4% September 2025, the Boundary Review Commiitee agreed a series of draft proposals
for future arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subj ect of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The praposed arrangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal affecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish

Council is:
BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

The Community Govemnance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of & proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response to this phase two consultation finding, the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council amangements to deliver effective and
efiicient governance, The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered 1o indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it difficult to identify the oplimum
arrangements,

Nonetheless, the Conmittee has agreed to consult on proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal bwo: create two new parish couneils; one for Brookside and the second for Stirchiey and
Hollinswood & Randlay.

The proposals set ot below would deliver good electoral equality and would also aim to reflect shared
character of the respective areas with the South Telford estate area of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council to reflect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation of a parish council that is formed from the Brookside community as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties to the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Parish ward name gl:!ll:!:!tl Soats Ei:;;:tz:: ﬂ:‘;‘;’: Varlance
Brookskde TBR 5 | 3043 509 1%
rohley Road “?}'ﬂ(&““ 2 | 123 636 3%
[Total 7 4316 617

Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay

This proposed parish council would see an area of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This area would, in general, be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a small number of properties to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation area)
and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

Electors
Parish ward Etectors
Ao Polling district | Seate Az\lonzl;lt per seat Varlance
Holinevwaod & e
Randtay TR, TTO 7 4361 623 4%
trchley & | TTT (part25%),
Eﬁm« Lake T8, TH 5 B2 564 %
otal 12 T181 588
YOUR VIEWS MATTER
I support the above proposal > D
T oppose the above proposal - > ,./
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Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaties

At its meeting on 4" September 2025, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of drafi proposals
for future arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal affecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Council is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

A A Sy e —,———— —_— N

The Community Govemance Review phase two community consultation found eonsiderable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Couneil which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response to this phase twe consultation finding, the Committee asked for further proposals in refation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town couneil arrangements to deliver effective and
efficient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchiey & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, thers has been a variety of views around the best arrangements to
adopt in relation to this area and fower clectoral registration makes it difficult to identify the optimum
arrangements,

Nonetheless, the Comunittee has agreed to cansult on proposal fwo: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal fwo: ereate two new parish councils; one for Brookside and the second for Stirchle
Hollinswood & Randlay.

y and

The proposals set out below would deliver good electoral equality and would also aim to reflect shared
character of the respective areas with the South Telford estate area of Brookside being given its own Parish
Couneil to reflect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation of & parish council that is formed from the Brookside communily as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including propertics to the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Electors

Polling Electors
Parish ward name district Seats Azl:}gz!;ll por suat Varlance
rookskie TBR 5 3043 609 -1%
T {part )
[Stirchtey Road 76%) 2 1273 636 kb
‘alal 7 4316 617

Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlny

This proposed parish council would see an area of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This area would, in general, be bounded by Stirchley Road {although it would
inciude a small number of properties to the south of Stirchiey Road at the north end of the recreation area)
and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscebel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

t:;‘;" ward | poiag district | Seats ﬁiﬁ:ﬁ: ﬂ:‘::’;: Variance
:T}“'d";‘;‘m & mrTo 7 | 4%t | ez 4%
o el O R T
atal 12 71814 558

YOUR VIEWS MATTER

I support the above proposal > I:I

1 oppose the above proposal > @/
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Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

At its meeting on 4" September 2025, the Boundary Review Commitiee agreed a series of draft proposals
for future arangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal affecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Council is:

ROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWQOD & RANDLAY

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & BANDLAY

The Community Govemance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response to this phase two consultation finding, the Committes asked For further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangements to deliver effective and
efficient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brockside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements nced to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral re pistration makes it difficult to identify the optimum
arrangements.

Nonetheless, the Committee has agreed to consult on proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal two: create iwo new parish councils; ene for Brookside and the second for Stirchley and
Hollinsweed & Randlay.

The proposals set out below would deliver geod etectoral equality and would also aim to reflect shared
character of the respective areas with the South Telford estate area of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council to reflect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation of a parish council that is formed from the Brookside community as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties to the south of
Stirehley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Parish ward name :':'#{g‘ Seats EA‘:II;G:EZ:I‘ ﬁm Variance
Broakgide TBR 5 3043 609 1%
Eﬁrchiey Road et | 2 | 1213 636 3%

il T 1 a8 314

Stirchley amd Hollinswood & Randlay

This proposed parish council would see an area of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This area would, in general, be bounded by Stirchley Road {although it would
include a small number of properties to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation area)
and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

Electors

Efectors
Polling district | Seats Azuo%%“ pec agat Varlance
TTR, 1TO T 4361 623 4%
TTT (part 25%), ]
TS, TTH 5 2820 564 G%
12 T161 593
YOUR VIEWS MATTER
I suppert the above proposal ---- > D
I oppose the above proposal >
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Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

At its meeting on 4% September 2025, the Boundary Review Commitiee agreed a series of draft proposals
for future arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of  third phase of consultation of the
Community Govemnance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal affecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish

Counctl is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

The Community Governance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response to this phase two consultation finding, the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangements to deliver effective and
efficient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangernents to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it difficult to identify the optimum

arrangements.

Nonetheless, the Commitiee has agreed to consult on proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal two: create hwo new parish councils; one for Brookside and the second for Stirchley and
Hollinswood & Randlay.

The proposals set out below would deliver good electoral equality and would also aim to reflect shared
character of the respective areas with the South Telford estate arca of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council to reflect that area.

Brookside

This proposat is based on the creation of a parish council that is formed from the Brookside community as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties to the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Parish ward name ;"’m Seats %?BZER E’;‘;‘::: Varlance
Brookskie TBR 5 3043 o609 -1%
Stirchiey Road T‘;;g’f“ 2 | 12 636 %
TTotal T 4316 &7

Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randiny

This proposed parish council would see an area of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randtay Parish Council. This area would, in general, be bounded by Stirchiey Road (although it would
include a small number of properties to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation area}
and inetude Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

Eleclora

Elactora
Polling district | Seats Azi?zt;n parasat Varlarnce
TR, TTO 7 4361 623 4%
T gan 29%) | 5 2820 564 6%
12 7461 488

YOUR VIEWS MATTER

1 support the above proposal -—-- >

1 gppose the above proposal > lz/
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Propesed Town & Parish Councili Boundaries

At its meeting on 4 September 2025, the Boundary Review Comumitiee agreed & series of draft proposals
for future arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal affecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Council is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

The Community Governance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response to this phase twe consultation finding, the Committee asked for further proposals in refation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangements to deliver effective and
efficient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it difficult to identify the optimum

armngements.

Nonetheless, the Committee has agreed to consult on proposal two: creats two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal iwo: create two new parish councils; one for Brookside and the second for Stirchley and
Hollinswood & Randlay.

The proposals set out below would defiver good electoral equality and would also aim to reflect shaved
character of the respective areas with the South Telford estate area of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council to reflect that area.

Brookside

This proposat is based on the creation of a parish council that is formed from the Brookside commununity as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends norihwards Page 13 including properties to the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Parish ward name :l‘:‘l':{;“‘ Soats E\EEIE:: :’0‘:,':‘:;: Varlance

rookside TBR 5 3043 609 ~1%
Stirchiey Road T;g&’f" 2 1273 636 3%
Total T 4316 617

Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randiay

This proposed parish council would see an aren of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinsweed and
Randlay Parish Couneil, This area would, in general, be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a small rumber of properlies to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation area)
and inciude Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

Eloctors

Elociors
Polling district | Seals A;:)qzuslt porasat Vartance
TR, TTC 7 4361 623 4%
TTT (part 256%),
TS, TTH § 2820 564 £%
12 7181 (11
YOUR VIEWS MATTER

1 support the above proposal - >

[ oppose the above proposal > E/
My Postcode is "TfF ? 2 :j- F’

H ® S B O

Conminents




Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

At its meeting on 4" September 2025, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of draft proposals
for future arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal affecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Couneil is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

The Community Governance Review phase two community consuliation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Couneil. In
response to this phase two consultation finding, the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangements to deliver effective and
efficient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it difficult to identify the optimum
amangements,

Nonetheless, the Committee has agreed to consult on proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for Brookside and the second for Stirchley and
Hollinswood & Randlay,
The proposals set out below would deliver good electoral equality and would also aim to reflect shared

character of the respective areas with the South Telford estate area of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council to reflect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation of a parish council that is formed from the Brookside community as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties to the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Parish ward name :ﬁ':'rm Soats EAE;';'E:: ﬂ:c::a‘: Vartanco
Brookskde TBR 5 3043 609 -1%
Strchiey Roed T‘;g}f;‘” 1273 636 %
[Total T 4318 (113

Stirchley and Hellinswood & Randlay

This proposed parish council would see an area of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This area would, in general, be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a small number of properties to the south of Stirchiey Road at the north end of the recreation area)
and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobe! Close in the Holmer Lake area.

Eleciars

Electors
Polling district | Seats A;?zl;ﬂ por seat Varlance
TR, TTO 7 4381 623 4%
e 29%). | 2820 564 6%
_ 12 7181 [T

YOUR VIEWS MATTER

I support the above proposal >

T oppose the above proposal - > IZI

My Postcode is _TF' '3 25@
H ® s B o

Comments




Proposed Town & Parish Counacil Boundaries

At its meeting on 4® September 2025, the Boundary Review Commitiee agreed a series of draft proposals
for future arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Govemnance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal affecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Couneil is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

The Community Governance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the exisfing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response to this phase two consultation finding, the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
aren. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangements to deliver effective and
efficient govemnance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements necd to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there hias been a variety of views around the best arrangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it difficult to identify the optimum
arrangements.

Nonetheless, the Committee has agreed to consult on proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal twe: create two new parish councils; one for Brookside and the second for Stirchley and
Hollinswopd & Randlay.

The proposals set out below would deliver good electoral equaliiy and would also aim to reflect shared
character of the respective areas with the South Telford estate area of Brookside being given its own Parish
Coungcil to reflect that area.

Birookside

This proposal is based on the creation of a parish council that is formed from the Brookside community as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties to the south of
Stirchtey Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Eleclors
Palling Elactors
Parish ward name district Seats A;o%';“ por seat Varlance
TBR 5 3043 609 1%
TTT {pact
75%) 2 1273 836 %
7 4318 617

Stirchley and Hellinswood & Randiny

This proposed parish council would see an area of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Couneil, This area would, in general, be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a small number of properties to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation area)
and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscabel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

Elactora

Eluctors
Palling distrlct | Seats Aﬂt:g;lt peraeal Varlance
TR, TTO 7 4361 623 4%
TAT (part 25%), .
T8, TTH 8 2620 564 6%
12 7181 698
YOUR VIEWS MATTER

[ support the above proposal >

1 oppose the above proposal —-—---------comcvrmnmmmmmo e > IZI

My Postcode is “rc— g ’2-‘.) &

H ® 3 B O

Comments




Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

At its meeting on 4% September 2025, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of drafi proposals
for future arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Govemnance Review process, The proposed arrangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draf proposal affecting both Hollinswoeod & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Council is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

The Community Governance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response to this phase two consultation finding, the Commitiee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area, This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangements to deliver effective and
efficient governance. The recent spate of counciflor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed,

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it difficult to identify the optimum
arrangements.

Nonetheless, the Committee has agreed to consult on proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal twoe: create two new parish councils; one for Brookside and the second for Stirchlev and
Hollinswood & Randlay.

The proposals set out below would deliver good electoral equality and would also aim to reflect shared
character of the respective areas with the South Telford estate area of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council to reflect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation of a parish council that is formed from the Brookside community as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties to the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Electars

Parish ward riame ;‘.’l‘:{g Seats Aat:}gzt;lt E::“.':;: Varlance

rookside TBR 5 3043 609 1%

irchley Road T';;&’)m 2 | t2r3 636 3%
[Total T 4316 [T

Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay

This proposed parish council would see an area of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinsweod and
Randlay Parish Council. This area would, in general, be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a small number of properties to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation area)
and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

Elactors
Electors

Polling district | Seata Az%gzl;“ per seat Varlance

TTR, TTO 7 4381 623 4%
TTT (part 25%),

TT8, TTH 5 2820 564 G%

B EKY: 7181 588
YOUR VIEWS MATTER

[ support the above proposal >

[ oppose the above proposal > B/

My Postcode is 7% 4 2, \ & \:’—. .

H R @ B O

Comments
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Proposed Town & Pavish Council Boundaries

At its meeting on 4% September 2025, the Boundary Review Committes agreed a series of draft proposals
for future arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed amrangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal affecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchtey & Brookside Parish
Couneil is:

BROOCKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

D A ey D s e ———————m  _— ——_——

The Community Governance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response to this phase two consultation finding, the Committee asked for further proposals in refation to this
area. This was with a view to the nced for parish and town council arrangements to deliver cffective and
efficient govemnance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate thal the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it difficult to identify the optimum
arrangements.

Nonetheless, the Committee has agreed to consult on proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for Brookside and the second for Stirehley and
Hollinswood & Randlay.

The proposals set out below would deliver good electoral equality and would also aim 1o reflect shared
character of the respective areas with the South Telford estate area of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council to reflect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation of a parish council that is formed from the Brookside community as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties lo the south of
Stirchtey Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Parish ward neme ;:‘::"g Seals %::E:: s::‘;‘:;: Variance

ookaid TeR__| 6 | 3043|609 %
Elirchiey Road T;g},f)‘“ 2 | 1273 636 %
[vatal , T _| 436 617

Stirehley and Hollinswood & Randlay

This proposed parish council would see an aren of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council, This area would, in general, be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a small number of properties o the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation area)
and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane, Wroxeler Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

Electors
Parish ward Electors
hame Polling district | Baals %uogzt;n por saat Varlance
Hollinswood 8
Randiay TR, TTO T A361 623 4%
lirchley & TTT (pant 25%), .
Eolmar Lake 118, TTH 5 2620 564 6%
otat 12 7181 L3
YOUR VIEWS MATTER

I support the above proposat >

1 oppose the above proposal > Q

My Postcode is 3 & S ARG

HR@BO

Comments




Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

At its meeting on 4% September 2023, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of draft proposals
for future arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Communily Governance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the drafi proposal affecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Council is:

ROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

The Community Governance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger ot the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response 10 this phase two consultation finding. the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangements to deliver effective and
eflicient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangemeats to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it ditticult to identify the optimum
arrangements.

Nonetheless, the Commiltee has agreed to consult on proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal two: crcate bwve new parish counvils; ene for Brovkside and the second for Stirehley and
Hollinswood & Randlay.

The proposals set out below would deliver good electoral equality and would also aim to rellect shared
character of the respective arcas with the South Tellord estate arca of Brookside being given its own Parish
Counil to rellect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation of'a pacish council that is formed Trom the Brookside community as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties to the south of'
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Efactora
Palling Elactors
. Parish ward name district Seats Azuonz:n por seat Varlance
Brookside TER 5 3043 609 A%
[ TTT {part
lirchlay Road 75%) 2 | 1213 838 %
otal 7 4316 817

Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlav

This proposed parish councit would see an area of Stirchiey combine with the existing Hollinswowd and
Randlay Parish Council. This arca would. in general. be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a small number of properties to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end ot the recreation arca)
and include Tadorma Deave, Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake areq.

Electors

arlsh ward Elaclors
ame Poliing district | Seats ‘;?a‘;“ por seat Varlance
ollinswood &

Randlay TR, TTO 7 4361 623 4%
tirchtay & TTT {part 25%),

Hoime TS, TTH v_| B ] -
otal 12 7181 598

YOUR YIEWS MATTER

I support the above proposal --

I oprose the above proposal e >
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Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

Al its meeting on 4" September 2025, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of draft proposals
for fiture arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consuliation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the drafi proposal aftecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish

Council is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

The Community Governance Review phase two community consultation tound considerable opposition o
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
respanse to this phase two consultation finding. the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council amangements to deliver effective and
ehicient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements to
adopt in relation to this area and tower electoral registration makes it difficult to identity the optimum
arrangements.

Nonetheless, the Commiltee has agreed to consult an proposal two: create 1w new parish councils; one tor
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Holtinswoeod & Randlay.

g1/
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Proposal (we: create two new parish councils; one for Brookside and the second for Stirchley and

Hollinswood & Randlay.

The proposals set out below would deliver good electoral equality and would also aim to refleet shared
character of the respective areas with the South Teltord estate area of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council to reflect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation of a parish council that is formed Trom the Brookside conununity as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends nornthwards Page 13 including properties 10 the south ol
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Parish ward nama ;‘.’:‘:IT: Seats EAIZ::EE:: 'E:'r';':: Varlance
Brookside TBR 3 3043 609 A%
[Stirchiey Road ";1&’;'" 2 1273 638 3%
[Fotar 7 | 4316 817

Stirehley and Hollinswoud & Randlay

This proposed parish council would see an area of Stiechley combine with the existing Hollinswouod and
Randlay Parish Council. This area would, in general, be bounded by Stirchley Road {although it would
include a simall number of properties to the south of Stirchley Roud at the north end ot the recreation arca)
and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area,

Elactors
Polling district | Seats | August | E'octors | oo nca
2025 per seat
TTR, TTO 7 4361 623 4%
TTT (part 26%),
TS, TTH 5 2820 664 6%
12 7484 598

YOUR VIEWS MATTER

| support the above proposal --- > D
1 oppose the above proposal <--eeeeeoeoocee . '

B ) \‘
My Posteodeis 16 5y
H R S B O ’

Comments
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Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

Alits meeting on 4% September 2025, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of draft proposals
for future arrangements of specilic areas that were 10 be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal afVecting both Holtinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Council is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

The Community Governance Review phase two commiunity consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council w hich would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Councit. In
response to this phase two consultation finding. the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view 1o the need for parish and town council arrangements to deliver effective and
elficient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchtey & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the armangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews. there has beena variety of views around the best arrangements 1o

adopt in relation to this arca and lower electoral registration makes it difficult to identify the optimum

arrangements.

Nonetheless. the Committee has agreed to consult on proposal two: create (wo new parish councils; one tor
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Holtinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal two: create two new parish couneils; one for Brookside and the second for Stirchley and
Hollinswood & Randlay.

The proposals set out below would deliver good electoral equality and would also aim 1o reflect shared
character of the respective areas with the South Telford estate area of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council to reflect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the ereation of a parish council that is formed Trom the Brookside CORUMUILY @S
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties to the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Electors
Polling Electors
Parlsh ward name district Seats A;Bgzl;n por seat Variance
rookside T8R 5 3043 6509 1%
TTT (part
tirchiay Road 75%) 2 1213 636 I%
otal (4 4316 817

Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randiay

This proposed parish council would see an area of Sticchley combine with the existing Hollinswoud and
Randlay Parish Council. This arca would, in general, be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a small number of propertics to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the reereation arca)
and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane. Wroxeler Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area,

Elactora
Polling district | Seats | August Elactora Varlance
2028 | Perseat
TIR, TTO 7 4361 623 4%

TTT (part 25%),

ﬁlolmer Lake 1S, TTH d - - S
ola} 12 748 893

YOUR VIEWS MATTER
| support the above proposal ——-—--seoeemeeeeee > [:l
Foppuse the above proposal -F
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Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

At its meeting on 4% September 2025, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of draft proposals
for future arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal affecting both Hollinssood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Council is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

The Community Governance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response to this phase two consultation finding, the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangements to deliver effective and
efficient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it difficult to identify the optimum
arrangements.

Nonetheless, the Committee has agreed to consult on proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchiey and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal two: ereate two new parish councils; one for Brookside and the sccond for Stivchiey and
Hollinswood & Randlay.

The proposals set out below would deliver good electoral equality and would also aim to reflect shared
character of the respective areas with the South Telford estate area of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council to reflect that area.

Brookside

This propesal is based on the creation of a parish council that is formed from the Brookside community as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties o the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Elactors
Polilng Elactors
Parish ward name diatrict Soats Azl:)gzl;lt per seat Varlance
Brookside TBR, 5 3043 608 -1%
TTT {part
iStirchtey Road 75%) 2 1273 636 I%
‘otal T 4316 617

Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay

This proposed parish council would see an area of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Couneil. This area would, in general, be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a small number of properties to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation area)
and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

Electors
Elactors
Polling diatrict | Seata Azlan;;st peraest Variance
TR, TTO 7 4361 623 A%
TTT (part 25%}, .
175, TTH & 2820 564 8%
12 7481 633
YOUR VIEWS MATTER
I support the above proposal > D
I oppose the above proposal >
oppose p Pq

My Posteodeis T~ £ > | (0 T

HR@BO

Comments
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Proposed Town & Pavish Council Boundaries

At its meeting on 4% September 2025, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of draft proposals
for future arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal affecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish

Council is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

The Community Governance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Couneil and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response o this phase two consultation finding, the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council amangements to deliver effective and
efficient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermare, in past Borough reviews, thete has been a variety of views around the best arrangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it difficutt to identify the optimum
arrangernents.

Nonetheless, the Committee has agreed to consult on proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal two: create two new parish eouncils; one for Brookside and the second for Stirchley and
Hollinswood & Randiay.

The proposals set out below would deliver good electoral equality and would alse aim to reflect shared
character of the respective areas with the South Telford estate arca of Brookside being given its own Parish
Couneil to reflect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation of a parish council that is formed from the Brookside community as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 ineluding properties to the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Elactors
Poliing Elactors
Parish ward name district Saals Azl:g;ﬂ por agat Varlance
rookside TBR 5 3043 609 -1%
TTT (part
Sticchley Road 75%) 12¥3 836 3%
[Tatal T 4316 817

Stirchley and Hollinswopd & Randlay

This propased parish council would see an area of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This area would, in general, be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a small number of properties to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation area)
and inchide Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

Electors

:::h ward | polling district | Seats Azl.loﬂ;;ﬂ 5::‘;'2;: Variance
% TR TTO 7 4361 623 4%
. EE [+ [am [ |
otal 12 T181 599

YOUR VIEWS MATTER

i support the above proposal - > I:l

[ oppese the above proposal >
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Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

Atils meeting on 4¥ September 2023, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of drafl proposals
for luture arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase ot consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed armangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the dralt proposal affecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Council is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

A -

The Community Govemnance Review phase two commuaity consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. tn
response to this phase two consultation finding. the Commiltee asked for further propoesals in relation to this
area. This was with a view 1o the need for parish and town council arrangements to deliver effective and
efficient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it ditlicult to identify the optimum
amangements.

Nonetheless, the Committee has agreed to consult on proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.




Proposal twe: ereate two new parish councils; one for Brookside and the second for Stirchley and

Hollinswood & Randlay.

The proposals set out below would deliver good electoral equality and would also aim to retlect shared
character of the respeetive areas with the South Telford estate area of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council to retlect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based en the crecation of a parish council that is formed trom the Brookside COMmuNIty as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties to the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Efectora

Pariah ward name ;:1':;? Seals Azuunzl.;al :::c.t:: Varlance
Brookside TBR [ 3043 609 1%
FlirWoy Road "gg’}‘“ 2 | 12 636 %
[Total 7 4316 617

Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlav

This propuesed parish council would see an area of Stirchley combine with the extsting Hollinswood and
Randiay Parish Council. This area would. in general. be bounded by Stirchley Road talthough it would
include a smatl numbier ol properties (o the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation area)
and include Tadorna Drive, Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake arca.

Electors

arish ward Elactors
r.m. Polling district | Seats “;o%‘;“ per seat Variance
hotieawood & | 7q, 110 v | aet | e %

TTT (part 25%), :
IS, TTH ] 2820 564 4%
12 7181 598

YOUR VIEWS MATTER
1 support the above proposal - D
I appose the above proposal ---------. O I:]
My Posteade is b B e~

1 R 5 3 O

Comments




Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

AUits meeting on 4% September 2025, the Boundary Review Committes agreed a series of draft proposals
for luture arrangements of specitic areas that were to be the subject ot a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed arrangements tor consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal afiecting both Hollinswoed & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Council is:

ROOQKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

The Community Govemance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a propased The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response to this phase two consultation finding, the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was wilh a view to the need for parish and town council arrangements to deliver effective and
efficient govemance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Councit
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best amangements to
adopt in relation to this arca and lower electoral registration makes it difficult to identify the optimum
arrangements.

Nonetheless. the Committee has agreed to consult on proposal two: creale 1wo new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.




Proposal two: ereate two new parish councils; one for Brookside and the second for Stirchley and
Hollinswouod & Randlay.

The proposals set out below would deliver good electoral equality and would also aim to reflect shared
chatacter of the respeetive arcas with the South Telford estate area of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council to rellect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation of a parish couneil that is formed from the Brookside community ias
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends nonthwards Page 13 including properties to the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park .

Electora
Poliing Etectors
Parlsh ward name dlatrict Seats Azl:’ﬂ;;ll por seat Varlance
Brookside TBR 6 3043 609 1%
TTT (patt
tirchtey Road 75%) 1273 636 I%N
[Total 7 4318 817

Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay

This proposed parish council would see an area of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswoud and
Randtay Parish Council. This arca would. in general, be bounded by Stirchley Road talthough it would
include @ small number of properties to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation arca)
and include Tadorma Drive. Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

Electors
arishward | potiing district | Seats | August | B9t [y
2025 per seat
TTR. TTO 7 4361 623 %
TTT (part 25%),
| 1TS, T ] 2820 6564 6%
§2 T8¢ 898

YOUR VIEWS MATTER

I support the above proposal e D

| oppose the above proposil —-=--eseeeoooo oo IZ
= .

My Posteode is TP(; Zﬁ L,"j
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Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

At its meeting on 4™ September 2023, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of drafl proposals
for future arcangements of specitic areas that were to be the subject of a third phase ot consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal affecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Council is:

ROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RAKXDLAY

The Community Governance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response to this phase two consultation finding, the Committee asked for further proposals in refation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council amangements to deliver effective and
eflicient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchtey & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered 1o indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it diflicult to identify the optimum
arrangements.

Nonetheless. the Commiltee has agreed to consult on proposal two: create two new parish councils; one tor
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.




Proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for Brovokside and the second for Stirchley and

Hollinswoud & Randlay.

The proposals set out below would deliver pood electoral equality and would also aim to retlect shared
character of the respective arcas with the South Teltord estate area of Brookside bei ng given its own Parish
Council to rellect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation of a parish council that is formed Tronr the Brookside community as
detined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including propedies to the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Elactors
Polling Etactors
Parish ward nama district Seats Az‘:)ﬂz%“ por seat Varlance
Brookskie TBR [ 3043 609 1%
TIT (pact
|Ftirchley Road 75%) 2 1273 636 I%
[Total 7 4318 817

Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay

This proposed parish council would see an area of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswouod and
Randlay Parish Council. This arca would. in general. be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a small number of propettics to the south of Stitchley Road at the north end of the recreation area)
and include Tadorma Drive. Holmer Lane. Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake arei,

Elactora
Polling diatrict | Seata | August | EfStom | o nce
2028 per seat
TIR, TTO 7 4361 623 4%
TTT (part 25%),
TS, TTH 5 2020 564 6%
12 7189 848

YOUR VIEWS MATFER

I support the above proposat

[ opprose the above proposal >
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Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundayies

Al its meeting on 4% September 2025, the Boundary Review Committee apreed a series of draft proposals
for future arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal affecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Council is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

The Community Governance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response to this phase two consultation finding, the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town counei! arrangements to deliver effective and
efficient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the amangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it difficult to identify the optimum
arrangements.

Nonetheless, the Committee has agreed to consult on proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for Breokside and the second for Stirchley and
Hollinswood & Randlay.

The proposals sct out below would deliver good electoral equality and would also aim to reflect shared
character of the respective areas with the South Telford estate area of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council to reflect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation of a parish council that is formed from the Brookside community as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties to the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Electars

Parish ward neme ;‘:{m‘; Sealn A;al;st :::‘;‘:3 Varlance
Brookskde ~TBR 5 3043 609 A%
lsumey Road T‘T'g‘g‘“ 2 1213 636 3%
frotal T | 4316 GH

Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay

This proposed parish council would see an area of Stirchiley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This area would, in general, be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a small number of properties to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation area)
and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmrer Lake area.

:::;:h ward | pouingdiatrict | Seats EAE.'I;;E:: s::':l:;: Varlance

Raday | TTR.TTO v | 4t | oo %

Eﬂﬁ‘lﬁﬁm T | o |ww | s | e%
otal 12 T84 584

YOUR VIEWS MATTER

I support the above proposal > I:I

T oppose ﬂw b}
My Posteode is 1 2 _D A/
O

Comments
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Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

Al its meeting on 4" September 2025, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of draft proposals
for future arrangements of specitic areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal afecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Council is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

The Community Governance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition 1o
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswoed and Randlay Parish Council. In
response to this phase two consultation finding, the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangements to deliver effective and
efficient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignations frony Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered 10 indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangenients to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it difticult 10 identify the optimum

arrangements.

Nonetheless, the Committee has agreed to consull on proposal two: create two new parish councils; one tor
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal twu: create two new parish councils; one for Brookside and the second (or Stirchley and
Hollinswood & Randlay.

The propasals st out below would deliver good electoral equality and would also aim to reflect shared
character of the respective arcas with the South TeHord estate arca of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council to reflect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation of a parish council that is formed trom the Brookside community as
detined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties to the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Parlsh ward name ;::'r'&' Seata i;ig.;.? 5::‘:‘:;" Variance
|Brookside TBR ) 3043 609 1%

tirchlay Road Tg&’)‘“ 2 1273 636 %
[Fotai T [ 4316 | &7

Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlas

This proposed parish council would sve an arca ol Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswoud and
Randlay Parish Council. This area would. in general, be bounded by Stirchley Road although it would
include a small number of properties to the south af Stirchley Road at the north end of the reereation area)
and include Tadorma Drive. Holmer Lane. Wroxeler Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

Elactors
arlsh ward Elactors
e Polling district | Seats Azuouzt;n por seat Variance
TIR, TTO 7 4381 623 4%
TTT (part 25%),
7S, TTH B 2820 564 6%
12 7481 5358

YOUR VIEWS MATTER

I support the above proposal -- > I:I
L oppuse the above proposal «eem—oomee P |Z/
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Proposed Town & Parish Councit Boundaries

At its meeting on 4% September 2023, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of dralt proposals
for future arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal aftecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Council is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

The Community Governance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchiey & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response to this phase two consultation finding. the Committee asked for further proposals in retation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangements to deliver effective and
efficient govemance. The recent spate of connciltor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it difficult to identify the optimum
arrangements.

Nonetheless, the Committee has agreed to consult on proposal 1wo: creale two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hellinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for Brookside and the second for Stirchley and
Hollinswood & Randlay.

The proposals set oul below would deliver pood electoral equality and would also aim to reflect shared
character of the respective areas with the South Telford estate arca of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council to reflect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation ol'a parish council that is formed Trom the Brookside conumunity as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties to the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

- Elactors
Polling [ Electors
Parish ward name dlstrict Seats Azuog;;n por asat Varlance
rookside TBR ] 3043 609 1%
TTY {part
lirchtey Road 75%) 2 1273 836 ki
[Total 7 4318 617

Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay

This proposed parish council would see an arca of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. ‘This arca would, in peneral, be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a small number of properties to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation arci)
and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area,

Eiactore

arlsh ward Elactors |

e Polling district | Seats A;:an‘;“ por seat Varlance

e Bl TR, TIO 7 | a3t 623 a%

TTT (part 25%), "
1T8, TTH 5 2820 584 6%
12 7181 598

YOUR VIEWS MATTER
1 support the above proposal -- [:I

[ opprose the above propasal —----m--aeeeoocooene S B/
A3 sty
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’roposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

At its meeting on 4™ September 2025, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of draft proposals
for future arrangements of specilic areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal affecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Council is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

DR O sy I N —_——

The Community Governance Review phase two community consultation found considerablc opposition to
\ie creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response to this phase two consultation finding, the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangements to deliver eftective and
cfficient governance. The recent spate of councitlor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower clectoral registration makes it ditticult to identify the optimum

amangements.

Nonetheless, the Commiltee has agreed to consult on proposal two: ¢reate two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for Brookside and the second for Stirchley and

Hollinswood & Randlay.

The proposals set out below would deliver good electoral equality and would also aim (o rellect shared
character of the respective areas with the South Teltord etate area of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council to rellect that arca.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the vreation ol'a parish council that is formed Trom the Brookside commuity as
detined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties to the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Electors
Polilng Eloctora
Parish ward name diatrict Soala Azl:)gz?' per seat Varianca
Brookside TBR § | 3043 60% 1%
TTT {part
tirchley Rosd 75%) 2 1273 636 I%
otal 7 4316 617

Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay

This proposed parish council would see an arca of Stirchley combine with the existing Hallinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This arca would, in general. be bounded by Stirchley Roud talthough it would
include a small number of propertics to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation area)
and include Tadorma Drive. Holmer Lane. Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake acex,

Elactoss
arlsh ward Electons
ANTD Polling district | Seata A;lo‘la%.‘ per seat Variance
Aaped & [ TR, T10 7 | ave 623 ™
TTT (part 25%), |
TS, TTH § 2820 564 &%
12 71814 588
YOUR VIEWS MATTER
I support the above proposal —-se-eeoaaooeee D
Loppose the above proposal —-- > [ZI
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Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

At its meeting on 4% September 2023, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of drafl proposals
for luture arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject ot a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed amangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal affecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Council is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

D A Ny S e

The Community Governauce Review phase twa cammunity consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinsweod and Randlay Parish Council. In
response 1o this phase two consultation finding. the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
arca. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangements to deliver effective and
eflicient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best armangements to

adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it difticult to identify the optimum

arangements.

Nonetheless. the Committee has agreed to consult on proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for Brovkside and the second for Stirehley and
Hollinswood & Randlav.

The proposals set out below would deliver good electoral equality and would also aim to retlect shared
character of the respective arcas with the South Telford extate arca of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council to reflect that arca.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation of a parish councit that is formed Trom the Brookside community as
delined by Brookside Avenue and then extends nonthwards Page 13 including propenties to the south of’
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Parlsh ward name ;:It:!l'o‘:‘ll Seats E\Ea;:tz:i‘ ﬂ:‘:‘:;" Varlance
Brookaide TBR S 3043 609 A%

trchley Road r;'g&:)an 2 1273 636 3%
(Total T 4318 6817

Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay

This proposed parish couneil would see an arca of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This arca would. in general, be bounded by Stirchley Road (althoueh it would
include a small number of propertics to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation area)
and include Tadonma Drive, Holmer Lane. Wroxeter W ay and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

Electors
Polling district | Seats | August | ESOT | \ornice
2025 per seat
TIR, TTO 7 4361 623 4%
"Wmﬁﬁ“" s | 2820 | 564 %
12 7181 898

YOUR VIEWS MATTER
| support the above proposal ------ - >

1 oppose the above propm.ll IB/
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Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

At its meeting on 4% September 2025, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of draft proposals
for luture arrangements of specilic areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Communily Governance Review process. The proposed arrangements tor consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal affecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Council is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

DRy e S —, e —_—_—_—_——————————_—————

The Community Governance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response 1o this phase two consultation finding. the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangements to deliver effective and
eflicient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Councit
may be considered to indicatc that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements to

adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it diflicult to identify the optimum
arrangements.

Nonetheless. the Committee has agreed to consult on proposal twe: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchlev and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal twe: vreate two new purish ceuncils; one for Brovkside and the second for Stirchley and
Hollinswood & Randlay.

The proposals set out below would deliver good electoral equality and would also aim to reflect shared
character of the respective arcas with the South Telford estate area of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council to reflect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is bused on the creation of a parish council that is formed Irom the Brookside community us
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties to the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Electors
Polling Elactors
Parish ward name district Soats Azl.agzusn por aeat Variance
rookside TBR 5 3043 609 A%
TTT (part
litcchtey Road 75%) 2 1273 636 3%
(Total 7 4316 617

Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay

This proposed parish council would see an area of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This area would, in general. be bounded by Stirchley Read (although it would
include a simall mumber ot propertics to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end ot'the recreation arca)
and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane. Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

Elactora

Parish ward Etactors
'fE'm' Polling district | Seata A:o‘;;“ por seat Varlanca

TIR, TTO 7 4361 623 4%

TTT (part 25%),
S _TTH 5 2820 664 6%
12 7181 598

YOUR VIEWS MATTER
I support the above proposal -- > D

1 appose the above proposal —-eeceeocoaeooo = E/
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Proposcd Town & Parish Council Boundaries

At its meeting on 4™ September 2025, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of draft proposals
for future arrangements of specilic areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed arrangements tor consultation, including the
rationale for the drall proposal at¥ecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Council is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

DRy e e -—-—-—M--

The Community Governance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response to this phase two consultation finding. the Committee asked for fusther proposals in relation to this
arca. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangements to deliver eftective and
efficient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews. there has been a variety of views around the best amangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it diflicult to identify the optimum
arrangements.

Nonetheless. the Committee has agreed to consult on proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinsweod & Randlay.
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Proposal two: create twe new parish councils: one for Brovkside and the second for Stirchley and
Hollinswood & Randlay.

The proposals set out below would deliver pood electoral equality snd would also aim to refleet shared
chagacter of the respective areas with the South Felford estate arca of Brookside being given its own Parish
Counctl to reflect that arca,

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation of a parish council that is lormed lrom the Brookside community as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including prapetiivs o the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Efectors

Polling Etectors
Parlsh ward name district Seals Azuoaz%“ por seat Variance
TBR 5 3043 609 1%
TIT (part
75%) 2 1273 636 3%
7 4318 817

Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay

This proposed parish council would see an arca of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This arca would. in general. be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a small number of properties to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the reereation arca)
and include Tadorma Drive. Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake arca.

' Electors
ariah ward Elactors
BTiie Polling diatrict | Saata A;louzusll per saat Variance
olitsiesd S | “vrp 1o 7 | a8 | e %
TTT {pant 25%),
'S, TTH 5 2820 564 %
12 7181 598
YOUR VIEWS MATTER
I suppurt the above proposal ------- - - | |

[ oppose the above proposal —=sevooooomooacae > @/—
r’n
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My Posteode is

=
H G( S B O

Comments
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Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

At its meeting on 4" September 2025, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of dratt proposals
for future arrangements of specific arcas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Comnumity Governance Review process. The proposed amangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal affecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Council is:

3ROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

The Community Governance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response to this phase two consultation finding, the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangements to deliver effective and
¢lficient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore. in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it diflicult to identify the optimum
arrangements.

Nonetheless, the Committee has agreed 10 consult on proposal two: create we new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal two: ereate two new parish councils; one for Brookside and the second for Stirehley and
Hollinswood & Randlay.

The proposals set out below would deliver good electoral equality and would also aim to rellect shared
character of the respective areas with the South Teltord estate area of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council to reflect that area.

Rrookside

This proposal is based on the creation of a parish council that is formed Irom the Brookside conUnunity is
delined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including propertics to the south off
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

. Parish ward name ;‘:{:!"g Soats EAE;}Z: :::':':: Varisnce
Brookside TBR 5 3043 609 1%

Heshisy Road TThepart [ 2 [ 12ra 836 %
{Total 7 4318 817

Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay

This proposed parish council would sec anarea ot Stiechley combine with the existing Hollimswouod and
Randlay Parish Council. This arca would. in general, be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a small number o properties i the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation area)
and include Tadonma Drive. Holmer Lune, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close i the Holner Lake area.

Elactors
Polling dlatrict | Seats | August | EOEtO | o ice
2028 por seat
TIR, TTO 7 4361 623 4%
TTT {part 25%),
TTS, TTH 5 2820 564 6%
12 7181 598

YOUR VIEWS MATTER

I support the above proposal «----cee oo D
[ oppose the above proposal = Iz

My Posteude is ﬁ,3 /é/-é—-
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Comments
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Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

At its meeting on 4" September 2025, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of draft proposals
for future arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal affecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Council is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWQOD & RANDLAY

The Community Governance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response to this phase two consultation finding, the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangements to deliver effective and
efficient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it difficult to identify the optimum
arrangements.

Nonetheless, the Committee has agreed to consult on proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal fwo: ereate fwo new parish councils; ene for Brookside and the second for Stirchley and
Hollinswood & Randlay.

The proposals set out below would deliver good electoral equality and would also aim to reflect shared
character of the respective areas with the South Telford estate area of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council 1o reflect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation of a parish council that is formed from the Brookside community as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including propertics to the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Parish ward name ;gltl:;g Soals i;:ﬁ{: :::c:;’;: Variance
Brookskie TBR 5 3043 609 -1%
(stirchley Road Tg;f)a“ 2 | 1213 636 3%
{Total 7 4316 617

Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay

This proposed parish council would see an area of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randtay Parish Council. This area would, in general, be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a small number of properties to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation area)
and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

Elactors

arist ward Elactors

AT Polling district | Seats Az‘:)“z‘;“ per seat Vartance
froliinswood & ’
Rardiay TTR, TTO 7 4361 623 4%

tirchley & TTT (padt 25%}, .

imer Lake | TTS.TTH § | 2820 | se4 i
atal 12 7181 598

YOUR VIEWS MATTER

1 support the above proposal >

I oppose the above proposal > l:l '
4

My Postcode is

H ‘RS B O

Comments




Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

Al its meeting on 4% September 2025, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of draft proposals
for future arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal affecting both Hollinsweod & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Couneil is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

The Community Govemnance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response to this phase two consultation finding, the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area, This was with a view to the nead for parish and town council arrangements to deliver effective and
efficient governance. The recent spatc of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it difficult to identify the optimum
arrangements.

Nonetheless, the Commitiee has agreed to consull on proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswoed & Randlay.
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Proposal two: ereaie two new parish couneils: one for Brookside and the second for Stirchley and
Hollinswood & Randlay.

The proposals set out below would deliver good electoral equality and would also aim to reflect shared
character of the respective areas with the South Telford estate area of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council to reflect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation of a parish council that is formed from the Brookside community as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties to the south of
Stirchiey Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Parish ward name ::m"' Seats ?3:);:‘::: :lo?a‘::: Vartance
Brookskle TBR 5 3043 809 1%
1su:mley Road ";g,}ff" 2 | 1218 636 3%
[Tatal T 4316 [Lki

Stircliley and Hollinswood & Randlay

This proposed parish council would see an area of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This area would, in general, be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a small number of properiies to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation area)
and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

Elactors
atlsh ward Electors
ame Polling diatrict | Seals Azucg;ut per anat Varlance
‘,’L";_"fw 81 1m0 7 | asst 623 4%
tirchiey & TTT (pact 25%), .
Eg‘mer Lake | TTS.TTH § | 620 | 544 &%
‘otal 12 Tio1 498
YOUR VIEWS MATTER
I support the above proposal > D
I gppose the above proposal > IY
oy - —_—
My Posteode is IR R SAE \ G .
H R S B 0
—
Comments
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Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

At its meeting on 4% September 2025, the Boundary Review Commiltiee agreed a series of draft proposals
for future arrangements of specific areas thal were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Govemnance Review process, The proposed arrangements for consultation, ineluding the
rationale for the draft proposal affecting both Hollinswaod & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish

Council is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

The Community Governance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
respanse 1o this phase two consultation finding, the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangements to deliver effective and
efficient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it difficult to identify the optimum
arrangements.

Nonetheless, the Committee has agreed to consult on proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal fwo: ereate two new parish_councils; one for Brookside and the second for Stirchley and
Hollinswood & Randlay.

The proposals set out below would deliver good electoral equality and would also aim to reflect shared
character of the respective areas with the South Telford estate area of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council to reflect that area.

Brookside

This propesal is based on the creation of a parish council that is formed from: the Brookside community as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties to the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Parish ward name :!:lllrllrg Seats ';[EJELE:: ::::I::: Varlance

dookside TBR 5 3043 608 1%
Eummey Road T';g{f)a" 2 1273 636 3%
[Total T 4316 617

Siirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay

This proposed parish council would see an area of Stirchley combine with the existing Hellinswoed and
Randlay Parish Council. This area would, in general, be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it weuld
include a small number of properties to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation area}
and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

Electors

Falling district | Seate Azt:)gzl.éal 5::':‘:3 Varlance
TR, TTO T 4361 623 A%
Tgad 2ol | 5 | 2820 | s £%
12 bal:h| 588
YOUR VIEWS MATTER
[ support the above proposal > |:|
1 oppose the above proposal -~----- > IZ‘

My Postcode is ‘T P O\ /L}'\/;f}
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Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

At its meeting on 4™ September 2025, the Boundary Review Comumittee agreed a series of draft proposals
for future arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal affecting both Hollinswoed & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Couneil is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

The Community Govemance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the ereation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randiay Parish Council. In
response 1o this phase two consultation finding, the Commitiee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangements to deliver effective and
efficient govemance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed,

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it difficult to identify the optimum
arrangements.

Nonetheless, the Committee has agreed to consult on proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.

%
~ . -
- - .
N
k'wﬂ_,/'—o
i i .
/
{
»f
/
/ %
A, A
PO FRTETEN] coi Moeaniiebt S R

Page 179



Proposal fwo: erenfe two new parish councils; one for Brookside and the second for Stirchley aml
Hollinswood & Randlay.

The proposals set out below would deliver goed electoral equality and would alse aim to reflect shared
character of the respective areas with the South Telford estate area of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council to reflect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation of a parish council that is formed from the Brookside community as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties to the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Parish ward name | SN 1 goate %:%Z:: m Varlance
Biookakis TER 5 | 3043 €09 1%
Stitchiey Road Tga(f)m 2 | tera 636 3%
[Fotai T 4316 (L

Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay

This proposed parish council would see an area of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This area would, in general, be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a small number of properties to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation area)
and inciude Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

Elactors
Etactors
Palling district | Seats Azuog;;ﬂ peraeat Vartance
TTR, TTO T 4361 623 4%
TTT (pad 25%). | ¢ 2820 564 6%
- 12 T 194
YOUR VIEWS MATTER

[ suppori the above proposal >

[ oppose the above proposal > B
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Comments
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Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

At its meeting on 4" September 2025, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of draft proposals
for Future arrangements of specific areas that were 1o be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The propesed arrangements for consultation, including the
rationate for the draft proposal affecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish

Council is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDEAY

The Community Governance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Broaokside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response Io this phase two consultation finding, the Commilttee asked for further proposals in retation to this
area. This was with & view to the need for parish and town council arrangements to deliver effective and
efficient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it difficult to identify the optimum
arrangements.

Nonetheless, the Committee has agreed to consult on proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal iwo: create tbvo new parish conncils; one for Brookside and the second for Stirchley and
Hollinswood & Randlay.

The proposals set out below would deliver good electoral equality and would also aim to reflect shared
character of the respective areas with the South Telford estate area of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council to reflect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation of a parish council that is formed from the Brookside community as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties to the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Parizh ward name m’g Beals EAI:%;:{:I‘ :‘l:‘;‘:: Varlance

rookskie TBR 5 3043 6509 -1%

trchiey Road “;;%}‘“ 2 1273 636 %
[Total T 4318 67

Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay

This proposed parish council would see an area of Stirchiey combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This area would, in general, be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a small number of properties to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation area)
and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

Electons

arist ward Blactors
e Palling district | Seals Azl.;q!l;n par seat Variance
ool &1 i, 10 T | aset | ez a%
trchiey & TTT (pant 25%), )
merlake | TTS.TTH 5 | ;w0 | 5w &%
otal 12 7161 L1
YOUR VIEWS MATTER
I support the above proposal > D
I oppose the above proposal > I:Z

My Postcode is 'TT:?; 2 00ad

H @ 5 B 8]

Comments
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Proposed Town & Pavish Council Boundaries

At its meeting on 4" September 2025, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of drafi proposals
for future amangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Govemnance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal affecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Council is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

The Community Govemance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response to this phase two consultation finding, the Commiites asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town councit arrangements to deliver effective and
efficient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electora! registration makes it difficult to identify the optimum
arrangements.

Nonetheless, the Committee has agreed to consult on proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal twe: create bwo new parish councils; one for Brookside and the seeond for Stirchley and
Hollinswood & Randlay.

The proposals set out below would deliver good electoral equality and would also aim to reflect shared
character of the respective areas with the South Telford estate area of Brookside being given its own Parish
Couneil to reflect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation of a parish council that is formed from the Brookside comumunity as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties to the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Parish ward name :I:It:!l'::'tl Seats EAL:B:.‘E:: :'e:‘:‘:: Variance
Brookside TBR 5 | 3043 508 1%
Stirciwey Road Tg}g‘“ 2 | 1213 636 3%
frotal 7| asie 17

Stirchliey and Hollinswood & Randlay

This proposed patish council would see an area of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This area would, in general, be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a small number of properties to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation area)
and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way snd Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

arlah ward Gctars | g vlore
ane Polling district | Seals Azt:,gzl;st pereaat Variance
cinawaod &
sncilay TR, TTO T 4351 623 4%
rchley & TTT {part 25%),

lake | 178, TTH M I o
atal 12 701 493

YOUR VIEWS MATTER

[ support the above proposal >

I eppose the above proposal > B/
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Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

At its meeting on 4" September 2025, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of draft proposals
for fitture amangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the drafi proposal affecting both Hollinswoed & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish

Council is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

The Community Governance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
respense to this phase two consultation finding, the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the reed for parish and town council arrangements to detiver effective and
efficient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a varety of views around the best arrangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it difficult to identify the optimum
arrangements.

Nonetheless, the Committee has agreed to consult on proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal two: create fwo new parish councils; one for Brooksile and the second for Stirchley and
Hollinswood & Randlay.

The proposals set out below would deliver good electoral equality and would alse aim to reflect shared
character of the respective areas with the South Telford estate arca of Brookside being given its own Parish
Couneil to reflect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation of a parish council that is formed from the Brookside community as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties to the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Eloctors
Palling Elactors
Parish ward came diatrict Boeats Aznat;at por seat Varlance
Brooksids “TBR 5 3043 509 1%
TTT {part
[Stirchwey Road 75%) 2 1273 6836 3%
Tolal T 4316 §17

Stirchlev and Hollinswood & Randlay

This proposed parish council would see an area of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This area would, in general, be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it weuld
include a small number of properties 10 the south of Stirchley Road al the north end of the recreation area)
and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area,

Elactors
Eiectors
Polling diatrict | Seats Azt:‘gzu:l per seat Variance
TR, TTO 7 4361 §23 4%
TTT (pant 26%),
115, T S | BH | B
12 181 594
YOUR VIEWS MATTER
I support the above proposal > D
I oppeose the above proposal > E’
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Propoesed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

At its meeting on 4™ September 2025, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of draft proposals
for future arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultation, in¢luding the
rationate for the drafi proposal affecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Council is:

RBROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

B A Y e —

The Community Governance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response to this phase two consultation finding, the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town: council arrangements to deliver effective and
efficient governance, The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements lo
adopt in telation to this arca and fower clectoral registration makes it difficult to identify the optimum
arrangetments.

Nonetheless, the Committee has agreed to consult on proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Propesal two: create tvo new parish conncils; one for Brookside and the second for Stirchliey and
Hollinswood & Randlay.

The propesals set out below would deliver good electoral equality and would also aim to reflect shared
character of the respective areas with the South Telford estate area of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council to reflect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation of a parish council that is formed from the Brookside community as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then exiends northwards Page 13 including properties to the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Parish ward nanw :;{I::g Seals EAE;;Z:: Iﬂm Varlance
Brookside TBR 5 3043 609 1%
[Btirchiey Road Tg{;‘“ 2 1273 636 3%
[Tetal 7 3316 617

Stirchley and Hollinswopd & Rondlay

This proposed parish council would see an area of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinsweood and
Randlay Parish Council. This area would, in gencral, be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a small mumber of properties to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation area)
and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

Electors
arish ward Elactors
ane Polling diatrict | Saats Aauoﬁn parseat Varlance
finaweod & -
ardlay TIR, TIO 7 4361 623 4%
Eum\hy & TTT (part 25%), .
gimer Lake ITS. ITH 5 i 4 i
‘atal 12 Tiad 598
YOUR VIEWS MATTER

I support the above proposal >

I oppose the above proposal - > B/
My Postcode is ’rﬁ ? Z.A ’Q
-

H (R) S B 0

Comments
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Proposed ‘Town & Parish Council Boundaries

At its meeting on 4™ September 2025, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of draft proposals
for future arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultation, including the
mabionale for the draft proposal affecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish

Council is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

The Community Governance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Counil which wounld have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response to this phase two consultation finding, the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangements to deliver effective and
efficient govemance. The recent spate of counciller resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered 1o indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements to
adopt in relation Lo this area and lower clectoral registration makes it difficult to identify the optimum
arrangements.

Nonetheless, the Committee has agreed to consult on proposal two: create two new parish councils; ons for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal iwe: crente (wo new parish councils; one for Brookside and the second for Stirchley and
Hollinswood & Randlay.

The proposals set out below would deliver good electoral equality and would also aim to reflect shared
character of the respective areas with the South Telford estate area of Brookside being given its own Parish
Couneil to reflect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation of a parish council that is formed from the Brookside community as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties to the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Parishward rame | 59N | goa EAE:;:E:: :’.ﬁf“: Variance
Brookside TR 513043 508 1%
[Surbiey Road Tt | 2 | sers | o %
[Fotal T 4316 (14

Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay

This proposed parish council would see an area of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This area would, in general, be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a small number of properties to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation area)
and include Tadorma Drive, Holimer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

Etectors

Electors
Polling district | Beats %uoqzl.;ﬂ pec asat Varlance

TR, TTO T 4361 623 4%
TIT (part 25%),
118, TTH. 5 220 564 Bk
12 7184 598
YOUR VIEWS MATTER

I support the above proposal >

<][]

I oppese the above proposal S S
y Postcode is D i N

H ® s B o

Comients
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Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

At its meeting on 4 September 2025, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of draft proposals
for future arrangements of specific areas Lhat were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal affecting both Hollinswood & Randtay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Council is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

The Community Governance Review phase two community consultation found considerable oppesition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response fo this phase two consultation finding, the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangements to deliver effective and
efficient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Conncil
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need 1o be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it difficult to identify the optimum
arrangements.

Nonetheless, the Committee has agreed to consult on proposal two: create two new parish couneils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal two: creaie bvo new parish councils; one for Brookside and the second for Stirchley and
Hollinswoeod & Randlay.

The proposals set out below would deliver good electoral equality and would also aim to reflect shared
character of the respective areas with the South Telford estate area of Brookside being given its own Parish
Couneil to reflect that area,

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation of a parish council that is formed from the Brookside community as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties to the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Parish ward name :I::ll!l';‘ll Soats %E:tz:t‘ m:;: Varlance
Erookalde TER 5 3043 509 1%
Stirchiey Road Tt | 2 | t2ms 646 3%
Tatal 4 4318 g7

Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay

This proposed parish council would see an area of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This area would, in general, be bounded by Stirchley Road {although it would
include a small number of properties to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation area)
and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

Parehward | poliing distrit | Seate Eg;:a:{:: 5:‘-‘:3 Varlancs
m“;_‘;m”‘ TIR, TTO 7 | 43t | ez %
e, [ [+ oo [ | o
‘atal 12 7181 528

YOUR VIEWS MATTER

1 support the above proposal >

1 eppouse the above proposal > g
My Postcode is T-F 3 2 HN
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Comments
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Praoposed Fown & Parish Council Boundaries

At its meeting on 4" September 2025, the Boundary Review Commitice agreed a series of draft proposals
for future arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process, The proposed arrangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal affecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish

Council is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

I s s e — - —

‘The Community Governance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council, In
response to this phase two consultation finding, the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangements to deliver effective and
efficient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it difficult to identify the optimum
arrangements.

Nonetheless, the Committee has agreed to consult an proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for
Rrookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.

(oo | mnm, S Attt
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Proposal fwo: create fwo new parish eouneils; one for Brookside and the seeond for Stivehley ancl
Hollinswood & Randlay.

The proposals set out below would deliver good electoral equality and would also aim to reflect shared
characier of the respective areas with the South Telford estate area of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council to reflect that area.

Broolkside

This proposal is based on the creation of a parish council that is formed from the Brookside community as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properiies to the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Parish ward name :I:EI?:? Seals 'f\;:;::nz:: :::‘:':;: Varlance
rookaide TBR 5 | 3043 509 %
ticohiey Road T‘;g,‘,f’f“ 2 | 123 836 3%
ol T | _aaie T

Stirehley and Hollinswoed & Randlay

This proposed parish council would see an area of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This area would, in general, be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a small number of properties to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation area)
and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

Electors
Etectars
Palling diatrict | Beate Ax‘::"a%“ perasat Varlanca
TR, TTO 7 4381 623 4%
TIT (part 25%), ]
TTS.TTH 5 262 564 o%
12 7161 498
YOUR VIEWS MATTER

I support the above proposal >

1 oppose the above proposal > IZ/
My Posteode is m j—AA/

H®SBO

Comments
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Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

At its meeting on 4% September 2025, the Boundary Review Commitiee agreed a series of draft proposals
for future arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed arrangements for eonsultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal affecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish

Council is;

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

The Community Governance Review phase twe community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Couneil and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response to this phase two consultation finding, the Committes asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and iown council arrangements to deliver effective and
efficient govemnance, The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Couneil
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it difficult to identify the optimum
arrangemients.

Nonetheless, the Committee has agreed to consult on proposal two: create tWo new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal two; crenfe fwo new parish councils; ene for Brookside and the second for Stirchley and
Hollinsweod & Randlay.

The proposals set out betow would deliver good electeral equality and would also aim o reflect shared
character of the respective areas with the South Telford esiate area of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council to reflect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation of a parish council that is formed from the Brookside community as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties to the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Parish ward name :I:“Jl';’tl Seats il;.:);;tznl: FE::G:::: Varlance
Brookskis TBR 5 3043 809 1%
Stirchtey Road ";ggm 1272 636 I%
[atal AN ERED 3k

Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay

This proposed parish council would see an area of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randiay Parish Council. This area would, in general, be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a small number of properties to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation area)
and include Tadorma Drive, Holiner Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

Electors

Electors
Palling district | Beats Aa%ql‘;“ poc aeal Varlance
1T/, TTO 7 4381 623 4%
TTT {pari 25%),
TS, TTH ] 2820 564 H%
12 761 598
YOUR VIEWS MATTER

I suppert the above proposal >

I oppose the above proposal > m/

My Postcode is ._rF?) — 2 N\

H (R) 3 B 0

Comments
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Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

At its meeting on 4" September 2025, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of draft proposals
for Future arangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal affecting both Hoflinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Council is:

ROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWORDE & JANDLAL

The Community Governance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brockside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response to this phase two consultation finding, the Committee asked for further proposals in relation (o this
area, This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangsments to detiver effective and
efficient governance, The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best amangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it difficult to identify the optimum
arrangements.

Nonetheless, the Committee has agreed to consult on proposal two: create Lwo new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.

0:71 ——m e Bruchmts Pamin Coud? S s
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Proposal two: ereate two new parish councils: one for Brookside and the seeond for Siirchley and
Hollinswood & Randlay.

The proposals set out below would deliver good electoral equality and would also aim to reflect shared
character of the respective areas with the South Telford estate area of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council to reflect that area,

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation of a parish council that is formed from the Brockside community as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page [3 including properties to the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Parish ward name ;‘.“tl:l';"‘ Seats EA;el.lo::lZ:: s::‘;‘:: Varlance
Brockakie TBR 5 3043 508 -1%
iStirchtey Road T;‘,‘;g’)a" 2 1273 636 %
[Tatal T 3316 GH

Siirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay

This proposed parish council would see an area of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This area would, in general, be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a small number of properties to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation area)
and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

Eisclon
Elactors
Palling diatrict | Seats Ax\:‘%l.;n por seat Vartance
TR, 770 7 4361, 623 1%
TTT (pant 25%), ]
115, TTH & 2820 564 6%
12 181 498
YOUR VIEWS MATTER
I suppori the above proposal >

I oppose the above proposal > B’

My Postcode is ‘Tﬁ& 2 O 2
H ® s B o

Comments

)
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Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

At its meeting on 4% September 2025, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of draft proposals
for future arangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft propesal affecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchtey & Brookside Parish
Couneil is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

The Community Governance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the ereation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Ceuncil. In
response to this phase two consultation finding, the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council ammangements to deliver effective and
efficient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it difficult to identify the optimum
arrangements.

Nonetheless, the Committee has agreed to consult on proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal iwo: create two new parish councils; one for Brookside and the second for Stirchley and
Hollinswood & Randlay.

The proposals set out below would deliver good electoral equality and would also aim to reflect shared
character of the respective areas with the South Telford estate area of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council to reflect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation of a parish council that is formed from the Brookside community as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends nothwards Page 13 including properties to the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Parish ward name | DU | goata 5{:.3';;.5.'? pﬂ.:‘;‘:.‘: Variance
B rooksido ToR 5 | 3043 509 %
Sticchiey Road “;géff“ 2 | 12 636 3%
[Totai T 4316 817

Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay

This proposed parish council would see an area of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This area would, in general, be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a small number of properties to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation area)
and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holiner Lake area.

Electors
Elactors
Paolling district | Seats Aalag‘t;lt perasal Vadlance
TR, TTO 7 4361 623 4%
TIT {part 26%), .
118, TTH 5 26820 564 6%
12 T181 98
YOUR VIEWS MATTER
1 support the above proposal > I:l
1 oppese the above proposal > "V‘
A,

iy Posticode is ’:rjp'g ';‘Q, l_‘(": .

H @ 8 B ¢

Comments
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Proposed Town & Pavish Council Boundaries

At ifs meeting on 4™ September 2023, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of draft proposals
for future arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed arraugements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal affecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Couneil is:

ROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOR & RANDLAY

The Community Governance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response to this phase two consultation finding, the Committee asked for firther proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangements to deliver effective and
efficient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it difficult to identify the optimum
arrangements.

Nonetheless, the Committee has agreed to consult on proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal two: ereate two new parish councils; one for Brookside and the second for Stirchley and
Hollinswood & Randlay.
The proposals set out below would deliver good electoral equality and would also atm to reflect shared

character of the respective areas with the South Telford estate area of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council to reflect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation of a parish council that is formed from the Brookside community as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties to the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Elactora
Palling Elactors
Parish ward namae district Beats A:o%l;ﬂ por asat Varlance
Brookside TBR 5 3043 609 A%
TTT {part
[Stirchley Road 75%) 2 1273 636 3%
atal T 4316 617

Stircliey and Hollinswood & Randlay

This proposed parish council would see an area of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This area would, in general, be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a small number of properties to the south of Stirchley Road al the north end of the recreation area)
and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

Eleclons
Electora
Polling district | Seats Azl:)na‘;“ parseat Varlance
TR, TTO T 4381 623 4%
TTT (pant 25%),
TT8. TTH B 2820 564 6%
12 T161 [1:1
YOUR VIEWS MATTER
I suppori the above proposal > l:l
1 oppose the above proposal -- > IZ]

My Postcode is T’( 3 A

H@® s B O

Comments
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Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

Al its meeting on 4% September 2023, the Boundary Review Commiitee agreed a series of draft proposals
Jor future arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the drafi proposal aftecting both Hoflinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Council is:

ROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & BANDLAY

The Community Governance Review phase two cammunity consultation found constderable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Counci) and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. [n
response to this phase two consultation finding, the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangements to deliver effective and
efficient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Councit
may be considered to indicate that the armangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there as been a variety of views around the best amangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it difficult to identify the optimum

arrangements.

Nonetheless. the Committee has agreed to consult on proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal two: create tvo new parish councils; one for Brovkside and the second for Stirchley and
Hollinswood & Randlay.

The proposals set out betow would deliver goud clectoral equality and would also aim to reflect shared
character of the respective areas with the South Tellord estite arca of Brookside being wiven its own Parish
Council to refleet that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation of a patish council that is formed trom the Brookside community as
defined by Brookside Avenuc and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties to the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Parish ward name ;::m‘: Saats i;:g{::‘ :::c::;: Varlance

tookside TBR 5 3043 609 1%

trchiay Road “7';,}:’;‘" 2 1273 838 %
[Totat 7 4316 817

Stirchlev and Hollinswood & Randlay

This proposed parish council would see an area of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Counil. This area would. in general. be bounded by Stirchley Read (although it would
include a small number of propertics 1o the south of Stirchley Read at the north end ot the recreation urea)
and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane. Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

f Elactora
Elactors
Polling diateict | Seats Azu&t;ll par seat Vartance
andlay TR, TTO 7| 4381 623 4%
Emthtey & TTT (part 25%), .
olmer Ltk TS, TTH 5 2820 564 6%
Totet [T} 7181 &98

YOUR VIEWS MATTER

[ support the above proposal ---- - e emm e mm s <D

I eppose the above proposal — - g cmm— — @/

My Postewde is & X
H @ S B0 % 3

Comments
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Proposed Town & Pavish Council Boundavries

Al its meeting on 4 September 2025, the Boundary Review Commitiee agreed a series of draft proposals
for future amrangements of specific areas that were 1o be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal affecting both Hellinsweod & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Council is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWQOD & RANDLAY,

The Community Governance Review phase two community consultation found considerable oppesition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response to this phase two consultation finding, the Committee asked for further proposals in relation te this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangements to deliver effective and
efficient govemance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the besl arrangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it difficult to identify the optimum
arrangements.

Nonetheless, the Comumittee has agreed to consult on proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.

Do\

=
.,_;_7,:.‘\_

Canzms | rmnnm, Swnes heintad ria i Q== | =ty ERE 1 L.
ke

Page 205



Proposal two: create two new parish eouncils; one for Brookside and the second for Stirchley and

Hollinswood & Randlay.

The proposals set out below would deliver good electoral equality and would also aim to refiect shared
character of the respective areas with the South Telford estate area of Brookside being given its own Parish
Couicil to reflect that area.

Brookside

This propesal is based on the creation of a parish council that is formed from the Brookside community as
defined by Brockside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties to the south of
Stirchiey Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Parish ward name :I‘:m‘: Seats E\EE!Z:: :i:c:::: Varlance
Brookwide TBR 5 3043 508 1%
latirchiey Road r;‘ggm 2 1273 636 3%
Total T 4316 17

Stirchley and Hellinswood & Randlay

This proposed parish council would see an area of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This area would, in general, be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a small mumber of properties to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation area)
and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

Elagtora
Etectors
Polling district | Seats Aztat;n per aeat Varlance
TIR, TTO 7 4361 623 4%
TTT (pant 25%), ]
118, T1H § | W0 | W 0%
12 fatia) 528
YOUR VIEWS MATTER
[ support the above proposal - > D
1 appese the above proposal > IZ

My Postcode is -T':.S 2

H ® 5 B &

Comments
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Propgsed Town & Parish Council Boundavies

Al its meeting on 4" September 2025, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of draft proposals
for future arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consuitation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal affecting both Hollinswoed & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish

Council is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

The Community Governance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response 1o this phase two consultation finding, the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangetments to deliver effective and
efficient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicaie that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it difficult to identify the optimum
arrangements.

Nonetheless, the Committee has agreed to consult on proposal two: ereate two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal two: ereate bvo new parish councils; one for Brookside and the second for Stirehley and
Hollinswood & Randlay.

The proposals set out below svould deliver good electoral equality and would also aim to reflect shared
character of the respeciive areas with the South Telford estate area of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council to reflect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation of a parish council that is formed from the Brookside community as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties to the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Parish ward name 5‘:{':[:2? Hoats EAE;:!.EI'!‘ :::‘;‘:3 Varlance

rookside TBR 8 3043 609 -1%
Eumhley Road T‘;;éf;‘" 2 1273 638 3%
M T 4318 (1L

Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randla

This proposed parish council would see an area of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This area would, in general, be bounded by Stirchley Road {although it would
include a small munber of properties lo the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation area)
and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

Electora
arlsh ward Electona

F‘me Paolling district | Boats Axuug;;al por seat Varlance

TIR, TTO T 43681 623 4%
TTY (part 25%), .
TS, TTH 5 2820 564 6%
12 7181 [X]
YOUR VIEWS MATTER
I support the above proposal >

I oppese the above proposal > II%/
TF3 2AU

My Postcode is
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Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

At its meeting on 4™ September 2025, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of draft proposals
for future arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed atrangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal affecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish

Council is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

The Community Govemnance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response to this phase two consultation finding, the Committee asked for further proposals in relation fo this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arangements to deliver effective and
efficient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements to
adopt in relation to this area and tower electoral registration makes it difficuli to identify the optimum
arrangements.

Nonetheless, the Committee has apreed to consult on proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.

iz e i Pas Ceenc? TR
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Proposal two: create iwo new parish councils; ene for Brookside and the second for Stirchley and
Hollinswood & Randiay.

The proposals set out below would deliver good electoral equality and would also aim to reflect shared
character of the respective arcas with the South Telford estate area of Brookside being given its own Parish

Coungil to reflect that area,
Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation of a parish council that is formed from the Brookside community as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties to the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Parish ward name :l:m'g Seats iz.’l;;;nz:t‘ ::7_‘:‘:;: Varlance

rookakie TER 5 ] 3043 509 %
my Road T;gg’)‘“ 2 1273 636 3%
fotal 7| 4318 i

Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay

This proposed parish council would see an area of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This area would, in general, be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a small number of properties to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation area)
and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holimer Lake area.

Electars
Parish ward Electors
name Palling district | Seate %nzt;at per seat Varlance
lilnswood &
Randlay TIR, 710 7 4361 623 4%
lirchdey & TTT (part 25%),
mer Lake | TTS, TTH § | 0 | M %
otal 12 7181 598
YOUR VIEWS MATTER
1 support the abave proposal > |:|
I oppose the above proposal ---- > V
2

My Postcode is"rr:/?) QQ{A
H C S B 0

Comments
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Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

Atits meeting on 4™ September 2023, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of drafl proposals
for future arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Communily Governance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal affecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Council is:

ROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

B A

The Community Governance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchiey & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response to this phase two consultation finding, the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
arca. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangements to deliver effective and
efiicient govenance. The recent spate of councillor resignations rom Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best amangements to
adopt in refation to this area and tower electoral registration makes it difficult to identity the optimum
arrangements.

Nonetheless. the Conuittee has agreed to consult on proposal two: create two new parish councils: one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hellinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal two: ercate two new parish councilss one for Brookside and the second for Stirchley and
Hoellinswood & Randlay.

The proposals set out below would deliver good electoral equality and would alse aim to relieet shared
character of the respective arcas with the South Tellord estate area of Brookside being given its own Parish
Couneil 1o rellect that area.

Brookside

‘This proposal is based on the creation of a parish council that is formed Trom the Brookside community as
detined by Brookside Avenue and then extemds northwards Page 13 including propenties to the south of’
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Parish ward name ;:w;;? Seats EAE;E:: s::c:::: Varance
|Brookside TBR 5 3043 609 1%
I-rLS-lﬁmtey Road S ER S %
[Total 7 4315 617

Stirchler and Hollinswood & Randlay

This proposed parish council would see an srea of Stirchley combine with tie existing Hollinswood and
Randkay Parish Council. This area would. in general, be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a small number of properties to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation arca)
and include Tadorma Dnve, Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

Elactors
Elactors
Polling district | Seats Azuonxl;“ per seat Varlance
TIR, Y10 14 4361 823 4%
TTT (part 25%),
TS, TTH I & 2820 564 8%
12 7184 698

YOUR VIEWS MATTER

1 support the above propesal —----ememmmmeemeee > [:I

[ eppose the above proposal >

My Posteode is "r'c'b 2_6‘{
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Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

At its meeling on 4% September 2023, the Boundary Review Commitiee agreed a series of draft proposals
for future arrangements of specilic areas that were to be the subject of'a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed arrangements tor consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal af¥ecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Council is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

DA Ay e — e —-

The Community Governance Review phase twe community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created irom the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response to this phase two consultation finding, the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangements to deliver effective and
eflicient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchtey & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need 1o be reviewed.

Furthenmore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it difficult 1o identify the optimum
arrangements.

Nonetheless, the Commiltee has apreed 1o consult on proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.

(s | cmma, Bewker P Gl aazas _m_
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Proposal twu: create two new parish councibs; one lor Brovkside and the second for Stirchley and
Hollinswood & Randlay.

The proposals set out below would deliver good elevivral equality and would also aim 1o rellect shared
character of the respective arcas with the Seuth Telford estate area of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council to retlect that area.

Brookside

‘This proposal is based on the creation o' a parish council that is tonued trom the Brookside community as
detined by Brookside Avenue and then extends sorthwards Page 13 including properties o the south off
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Parish ward name :ﬂm’;’.‘ Seata EAEE;E:: s::":::: Varlance
Brookside TBR 5 3043 609 1%
[Stichley Road “;;{"’)’“ 2 1273 636 %
[Fotai T [ 4318 817

Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randhay

This proposed parish council wonld see an area of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This area would. in general. be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a small number of propeties o the south of Stirchtey Road at the north end of the recreation arca)
and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

L‘::‘l\'.h ward Polling district | Seats ﬂ}:i{:: ‘ ::‘:‘:": I Variance
ronnswood & v1R, 110 7 | we | en a%
tloke | et | s | a0 | sw 4%
12 7161 698
YOUR VIEWS MATTER
I support the above proposal > I:I

I oppaose the above proposal —----—eon > E
My Posteade is ’rF:S 2.6 { .
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Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

At its meeting on 4% September 2023, the Boundary Review Committer agreed a series of draft proposals
for future arrangements of' spacific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of'the
Community Governance Review provess. The proposed arrangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal aflecting both Hollinswoed & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Council is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

B A N —_—,e,e,—,—,—,————s-se e, e ——————

The Community Governance Review phase fwo community vonsultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Coungcil. In
response to this phase two consultation finding. the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the nead for parish and town council amangements to deliver effective and
eflicient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the amangements need to be rev iewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangenienis to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it difticult to identily the optimum
arrangements.

Nonetheless. the Commitiee has agreed to consult on proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.




Proposal twu: creste two new parish coungils; one for Breokside and the second for Stirchley and
Hollinsw ovd & Randlay.

The proposals set out below would deliver goed electoral =quality and would also aim to reflect shared
character of the respective areas with the South Telford estate area of Brookside beiny given its own Parish
Council to rellect that arca

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation of a parish counsil that is formed from the Brookside community as
detined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwands Page 13 including properties 10 the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Parish ward nama ;:::!;3 Seats EA:ta;:lE:l‘ :::c:::: Variance

rookside 18R ] 3043 603 A%

tirchley Road Tl 2 | rars | ew 1Y
Totsl T 4318 a97

Stirchiey and Hollinsw ood & Randiay

This propoesed parish council would see an area of Stirchley combine with the exisuing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This area would. in general. be boundad by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a small number of properties 1o the south of Strchley Raad a1 the nrorth end of the recreation area)
and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane. Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Clase in the Holmer Lake area.

Elactors

Electors
Polling distdiet | Sesats A;at;nt per seat Variance
TIR, TTO 7 4361 623 4%
YT (pant25%), } :
I8, TIH 8 2820 564 6%
12 T84 888

YOUR VIEWS MATTER
| suprort the above proposal >

{ appuose the above propusal = Q/
- 2
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Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

At its meeting on 4% September 2025, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of draft proposals
for future arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a thind phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed amangements tor consultation, including the
rationale Tor the dratt proposal allecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Council is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

DR, S A —————

The Community Govemnance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Counwil which would have been created from the merzer of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response to this phase two consultation finding. the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
arca. This was with a view ta the need for parish and town council arrangements to deliver etfective and
cfficient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore. in past Borough reviews, there has beena variety of views around the best arrangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it difficult to identify the optimum

arrangements.

Nonetheless. the Committee has agreed to consult on proposal two: create two new parish councils: one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal thwe: create tw o new parish councils: one for Breokside and the second for Stirchiev and

Hollinswood & Randlay.

The proposals set out below would deliver good elecionl equality and would also aim to reflect shared
characier o1 the respeclive areas with the South Tellord estate arca of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council to retlect that area

Brookside

This praposal is based on the creation of'a parish council that is formed from the Brookside community as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwands Page 13 including properties to the south of
Stirchley Read such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Parish ward nama 3:‘&‘;? Seats i;;:n:nz:t‘ :::‘::.': Varlance
Biookside T8R 5 | 3043 609 -1%
Stirctley Road Téﬁ‘i 2 | wn 638 ™
Etal T | 4. 313

Stirchley and Hollinswond & Rapdlay

Thix proposed parish council would see an area of’ Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This arca would. in general, be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a small number of properties 1o the south of Stire hley Road at the north end of the recreation arca)
and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane. Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

At ward | paling diatrict | Seats E’i::fu‘ poraont | variance
B i
ali de | TTS, TTH

otal 12 7184 698
YOUR VIEWS MATTER
| supprort the above proposal >

| oppose the above proposal ~ -
osteode iy T € ; Z & (i) ,

R S B QO

Comments

U
jab
Q
@D
N
=
00)



Proposed Towan & Parish Council Boundaries

Al its meeting on 4% September 2023, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of drall proposals
for Ruture arrangements of specilic areas that were to be the subject of'a thind phase of consultation of the
Community Governmance Review process. The propased armangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft prapoesal affecting both Hollinswood & Rardlay and Stirchtey & Brookside Parish
Council is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

The Community Govemnance Review phase two community censultation tound considerable apposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the menger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response to this phase two consuttation finding. the Committer asked for further proposals in relation to this
arca. This was with a view 1o the nead for parish and town council arrangements to deliver effective and
efficient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate thal the amangements nead to be reviewed.

Furthermore. in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best amrangements to

adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it difticult to identity the optimum
amingements.

Nonetheless. the Commitiee has agreed 10 consult en proposal two: ¢reate two rew parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinsweod & Randlay.
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Propusal twe: create two new parish councils; eac for Brookside and the second for Stirchiey and

Hollinswood & Randlay.

The proposals set out below would deliver pood electoral equality and would also aim to reflect shared
character of the respective arcas with the South Tellord estate arca of Brookside being given iis own Parish
Council to reflect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation ol a parish council that is formed from the Brookside community as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends nonthwards Page 13 including properties o the south ol
Stirchley Road such that it is boursded by ihe Town Park.

Eisctors
Polling Electors
Parish ward name district Seats Aalasal.;ll per ssat Variance
TER 5 3043 609 A%
TTT (pant .
75%) 2 120 636 3%
4318 617

Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay

This proposed pansh council would see an area of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This area would, in general. be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a small number of properties to the soeuth of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation area)
amd include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane. Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

Elactors

arlah ward Ehctors

pesile Polling district | Seats | Az'?zl;“ per seat Varance

ohmwoodd | 1R, TI0 T | oam 623 %
Strchiay & | VTT (part 25%), .
P! ! Lak IS, TTH $ 2820 564 A%
ITotal 12 7181 533
YOUR VIEWS MATTLER
| support the above proposal [ e

| appuoar the abuve proposal >
X
My Posteade is l £ g 2 B
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Comments
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Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

At its meeting on 4% September 2025, the Boundary Review Commitiee agreed a series of draft proposals
for future arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal aftecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Council is:

ROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

The Community Governance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response to this phase two consultation finding, the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council amangements to deliver effective and
efficient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore. in past Borough reviews. there has been a variety of views around the best amrangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electorat registration makes it difficult to identity the optimum
arrangements.

Nonetheless, the Committee has agreed to consult on proposal two: ereate two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal tbwo: ereate two ne
Hollinswood & Randlay.

w_parish councily; one for Brookside and the second for Stirchiey and

‘The proposals set eut below would deliver good elecioral equality and would also aim to reflect shared

character of the respective areas with the South Teltord estate area ot Brookside being given its own Parish

Council to retlect that arca.
Brookside

This proposal is baved on the creation oba parish council that is tormed from the Brookside community as
detined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including propedies to the south of
Stirchdey Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Eloctars
Polling Electors
Parish ward name diatrict Seals Azunﬂzllls“ por seat Variance
TAR 5 3043 609 A%
TTT (part R
75%) 2 1273 636 %
4316 617

Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay

This proposed parish council would see an area of Stitchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This arca would. in gencral. be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would

inctude a small number of propetties to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation arca)
and include Taderma Drive, Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake arca.

E.:::::h Ward | polling district | Seats EA;EER :::':‘:: Varlance
R:'n"",',;}“’“ 4 mmoTo 1 | a3 623 %
Al N T R
otal 12 7181 538

YOUR VIEWS MATTER
I support the above proposal —eees oo ~ D
[ oppose the above proposal = > E —
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Proposed Town & Pacish Council Boundaries

AUits meeting on 4 Septemaber 2023, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of drall proposals
for future armangements of specitic areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of'the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal attecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Council is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

A N N ey F e,y - -

The Community Governance Review phase two community consultation found censiderable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response to this phase two consultation finding. the Committee asked for turther proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arangements to deliver effective and
eficient govemance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore. in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower clectoral registration makes it difticult to identify the optimum
arrangements.

Nornetheless. (he Committee has agreed to consult on praposal two: create two aew parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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arish councils; one for Brookside and the second for Stirchley and

Hollinswood & Randiay.

The proposals set out below would deliver goad electoral equality and would alse aim o retlect shared
character of the respective arcas with the South Teltford estate arca of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council to rellect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation ol a parish council that is tormed from the Brookside community s
delined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properiies to the south off
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Elactors
Polling Electors
Parlsh ward name district Soeats Azuugzl.;lt por sgat Variance
TBR [] 3043 609 1%
TTT (pad = .
75%) 2 1273 636 JI%
7 4316 €17

Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay

This proposed parish council would see an area ol Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This arca would. in general, be bounded by Stirchiey Road (although itwould
include w small number of properties to the south of Stitchley Road at the north end of the recreation arca}
and include Tadenma Drive, Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscabel Close in the Holmer Lake arca.

f { Etactora
Parlsh ward Elactors
Aa Polling district | Seats Aal.logzl;ll par seat Varlance
olinewood & | 11r, TT0 1 | e 623 4%
tirchlay & TTT {part 25%),
olmerLake | VTS, TTH 5 | ®o | 64 it
(Total 12 7181 (3]
YOUR VIEWS MATTER
I support the above proposal > l:l
1 oppose the above proposil -ccceeoeeeeeeoo cemrememeee E,

MY Posteode is ,,T |- . ]D ;L = \A
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Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

Atits meeting on 4" September 2023, the Boundary Review Commitee agreed a series of draft proposals
for future arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal aftecting bath Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Council ts:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

The Community Govermance Review phase two camumunity consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger ot the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
cesponse to this phase twa consultation finding, the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council ammangements to deliver effective and
eficient govemance, The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best amangements to

adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it difficult to identify the optimum
arrangements.

Nonetheless, the Committee has agreed to consult on proposal twe: ereate two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Progosal two: create two new_parish councils: onc for Braokside and the second for Stirchley and

Hollinswoud & Randlay.

‘The proposals set out below would deliver pood electoral equality and would also aim to retlect shared
character of the respective arcas with the South Teltord estate area of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council to retlect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation ol a parish council that is fonmed lrem the Brookside community as
delined by Brookside Avenue and then extends nerthwards Page 13 including properties to the south of’
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Electors
Polling Electors
Parlah ward name diatrict Seats Azuou;;ll perasat Vartance
rookslde TBR S 3043 609 A%
TTT (pant
lirchlay Road 75%) 2 1273 636 I%
{Total 7 4316 617

Stirehiey and Hollinswood & Randlay

This proposed parish council would see an area of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This arca would, in general. be bounded by Stirchley Road (atthough it would
include a small number of properties to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation arca)
and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane. Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Like arca.

Electora
sriahward | pglling diatict | Seata | August | ECIOM | yyrance
. 2028 | P

‘Hollinswood | -

'Rundli TIR, TTO T | 4 823 4%
tiichloy & TTT {part 25%).

“olmer Lake | Y18, TTH .| | = -
otal 12 7181 598

YOUR VIEWS MATTER

[ support the above proposal > l:]

| apprese the above propoesal ->
_—
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Propesed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

Al its meeting on 4" September 2023, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of draft proposals
for future arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of'a third phase of consultation of the
Community Govenance Review process. The proposed amangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal af¥ecting both Hollinswoed & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Council is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

B Ay e -

The Community Governance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response to this phase two consultation finding. the Committee asked for further proposals in relation 10 this
area. This was with a view to the aced for parish and town council amrangements to deliver effective and
eflicient governance. The receat spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore. in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower etectoral registration makes it difficult to identity the optimum
arrangements.

Nonetheless, the Committee has agreed to consult on proposal two: create 1wo new parish councils: one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal twe: create bwo new parish councils; one (or Brooksitde and the second lor Stirchley and
Hollinswood & Randlay.

The proposals set out below would deliver good electoral equality and would alse aim (o rellect shared
character of the respective arcas with the South Telford estate area of Brookside being given its own Parish

Council to retlect that area.

Brockside

This propeosal is based on the creation of a pansh council that is tormed from the Brookside community as
delined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties to the south ol
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Electors
Polling Electora
Parish ward nama diatrict Seats A;l&!;ll por woat Varlance
Brookslde TBR ] 3043 609 ~1%
- TTT (pact
tirchley Road 75%) 2 1273 636 3%
olal 7 4316 617

Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay

This proposed parish council would see an arca of Sticchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This arca would, in general. be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include @ small number of propettics w the south of Stirchley Road at the north end ot the recreation arca)
and include Todonna Dave, Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holiner Lake arca.

::'r'l‘:h ward | poling district | Seats E\L\nﬁtz:l. s::‘;‘:: l Varlance
oy 08| TR0 7 | aset 623 a%
S e I R
flotal 12 7181 598

YOUR VIEWS MATTER

I support the above proposal ---o--ccmmocoee - D

1 oppose the above proposal - oo > B,
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Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

Atits meeting on 4™ September 2025, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of draft proposals
for future arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed amangements tor consultation, including the
rationale for the deaft proposal affecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchiey & Brookside Parish
Council is:

ROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

The Community Governance Review phase two community consultation tound considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. [n
response to this phase two consultation finding. the Committes asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council amangements to deliver effective and
efficient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need te be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it difticult to ideatity the optimum
arrangements.

Nonetheless., the Committee has agreed to censult on proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal two: create tvo new parish councils; one for Brookside and the second for Stirchley and

Hollinswood & Randlay.

The proposals set out below would deliver gond electoral equality and would also aim to retlect shared
character of the respective arcas with the South Telord estate area of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council to reHect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation ol a parish council that is formed trom the Brookside community as
delined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties to the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Electors
Polling Electors
Parlsh ward name district Seats Azl.loﬂzlall per seat Varlance
Brookslde TBR ] 3043 609 1%
TV (patt
[Sl’rldﬂay Road 75%) 2 1273 636 3%
{Total 7 4318 617

Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay

This proposed parish councit would see an area ol Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This area would. in general, be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a simall number of properties to the south ol Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation arca)
and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane. Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area,

| | Elactors

arlah ward Electors

P

! - olling diatdct | Seats Azuou;;lt por seat Varlance
Paievomis | vy 70 r | 43 623 %
iStirchlay & TTT (part 25%), |
Foimeriake | 118 TTH §_| | | o %

otal 12 7181 598
YOUR VIEWS MATTER
I support the above proposa] s---eesmemeeeeee e D
I uppose the above proposil —=--s—-am s > B
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Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

At its meeting on 4% September 2023, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of draft proposals
for future arrangements of specilic areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consuliation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed ammangements tor consultation, including the
rationale for the dratt proposal affecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Council is:

AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY

The Community Govemnance Review phase two community consultation tound considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response to this phase two consultation finding. the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangements to deliver effective and
efficient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignations trom Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it difticult to identify the optimum
arrangements.

Nonetheless, the Committee has agreed to consult on proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.

i
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Proposal two: create twoe new parish councils; one for Brovkside and the second for Stirchley and
1lellinswood & Randlay.

The proposals set aut below would deliver soodd electoral equatity and would alse aim to reflect shared
character of the respective areas with the South Telford estate area of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council to reflect that arca.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation ol a parish covneil that is tormed from the Brookside community as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties to the south ol
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Pask.

Elactors
Polling Elsctors
Parlsh ward name diatrict Seata Az%n;;“ por suat Varlance
TBR 8 3043 609 -1%
TTT (part ; "
75%) 2 1273 636 3%
4318 617

Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay

This proposed parish council would see an arca of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Councit. This arca would. in general. be bounded by Stirchley Road {ahtiough it would
include a small number of properties to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end ol the reereation arca)
and include Tadonna Drive, Holnter Lane. Wroxseter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake arca.

Efactora
arlsh ward Elactors
ania Polling district | Seats Azuonzl;al por seat Varlance
fofinewoed 8 | yrq 110 v | ae | e a%
TTT {part 25%),
XIS, TTH 5 2820 564 4%
12 71814 598
YOUR VIEWS MATTER
I support the above proposal —asseecmmem s
| oppose the above proposil ——---— oo R—
T > ) n
My Postende s 7 2 & ity ( o
1 4 b %.
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Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

At its meeting on 4% September 2023, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of drafl proposals
for future arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consuliation, including the
rationate for the draft proposal alYecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Council is:

3ROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

The Community Governance Review phase two community consultation tound considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response to this phase two consultation finding, the Commitiee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangements to deliver etfective and
eflicient povernance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the armangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it difficult to identify the optimum

arrangements.

Nonetheless. the Committee has agreed to consult on proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randiay.
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Proposal two: ereate two new parish councily; one for Brookside and the second for Stirchley and
Hollinswood & Randlay.

The proposals set out below would deliver good electoral equality and would alse aim to rellect shared
character of the respective areas with the South Telford estate area of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council to retlect that arca.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation of a parish couneil that is formed from the Brookside community as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including propetties to the south off
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Elactors
Palling Elactors
Parlah ward name district Seats Aﬁ&l;ﬂ por seat Varlance
-Elooks!de TBR 5 3043 609 1%
TTT (part
lirchley Road 75%) 2 1273 636 I%
[Total 7 4318 817

Stirchler and Hollinswood & Randlay

‘This proposed parish comeil would see an arca of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This arca would. in general. be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a smatl number of properties to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end ol the recreation area)
and include Tadorma Drive. Holmer Lane. Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the FHolmer Lake area.

Eiectors
arish ward Etectors
ame Polling district | Seata ‘iuogz%“ per seat Varlance
TR, TTO ¥ 4361 623 4%
TTT (part 25%),
TS, YTH 5 2820 564 %
12 7184 598
YOUR VIEWS MATTER
I support the above proposal —~—-—eeeseeeme e D
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Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

Atits meeting on 4% September 2023, the Boundary Review Commiltee agreed a series of drail proposals
for future arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal affecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Council is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

N Ny e — - —_———

The Community Governance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response to this phase two consultation finding, the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arangements to deliver effective and
eRicient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best amangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it diflicult to identify the optimum

arrangements.

Nonetheless. the Committee has agreed to consull on proposal twe: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal two: create bvo new parish councils; one for Brookside and the secon:d for Stirchley and

Hollinswood & Randlay.

The proposals set out below would deliver good electoral equality and would also aim to rellect shared
character of the respective arcas with the South Teltord estate arca of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council o reflect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the ereation of a parish couneil that is formed (rom the Brookside connmunity as
delined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties 1o the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Electors
Polling Eloctorn
Parish ward name dlstrict Seats Azu&%‘l por seat Variance
TBR 8 3043 609 %
TVT (pant oy o
75%) 2 1273 836 %
7 4316 6817

Stirehiey and Hollinswood & Randbay

This proposed parish couneil would see an arca of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This arca would. in pencral, be bounded by Sturchley Road (although it would
include a small number of properties to the south of Stirchley Road it the north end ol the recreation arca)
and include Tadorma Drive. Hobmer Lane. Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

Electors

Parish ward Electors
'n e Polling diatrict | Seats Aauouzs;lt par seat Variance
Hollinswood & .
Randia TIR, TTO 7 4361 623 | 4%

ticchley & TTT {part 26%), |
Holmer Lake TS, TTH 5 % - 6%
il_‘oill 12 7181 £98

YOUR VIEWS MATTER

I support the above proposal —-------ooeeeeoeeeee .

I appose the above pmpoxal >
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Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

Al its meeting on 4™ September 2025, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of drall proposals
for future arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultation. including the
rationale for the dratt proposat af¥ecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish

Council is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

The Community Govemnance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition 10
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Padsh Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response la this phase two consultation finding. the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
arca. This was with a view to the need far parish and town council arrangements to deliver elfective and
eflicient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignations (rom Stirchley & Broakside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the amangements need to be reviewad.

Furthermore. in past Borough reviews. there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements to
adopt in relation to this arca and lower electoral registration makes it difticult to identify the optimum
arrangements.

Nonetheless. the Committee has agreed to consult on proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchiey and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal two: ereate fwo new parish councils; one for Brookside and the second for Stirchley and
Hollinswoud & Randiay.

The proposals set out below would deliver good clectoral equality and would alse aim to retlect shared
character ot the respective arcas with the South Telford estate arca of Brookstde being given its own Parish
Council to retlect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation ol'a parish council that is fonmed from the Brookside community as
detined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties to the south off
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Parish ward name ;‘;:"'l'g Seats i;i;:;;::l' 5::‘:'::: Varance
Brookside T8R $ 3043 609 %
Etmhioy Road T;w)““ 2 | s 638 3%
[Total T 416 617

Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay

This proposed parish council would see an arca of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswoed and
Randlay Parish Council. This arca would, in peneral, be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a small number ol propettics to the south of Stischley Road at the north end of the recreation area)
and include Taderma Drive, Holmer Eane. Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Hoelmer Lake arca.

Electors
Elactors
Polling district | Seats Azlsnzl;al perseat Varlance
TIR, TTO L3 4361 623 4%
TTT {part 25%W), ; ‘ 1
TS, TTH § 2820 864 6%
12 7181 598
YOUR VIEWS MATTER
I suppurt the above proposal - > D
I appose the above proposal ----- B
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Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

At its meeting on 4" September 2025, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of draft proposals
for future arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subjeet of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal affecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish

Council is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWQOOD & RANDLAY

The Commiunity Governance Review phase two community consultation found considerable apposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswoed and Randlay Parish Council. In
responise ta this phase two consultation finding, the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangements to deliver effective and
efficient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignaiions from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it difficult to identify the optimum
arrangements,

Nonetheless, the Commiltee has agreed to consult on proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal iwe: ereate fwo new parish councils; one for Brookside and the second for Stirchley and
Hollinsweod & Randlay.
The proposals set out below would deliver good electoral equality and would also aim to reflect shared

character of the respective areas with the South Telford esiate area of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council to reflect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation of a parish council that is formed from the Brookside community as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properiies to the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Parish ward name ;:m? Soala EAEJELE:I. 'E::‘;‘:;: Varlance
Brookside TBR 5 | _3043 609 1%
Stirchiey Road T‘,’g}gf“ 2 1273 636 %
[Tatal T 4316 617

Stirchiey and Hollinswood & Randlay

This proposed parish conncil would see an area of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council, This area would, in general, be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a small number of properties to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation area)
and include Taderma Drive, Holmer Lane, Wroxeler Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

Elactors

Pollieg disrct | Seate | August oot | Variance
TTR. TTO 7 4361 623 4%
T | s | 2020 564 %
12 7184 598

YOUR VIEWS MATTER

I suppori the above proposat > D

1 oppose the above proposal > D '
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Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

Al its meeting on 4% September 2025, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of draft proposals
for future arrangements of specific areas that were 10 be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed amrangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal affecting both Hollinswood & Randtay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Coungil is:

BROOKSIDE, STTRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

The Community Governance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response to this phase two consultation finding, the Committee asked for further proposals in refation to this
area. This was with & view 1o the need for parish and town council arangements to deliver effective and
efficient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral re pistration makes it difficult to identify the optimum
arrangements.

Nonetheless, the Conmittee has agreed to consult on proposal twa: creale two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay. '
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Proposal two: ereate bwo nesw parish councils; one for Brookside and the second for Stirchley and
Hollinswood & Randlay.

The proposals set out betow would deliver good electoral equality and would also aim to reflect shared
character of the respective areas with the South Telford estate area of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council to reflect that area,

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation of a parish council that is formed from the Brookside cornmunity as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties to the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Parishwardname | S90S |goats ﬂiﬁ:ﬁ: ::‘“::: Variance
) TBR 5 | 3043 809 %
Strchiey Road Tgé&“" 2 1273 636 3%
Fotal 7| aste Gl

Stirchley and Hollinsywood & Randlay

This proposed parish council would see an area of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This area would, in general, be bounded by Stirchley Road (althouglh it would
include a small number of properties to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation area)
and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

Electors

arish ward Electors
ame Palling district | Scata Azt;q;;st par asat Varlance
Holltnawood &
Randtay TR, TTO 7 4361 623 4%
tirchlay & TTT (pan 25%),
me Lake 78, TTH 5 2629 564 4%
atat 12 7181 598
YOUR VIEWS MATTER
I support the above proposal > D
I oppose the above proposal - >
i |/ 4 A -
My Postcode is / ) :
H @ s B O
Comments

N flalW. Ea
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Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

At its meeting on 4™ September 2025, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of draft proposals
for future arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Govemance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultation, including the
rationals for the draft proposal affecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Couneil is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

The Community Govemance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response to this phase two consultation finding, the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangements to deliver effective and
efficient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around {he best arrangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it difficuit to identify the oplimum
arrangements.

Nonetheless, the Committez has agreed to consult on proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal two: create hwvo new parish councils; one for Brookside and the second for Stirchley and
Hollinswood & Randlay.

The proposals set out below would deliver good electoral equality and would also aim to reflect shared
character of the respective areas with the South Telford estate area of Brookside being given its own Parish
Couneil to reflect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the ereation of a parish council that is formed from the Brookside community as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties to the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Elactors
Palling Electors
Parish ward name diatrict Seats .Ggaaz%al per ssat Varlance
Brookside TBR 5 3043 609 ~1%
TTT {part
[Stirchley Road 15%) 1273 636 %
Tatal T 4316 617

Siirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay

This proposed parish council would see an area of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This area would, in general, be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a small number of properties 1o the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation area)
and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area,

Eloctors

Elactors
Potling diatrict | Seats A;:&\;al poredat Variance
TTR, TTO 7 4361 623 4%
TTT (patt 25%).
TTS. TTH 5 2820 564 6%
12 7181 499
YOUR VIEWS MATTER
1 support the above proposal > D
1 oppose the above proposal > E

My Posteode is TF 5 Z D _)—

\
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Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundarfes

At its meeting on 4™ September 2025, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of drafl proposals
for future arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed amangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal affecting both Hellinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Coungil is:

BROOQKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

The Community Governance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been ereated from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response to this phase two consultation finding, the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangements to deliver effective and
efficient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furihermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it difficult to identify the optimum
arrangements.

Nonetheless, the Committee has agreed to consult on proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal bwo: ereafe two new parish councils; one for Brookside and the second for Stirehley ancl
Hollinswood & Randlay.

The proposals set out below would deliver good electoral equality and would also aim to reftect shared
character of the respective areas with the South Telford estate area of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council to reflect that area.

Brookside

This proposat is based on the creation of a parish council that is formed [rom the Brookside community as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties to the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Parish ward name ;:'tl:l';"’ Saats i:::gi:: s::fm Varlance
Brookakde TBR 5 3043 609 -1%
?yhley Road T;g}ff“ 2 1273 836 3%

'otal 7 4316 817

Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randla

This proposed parish council would see an area of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This area would, in general, be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a smatl number of properties to the south of Stirchley Rend at the north end of the recreation area}
and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

Electors

::'r:." ward | posing district | Soats Azl.legzt;ll 5::?:3 Varlance
W" TIR, 170 7 | 436t | 623 %
L e | T | | o
Total 12 7181 298

YOUR VIEWS MATTER

1 support the above proposal >

I oppose the above proposal > @/

My Postcode is T F 3 2 A (;
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Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

At its meeting on 4 September 2025, the Boundary Review Committes agreed a series of draft proposals
for future arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal affecting both Hollinswoed & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Council is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

The Community Governance Review phase twoe community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Couneil which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Couneil. In
response to this phase two consultation finding, the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council aangements to deliver effective and
efficient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arangements need to be reviewed,

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements to
adopt in relation ta this area and lower electoral registration makes it difficult to identify the optimum

arrangements,

Nonetheless, the Committee has agreed to consult on proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for Brookside and the second for Siirchley and
Hollinswood & Randlay.

The proposals set out below would deliver good electoral equality and would also aim to reflect shared
character of the respective areas with the South Telford estate area of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council to reflect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation of a parish council that is formed from the Brookside community as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends nortliwards Page 13 including properties to the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park,

Porishwardname | FOUIN0 | goats E\Eg;z:: ﬂ:‘;‘;‘: Variance
Brookside TBR 5 3043 609 1%
Stirchiey Road Tg&’)"" 2 1273 636 3%
Total 7T | a6 7

Stirchley and Hollinswoed & Randlay

This proposed parish council would see an area of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinsweod and
Randlay Parish Council. This area would, in general, be bounded by Stirchtey Road (although it would
include a small number of properties to the south of Stirchley Road at the norih end of the recreation area)
and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

Eluctors
Elactors
Polting diatrict | Seats Aauogiu;t per saat Varlance
TR, TTO 4 4361 623 4%
TTT (pan 25%),
118, TTH § 2820 564 6%
12 7181 699
YOUR VIEWS MATTER
1 support the above proposal >

1 oppose the above proposal > z
My Postcode is T F 3 2—3- F

H (R, s B ©

Comments




Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

At its meeting on 4* September 2025, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of draft proposals
for future arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultation, including the
cationale for the draft proposal affecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish

Council is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

The Community Governance Review phase lwo community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Couneil which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchtey & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Couneil. In
response to this phase two consultation finding, the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangements to deliver effective and
efficient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
ntay be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it difficult to identify the optimum
arrangements.

Nonetheless, the Committee has agreed to consult on proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal bwo! create fivo new parish councils; one for Brookside aud the second for Siirchley and
Hollinswood & Randlay.

The proposals set out below would deliver good electeral equality and would also aim to reflect shared
character of the respective areas with the South Telford estate area of Brookside being given ils own Parish
Council to reflect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation of a parish council that is formed from the Brookside community as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties to the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Parish ward name ;‘::':{3 Seats %;:i:: :::‘;l:;: Vartanco

rookskle TBR 5 3043 509 1%
Eummey Road Tg.g’f“ ) 1273 636 %
[Total T 4316 617

Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay

This proposed parish courcil would see an area of Stirchiey combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This area would, in general, be bounded by Stirchley Read (although it would
include a small number of properties to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation area)
and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

Elactors
Elactors

Palling district | Seats Azuugzl;ﬂ par seat Vartance

TIR, TTQ T 4361 623 4%
TTT (part 25%),

TTS. TTH B 2820 564 &%

12 7181 498
YOUR VIEWS MATTER

1 support the above proposal >

I oppese the above proposal - > z

My Postcs)de is TF% ZJ H

G

Comments

3 B 0




Proposed Town & Parish Councit Boundaries

At its meeting on 4™ September 2025, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of drafl proposals
for future arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Communily Governance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal affecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Council is:

ROOKSIDE, STIRCHELEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOR & BANDLAY

‘The Community Govemance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response to this phase two consullation finding, the Committee asked for further proposals in relation o this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council armangements to deliver effective and
efficient governance, The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Couneil
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower efectoral registration makes it difficult to identify the optimum
arrangements.

Nonetheless, the Committee has agreed to consult on proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal iwe: create two new parish councils; oneg for Brookside and the second for Stirchley and
Hollinswood & Randlay,
The proposals set out below would deliver good electoral equality and would also aim te reflect shared

character of the respective areas with the South Telford estaie area of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council to reflect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation of a parish council that is formed from the Brookside community as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties to the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Parish ward name ;:‘llr!t?:’t' Seals E\E;;;tz:: :::‘;l:;: Varlance
Brookekie TBR 5 3043 509 1%
Stirohtey Road “;g,g’)‘“ 2 | 1213 636 3%
Total T 4318 G

Stirchiey and Hollinswood & Randlay

This proposed parish council would see an area of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Couscil. This area would, in general, be bounded by Stirchley Road (atthough it would
include a small number of properties to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation area)
and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

Eiectars
Electors

Polling diatrict | Seals Azuouat;n per seat Yarlance

TR, TTO 7 4361 623 4%
TTT (part 25%).

TS, TTH ] 2020 564 6%

12 7181 558
YOUR VIEWS MATTER

I support the above proposal >

[ oppose the above proposal — > IZ"
My Posteode is TF3 Z L &_

H@SBO

Comments




Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

At its meeting on 4™ September 2025, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of draft proposals
for future arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed ammangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the drafi proposal affecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Council is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOQOD & RANDEAY

The Community Govemance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council, In
response to this phase two consultation finding, the Committee asked for fusrther proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangements to deliver effective and
efficient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it difficult to identify the optimum
arrangements.

Nonetheless, the Committee has agreed to consult on proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal fwo: create two new parish councils; ene for Brookside and the second for Stirchlev and
Hollinswood & Randlay.

The proposals set out below would deliver good electoral equality and would also aim 1o reftect shared
character of the respective areas with the South Telford estate area of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council to reflect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation of a parish council that is formed from the Brookside community as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties to the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Partshward ame | SOWN | goats ﬂ:ﬁ? ﬁ:‘a‘m Variance
rouksiie TBR 5 3043 609 %

&d?ey Road T;g}&‘“ 2 1273 636 %
otal 7 431 3N

Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randla

This proposed parish council would see an area of Stirchtey combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. Fhis area would, in general, be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a small number of properties to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation area)
and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

Parishward | polling district | Seate i:u.;:{:: 5::‘;‘:: Varisnce
gﬁ'&‘;""“ TR, TTO 7 | 4361 623 %
el I R
otat 7| 78 ]

YOQUR VIEWS MATTER

[ support the above proposal >

I oppose the above proposal ---------s=mnmmmmmmmemeeen s oo > Z
My Posteode is ‘ F % Z,I_.E

H @ 8 B o}

Commenis
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Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundavies

At its meeting on 4 September 2025, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of draft proposals
for firture arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The propesed amangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal affecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Council is:

ROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDEAY

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY ANIY HOZLLINSWERIU & Do oAl

The Community Governance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response 1o this phase two consultation finding, the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangements to deliver effective and
efficient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Couneil
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermaore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements o
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it difficult to identify the optimum
arrangements.

Nonetheless, the Connittee has agreed to consult on proposal iwo: create two new parish couneils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal bwe: create thwo new parish councils; one for Brookside and the second for Stirchley and
Hollinswood & Randlay.

The proposals set out below would deliver good electoral equality and would also aim to reflect shared
character of the respective areas with the South Telford estate area of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council to reflect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation of a parish council that is formed from the Brookside community as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties to the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Parish ward tiame 5‘:‘!"'":“' Seats lislgtz:l‘ f::‘;‘;’g Variance
Brookside TBR 5 3043 809 -1%
Ktirchtay Road T;;,g’)“" 2 1273 636 %
Total 7 [ 67

Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay

This proposed parish council would see an area of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Couneil. This area would, in general, be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a small number of praperties to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation area)
and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

Electora

Electors
Polling district | Seats Aataq;;at poragat Varlance

TR, TTO 7 4361 623 4%
TUT (pant 25%, )
18, TTH 5 2820 564 %
12 7181 fitdi)
YOUR VIEWS MATTER
I suppori the above proposal >

1 oppese the above proposal > z’
My Postgode is ‘ l ?) 2 — T

H R/ S B 0

Comments




Propesed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

At its meeting on 4" September 2025, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of draft proposals
for future arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal affecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish

Council is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOQOD & RANDLAY

=2ANSA A ALl B

The Community Governance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response to this phase two consultation finding, the Commiitee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangements to deliver effective and
efficient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it difficult to identify the optimum
arrangements.

Nonetheless, the Committes has agreed to consult on proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal two: create fwo new parish conneils; one for Brogkside and the second for Stirchley and
Hollinswood & Randlay.

The proposatls set out below would deliver good electoral equality and would also aim to reflect shared
character of the respective areas with the South Telford estate area of Brookstde being given its own Parish
Coungcil to reflect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation of a parish council that is fermed from the Brookside community as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties to the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Parish ward name ;‘::':{g Seats I%E;;‘Z:: :::fm Varlance

(ookside TBR 5 3043 609 1%
E;whley Road T‘;g,(ff“ 2 1273 636 %
{Igt_a! T 4318 a7

Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay

This proposed parish council would see an area of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This area would, in general, be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a small number of properties to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation area)
and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lare, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

Electors
arish ward Eluctors
Arflg Polling diatrict | Seats Azt:)uai;st por seal Varlance
newaod &

ancilay TIR, TTO 7 4361 623 4%
trchlay & TTT (part 25%),

Em lake | TTS.TTH 5 | @m0 | W %
atal 12 7161 498

YOUR VIEWS MATTER

I support the above proposal >

I eppose the above proposal > z
{ -
My Postcode is ‘ F 3 2 L—%

H @ 8 B O

Comments




Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

At its meeting on 4% September 2025, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of draft proposals
for future arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The propased arrangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal affecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Council is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

The Community (Govemance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response to this phase two consultation finding, the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town couneil arrangements to deliver effective and
efficient governance, The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it difficult to identify the optimum
arrangemenis.

Nonetheless, the Committee has agreed to consult on proposal two: creale two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal hve: ereate fwo new parish conncils; one for Brogkside and the second for Stirchley and
Hollinswood & Randlay.

The proposals set out below would deliver good electoral equality and would also aim to reflect shared
character of the respective areas with the South Telford estate area of Brookside being given ils own Parish
Couneil 1o reflect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation of a parish couneil that is formed from the Brockside community as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties to the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Elactors

Polling Eloctors
Parish ward name district Seats A;Bg;;sl por seat Varlance
Brookskie 18R 5 3043 609 -1%
TTT (part
Stirchtey Road 75%) 1273 636 3%
Total T 4316 617

Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlny

This proposed parish council would see an area of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This area would, in general, be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a small number of properties to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation area)
and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

Electors
Elactors
Polingdiatlet | Seats | Auguat | igyy | Varlancs

TR, 1O 7 4361 623 4%
TTT (part 25%),
1S, TTH 5 2320 564 5%
12 al:l 5348
YOUR VIEWS MATTER
I support the above proposal - >

I oppose the above proposal >

My Postcode is WS ZAS
H ® S B 0

Comments

N
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Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

Al its meeting on 4% September 2025, the Boundary Review Commitiee agreed a series of draft proposals
for future arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal affecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Council is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

The Community Governance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council, In
response to this phase two consultation finding, the Commiitiee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangements to deliver effective and
efficient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements to
adopt in relation to this area and tower electoral registration makes it difficult to identify the optimum
arrangeiments.

Neonetheless, the Committes has agreed to consult on proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal two: creafe bvo new parish conncils; one for Brookside anid the sccond for Stirchley and
Hollinswood & Randlay.

The proposals sel out below would deliver good electoral equality and would also aim to reflect shared
character of the respective areas with the South Telford estate area of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council to reflect that area,

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation of a parish council that is formed from the Brookside community as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties to the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Parsh ward name ;‘:ltlr[llg Seats %E:'Z: ﬂ:‘:‘:;: Varlance
Brookskde TBR 8 3043 508 -1%
iStirchley Road ngs(&m 2 1273 636 %
Total 7 4316 G917

Stirchiley and Hollinswood & Randlay

This proposed parish council would see an area of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This area would, in general, be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a small number of properties to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation area)
and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

Electors
Parish ward Elactors
hame Pailing district | Soeals Alt:]u;;lt por aeat Varlance
Holiinawood &
Randla TR, TTO 7 4361 623 4%
Stirchiey & TV (et 25%). .
ioimer Lake TT5. TTH 5 2820 564 6%
fTotal 12 T168% 6599
YOUR VIEWS MATTER

1 support the above proposal >

1 gppose the above proposal > Z’
My Postcode is TF 3 2 L—D
o
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Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

At its meeting on 4™ September 2025, the Boundary Review Committce agreed a series of draft proposals
for future arrangements of specific arcas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal afiecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Council is:

ROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & BANDLAY

The Community Governance Review phase two community consuliation found considerable oppesition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response to this phase two consultation finding, the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangements to deliver effective and
efficient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it difficult to identify the optimum
arrangements.

Nonetheless, the Committee has agreed to consult en proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal fwo: create two new parish councils; one for Brookside and the second for Stirehley and
Hollinswood & Randlay.

The proposals set out below would deliver good electoral equality and would also aim to reflect shared
chiaracter of the respective areas with the South Telford estate area of Brookside being given its own Parish
Couneil to reflect that area.

Brookside

This propesal is based on the creation of a parish council that is formed from the Brookside community as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends norihwards Page 13 including properties to the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Parish ward name ;:ll"{':? Seata EAi:u.;;lZ:!. :l’:c.l:;: Varlance

rookside TBR 5 3043 608 -1%
Eurdﬂey Road “;g.}ff" 2 1273 636 3%
[Tatal 7 4316 617

Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay

This proposed parish council would see an area of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This area would, in general, be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a small number of properties to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation area}
and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

Eloctors

Elatctors
Polling district | Seals Azl:)nzu;t par anat Varlsnce

TR, TT0 7 4361 623 4%
TTT (pari 25%),
178, TTH § 280 564 6%
12 7181 594
YOUR VIEWS MATTER

[ support the above proposal - >

1 gppose the above proposal -------ssmmmmsmmmme oo > B,
My Postcodeis _ "7 §otty ¥
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Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

At its meeting on 4" September 2025, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of draft proposals
for firture arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Govemnance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal affecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Council is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANBLAY

The Community Governance Review phase two community consuliation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchiey & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Ceuncil. In
response to this phase two consultation finding, the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangements to deliver effective and
efficient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed,

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements to
adopt in relation to this arca and lower electoral registration makes it difficuit to identify the optimum
arrangements.

Nonetheless, the Committee has agreed to consult on proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Propesal two: create fwo new parish councils; one for Brookside and the second for Stirchley and
Hollinswood & Randlay.

The proposals set out below would deliver good electoral equality and would also aim to reflect shared
character of the respective areas with the South Telford estate area of Brookside being given its own Parish

Coungcil to reflect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation of & parish council that is formed from the Brookside community as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties to the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park,

Parish ward name ;‘.’:',[IT" Seals I.EAE;:‘Z:: ﬂ:’;‘;’g Varlance
Srookskie TBR 5 | 3043 609 %
[Birctiey Road T‘;g}a“‘ 2 | 1213 636 3%
[Total T 4316 617

Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay

This propesed parish council would see an ares of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This area would, in general, be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a small number of properties to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation area)
and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

Electors

Parish ward Elactors
hame Falling diatrict | Seats .l\zlat;ﬂ per sest Variance
Hollinswood &
Randia TR, TTO 7 4361 6§23 A%
IStirchley & TTT (part 25%), .
rg-igglmec lake | TIS.TTH 5 | e 564 &%

otal 12 7181 [TT]

YOUR VIEWS MATTER

[ support the above proposal >

1 oppose the above proposal > E’

My Postcode is T 4.5 2 L
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Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

At its meeting on 4 September 2025, the Boundary Review Commitiee agreed a series of draft proposals
for future armangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal affecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Coungcil is:

ROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWQOD & RANDLAY

BROQOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLIN>VWOUD & RANDLAY

The Community Governance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response to this phase two consultation finding, the Committee asked for firther proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the necd for parish and town council amrangements to defiver effective and
efficient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it difficult to identify the optimum
arrangements,

Nonetheless, the Committee has agreed to consult on proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for Brookside and the second for Siirchley and
Hollinswood & Randlay.

The proposals set out below would detiver good electoral equality and would alse aim to refleot shared
character of the respective areas with the South Telford estate area of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council to reflect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation of a parish council that is formed from the Brookside conmmunity as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties to the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Parish ward name :;'t?':‘t‘ Seals %;:E:: ﬂ‘r‘;‘m Varlance
Brookskie TBR 5 3043 609 -1%
Eﬂwhley Road T;;}ff“ 2 1273 636 9%

atal T 4316 817

Stirchley angd Hollinswood & Randlay

This proposed parish council would see an area of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council, This area would, in general, be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a small number of properties to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation area)
and inctude Taderma Drive, Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area,

Electlors

arlsh ward Electors
ame Polling district | Seats A:l:)ﬂzl;ﬂ per seat Varlance
inswood &
andlay TR, TTO T 4361 623 1%
tirchiey & TTY (part 25%),
Eolmer Lake TTS. TTH 5 %20 964 %
[Tatal 12 7181 [0
YOUR VIEWS MATTER

I support the above proposal ---- >

1 oppose the above proposal --- > Q -

My Posteodeis | 1 2 e L
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Comments
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Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

At its meeting on 4% September 2025, the Boundary Review Commitiee agreed a series of draft proposals
for future arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subjeet of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal affecting both Hollinswoed & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Council is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

The Community Governance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedgs Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Coungi! and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response to this phase two consultation finding, the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangements to deliver effective and
efficient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Couneil
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a varisty of views around the best arangements to
adopt in relation (o this area and lower clectoral registration makes it difficult to identify the optimum
arrangements.

Nonetheless, the Committee has agreed to consult on proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for Brookside and the second for Stirchley and
Hollinsywood & Randlay.

The proposals set out below would deliver good electoral equality and would also aim to reflect shared
character of the respective areas with the South Telford estate area of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council to reflect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation of a parish council that is formed from the Brookside community as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties to the south of
Stirchiey Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Eloctors
Polllng Elactors
Parish ward came district Heats Azt:)gz‘;“ por sgat Varlance
rookside TBR 5 3043 409 -1%
TIT {part
trchiey Road 75%) 2 1273 636 3%
otal T 4316 617

Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay

This proposed parish council would see an arca of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This area would, in general, be bounded by Stirchiey Road (although it would
include a small number of properties to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation area}
and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

Eluctors

arish ward Electars
ame Polling district | Seats A}:g;ﬂ por sest Variance
Niewood & | 1R, TTO 7 | aset | e 4%

tirchiey & TTT (part 25%},

%m« lake | TTS.TTH 5 | %% 564 %
atal 12 7181 598

YOUR VIEWS MATTER

I support the above proposal >

I oppose the above proposal > m/
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Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

At its meeting on 4" September 2025, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of draft proposals
for future arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed arangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal affecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Couneil is:

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

The Community Governance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response to this phase two consultation finding, the Committes asked for further proposals in refation to this
area. This was with 2 view to the need for parish and town council atrangements o deliver effective and
efficient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has beena variety of views around the best arrangements o
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it difficult to identify the optimum
atrangements.

Nonetheless, the Committee has agreed to consult on proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal two: crente bwo new parish councils; one for Brookside and the second for Stirchley and
Hollinswoed & Randlay,

The proposals set out below would deliver good electoral equality and would also aim to reflect shared
character of the respeclive areas with the South Telford estate area of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council to reflect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation of & parish council that is formed from the Brookside community as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties to the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Parishwardname | 29T |g0ats EAI:L‘I,::EI’!‘ :’o‘:“.':;: Varance
Brookside TBR 5 3043 608 -1%
Stirchley Road T‘;g(}gf‘“ 2 | 121 636 3%
[Total T 4310 (1K

Stirehley and Hollinswood & Randlay

‘This proposed parish council would see an arca of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This area would, in general, be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a small number of properties to the south of Stirchley Road at the noith end of the recreation area)
and include Tadonma Drive, Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

Electors

l':::l:h Ward | polling district | Seats Aztagzt;st :::“::;: Varlance
m & o 7 | a6t | eza a%
[Total 12 T181 598

YOUR VIEWS MATTER

I support the above proposal >

[ oppose the above proposal > E/’
My Postcode is —TF:B =.J
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Proposed Town & Parish Council Boundaries

At its meeting on 4% September 2025, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of draft proposals
for future arrangements of specific areas Ihat were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Comumunity Governance Review process. The propesed arrangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal affecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish

Council is:

BROQKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

"The Community Govemance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a propesed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response to this phase two consultation finding, the Committee asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangements to deliver effective and
efficient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been & variety of views around the best arrangements to
adopt in relation to this area and [ower electoral registration makes it difficult to identify the optimum
arrangements.

Nonetheless, the Comunittee has agreed to consult on proposat two: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal two: create two new parish eouncils; one for Brookside and the second for Stirchley and
Hollinswood & Randlay.

The proposals set out below would deliver good electoral equality and would atse aim to reflect shared
character of the respective areas with the South Telford estate area of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council o reflect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation of a parish council that is formed from the Brookside community as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties to the south of
Stirchtey Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Elactors
Palling Elactors
Parish ward name distriet Soats Az%nztlls“ por soat Varlance
Brookskle TBR 5 3043 609 -1%
TTT {part
[Suirchiey Road 75%) 2 12713 836 %
Total 7 4318 617

Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay

This proposed parish council would see an area of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council. This area would, in general, be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a small number of properties to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation area)
and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

Electors
Elactora
Polling district | Seats Az%nzu;t peraeat Vartance
TTR, TTQO 7 4361 623 4%
TTT (part 25%). .
TS, TTH § 2820 564 6%
12 7161 698
YOUR VIEWS MATTER
I support the above proposal —-—---~--—ommmrmvsniricnanas >

1 pppose the above proposal > E
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Proposed Town & Pavish Council Boundaries

At its meeting on 4" September 2025, the Boundary Review Committee agreed a series of draft proposals
for future arrangements of specific areas that were to be the subject of a third phase of consultation of the
Community Governance Review process. The proposed arrangements for consultation, including the
rationale for the draft proposal affecting both Hollinswood & Randlay and Stirchley & Brookside Parish
Couneil is: ’

BROOKSIDE, STIRCHLEY AND HOLLINSWOOD & RANDLAY

The Community Govemance Review phase two community consultation found considerable opposition to
the creation of a proposed The Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood and Randlay Parish Council. In
response to this phase two consultation finding, the Committes asked for further proposals in relation to this
area. This was with a view to the need for parish and town council arrangements to deliver effective and
efficient governance. The recent spate of councillor resignations from Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
may be considered to indicate that the arrangements need to be reviewed.

Furthermore, in past Borough reviews, there has been a variety of views around the best arrangements to
adopt in relation to this area and lower electoral registration makes it difficult to identify the optimum
arrangements.

Nonetheless, the Committee has agreed to consult on proposal two: create two new parish councils; one for
Brookside and the second for Stirchley and Hollinswood & Randlay.
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Proposal bwe: create bvo new parish eouncils: one lor Brookside and the second for Stirchley and
Hollinswoeod & Randlay.
The proposals set out below would deliver good electoral equality and would also aim to reflect shared

character of the respective areas with the South Telford estate area of Brookside being given its own Parish
Council to reflect that area.

Brookside

This proposal is based on the creation of a parish council that is formed from the Brookside community as
defined by Brookside Avenue and then extends northwards Page 13 including properties to the south of
Stirchley Road such that it is bounded by the Town Park.

Parish ward name ;:'l"[i'g Seats E{Elgiz:: s::‘;‘:: Varlance
Brooksiie TBR 5 | 3043 609 1%
[Stichiey Road T‘;gé&a“ 2 1273 636 3%
frotal 7 [ 43i6 a7

Stirehley and Hollinswood & Randlay

This proposed parish eouncit would see an area of Stirchley combine with the existing Hollinswood and
Randlay Parish Council, This area would, in general, be bounded by Stirchley Road (although it would
include a small number of properties to the south of Stirchley Road at the north end of the recreation area)
and include Tadorma Drive, Holmer Lane, Wroxeter Way and Boscobel Close in the Holmer Lake area.

Electors
arish ward Eloctors
ame Polling district | Seats Aztaqzl;s\ per asat Yarance
linswood &
andlay TIR, TTO T 4361 623 4%
tirchiey & TTT (pat 25%),
merlake | TTS.TTH B | BW | %
atal 12 7181 ARG
YOUR VIEWS MATTER

I support the above proposal

1 oppose the above proposal
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Horsehay, Lightmoor, Little Dawley & Aqueduct

Email Responses:

1 I live on the Ellis Peters Drive estate in Aqueduct, which is the only part of Aqueduct
that doesn't come under Dawley Hamlets. We had hoped that that would change
after the boundary review, as we are all Aqueduct!

| know some on this estate expressed this desire in previous consultation rounds,
but sadly nothing has changed on the newly drawn plans - we are still on our own
under Great Dawley. We are obviously just an estate tacked on to their parish. They
don't even mention Aqueduct being part of their parish council!

Please can you look at this issue again? Other areas like Muxton and Priorslee are
being separated and their individual areas and identity being respected. | am only
requesting that you do the same for Aqueduct and putting us together in Dawley
Hamlets.

Hi

| wholeheartedly wish my area in Aqueduct to remain as Dawley Hamlets Parish
Council. | DO NOT-want to be part of Greater Dawley and surrounding area. | wish
to remain as it is a parish council and retain our name it is a fabulous community
with great local councilors and would like it to stay that way.

3 Please find attached my response to the Community Governance Review, phase 3.
My response relates to the Horsehay, Lightmoor, Aqueduct & Little Dawley area.
| have provided it in both odt and PDF format for your convenience.

Horsehay, Lightmoor, Little Dawley & Aqueduct Annex A
Horsehay, Lightmoor, Little Dawley & Aqueduct Annex B

4 We wish to make the following comments with respect to the proposals covering the
existing Dawley Hamlets Parish Council.

We are very pleased that the previous proposal to split Horsehay so that it came
under the jurisdiction of 2 parishes has been dropped. This is very welcome.
Horsehay is a well-established community and to be divided would be totally
unacceptable.

We consider that keeping the existing communities of Horsehay, Aqueduct, Little
Dawley and Lightmoor together is a very sensible proposal. These communities
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have worked well together under the name of Dawley Hamlets PC and will continue
to do so in the future.

As regards the name, whilst we have no strong view on this; it might be an
opportunity to update the name to a more meaningful and recognisable community.
Our suggestion would be, keep it simple: Aqueduct, Horsehay, Lightmoor and Little
Dawley Parish Council.

| would like our parish council to keep the name Dawley Hamlets Parish Council. It is
a name that has been used for a long time and would cause a great deal of
confusion if it were to be changed.

We welcome the decision not to dissolve Dawley Hamlets Parish Council or to
create a new parish council in its place. However, we do not support a change to its
current name and strongly recommend that the name Dawley Hamlets Parish
Council be retained.

This position reflects the following considerations:

« Community identity: The name “Dawley Hamlets” is well-established and widely
recognised by parishioners. It reflects the distinct character and heritage of the area
and continues to foster a strong sense of local identity.

* Parishioner preference: Feedback from residents indicates a clear preference for
retaining the existing name. The Parish Council believes that any change would not
reflect the wishes of the community.

* Practical implications: A name change would result in unnecessary expense and
administrative disruption, including updates to signage, stationery, digital platforms,
and legal documentation.

* Clarity and continuity: The current name accurately represents the Council’s
remit and geographical coverage. Changing it risks confusion among residents and
stakeholders, particularly in relation to council communications and service delivery.

For these reasons, Dawley Hamlets Parish Council respectfully requests that its
name remain unchanged.

My submission is for the Horsehay area.

| understand that there is an opportunity to suggest an alternative name for the
parish that is presently known as Dawley Hamlets Parish Council.

| am aware that the name 'South Telford Villages Parish Council' has been
suggested for consideration by the committee. | wish to state that | support a change
of name to 'South Telford Villages Parish Council'. It seems to me to be a more
appropriate and accurate name for the area.

Thank you for your consideration

| write with regards the ongoing Boundary Review.
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Following the initial consultation held in July the recently announced proposals do
not include moving the Ellis Peters Drive area from Great Dawley Town Council into
Dawley Hamlets Parish Council. This point, supported by many of our neighbours
and Dawley Hamlets Parish Councillors, has not been mentioned at all in both the
initial consultation documentation nor the more recent announcement of the
boundary reviews. | respectfully request that consideration of this move be included
in the consultation.

My initial comments as provided to you earlier this year are below.

Kind regards

| would like to provide my comments on the boundary review:

| am a resident of Ellis Peters Drive, Aqueduct, TF3 1AW. Although my postal
address is Aqueduct our home falls within the Great Dawley Town Council.
Previously we resided in Earls Drive, Aqueduct and were a resident in the parish of
Dawley Hamlets for many years. A number of my neighbours are unaware that they
fall within the boundary of Great Dawley Town Council until recently when the
proposal was to abolish the Parish Council of Dawley Hamlets. This proposal has
highlighted to my neighbours the vast difference in precept of roughly £30 in Dawley
Hamlets to roughly £300 in Great Dawley, something which has come as a shock as
residents living on the very edge of Great Dawley, we seem to see very little of the
precept of Great Dawley spent in our area, the majority of this precept is used in
Dawley town itself for activities and events we do not attend. Instead living so close
to the Dawley Hamlets Parish we attend more events held in this parish and indeed
have continued to attend Dawley Hamlets Parish Council to discuss issues with the
Aqueduct area. When we have attended Great Dawley Town Council with this issues
they were not interested as of course these issues did not fall within their area.

Myself and my wife spoke with Dawley Hamlets Parish Council to request support to
amend the boundaries a couple of years ago. We proposed with the majority of the
residents of Ellis Peters Drive and surrounding streets already believing they lived in
Dawley Hamlets and indeed turn to the Parish Councillors for support with local
issues, that the boundary be altered to incorporate Ellis Peters Drive into the Dawley
Hamlets Parish.

By abolishing Dawley Hamlets Parish Council entirely this will vastly increase the
number of homes and residents reliant on decisions being made by a larger
authority that may lack the local knowledge and understanding required to make
informed choices for the community. | am of course aware that the number of
councillors would be increased should the boundary review proposal be passed but
there is no guarantee that the councillors elected will be residents of Aqueduct or
Little Dawley and therefore representatives of the local area on the new Town
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Council. | am concerned that by abolishing Dawley Hamlets, the concerns and
support of the residents of the more rural areas of the new ward will be prioritised.

| do not support the abolishment of Dawley Hamlets Council. As a resident on the
very edge of Great Dawley would propose that consideration is given to Dawley
Hamlets Parish Council and the boundary remaining however Elis Peters Drive and
surrounding streets being moved into this parish.

Survey Responses:

1

| cannot afford to lose my Ironbridge residence parking permit as it is essential for
going to the pharmacist and other appointments involving my health etc.

Our area is already the correct size to be managed economically and efficiently.
Make saving s elsewhere. You are trying to fix something that is not broken, and
despite the hollow promises, merging our parish with another WILL effect the area
and prove detrimental to the already fragile balance of the boroughs. Perhaps have
a reshuffle in an office, or reduce MPs wages to save money? Leave the
communities alone before you do any further damage.

As a resident of Aqueduct | am very content with the way that the current Parish
Council works for me. | do not see any need for it to be reconstituted or renamed.
This whole Community Governance Review exercise has been expensive to run in
both time and money and to save time and money now | think the Parish Council
should retain it's name and no further money be spent on new signage. Keep the
Dawley Hamlets Parish Council name!

Having reviewed the governence review i must state that | am still of the view that it
is not in our interests as residents to lose our Parish of Dawley Hamlets Parish
Council. The Parish has a long standing history for our area and the Parish serves
us well currently so i see no need to be absorbed by other Parish Councils. | am
not opposed to the slight boundary changes to include the small additional area of
lightmoor. So long as the Parish is kept as its own Parish and retains the name
Dawley Hamlets Parish Council, as this is its historic name. However, should it come
down to either being abolished or having a name change i would rather the name
change than our Parish being abolished.

| wish to continue to be called Dawley Hamlets Parish Council. It is a trusted brand,
no need to change it.

We have lived in Horsehay for the last 38 years and feel part of the community
despite the changes that have taken place during this time. We sent in our views by
letter on 13th June and also attended the meeting of the Gorge PC to represent
Horsehay and any proposed changes to the PC on 17th June. | wish to comment on
the Dawley Hamlets area. It has been very well managed over the years, staying
within its budget. We have had 2 OAP parties a year (including wine) and we have
been involved in the annual Horsehay Horticultural show for several years,
supported by the Parish council. We have also attended the Forum 50 program in
the village hall now managed by Age UK. | am happy to keep the name Dawley
Hamlets which reflects the origins of the Parish and would save any extra cost in
replacing letterheads, notice boards etc. | feel that including each individual ward
name, Horsehay, Lightmoor, Little Dawley and Aqueduct is too cumbersome.

As a long time resident of Horsehay, and formerly Jackfield, | would like to retain the
current name of Dawley Hamlets for the Horsehay, Lightmoor, Little Dawley and
Aqueduct wards. It has had this name for a considerable time and a name
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incorporating all four wards would be excessively long. A name change would also
involve some, avoidable, expense in renaming on council paperwork. The current
Parish Council provides excellent service and support to local residents and whilst |
assume that this would continue under any name | see no reason for any change. |
am quite happy with Dawley Hamlets.

| consider the name Dawley hamlets parish council is appropriate and a well
recognised and respected community minded parish council and it works well in its
current form so why change something that works well for all its residents

Big is not beautiful so putting local parish groups into bigger groups will not always
represent the local community and allow them to have a local input. Eventually the
local councils will exist as one group and then you can call it Wrekin with the same
boundaries as our MP!

10

We wish to record our firm opposition to any proposed changes to the current parish
council arrangements, including any alteration to its existing name. The present
parish council has served our community well for many years, providing effective
local representation and continuity that residents value and trust. We see no clear
justification for changing a system that continues to function efficiently and meet
local needs. Altering the parish boundaries or renaming the council risks creating
unnecessary disruption, confusion, and administrative expense, without delivering
any tangible benefit to residents. Furthermore, we are concerned that such changes
could lead to increased costs, which may in turn result in higher council tax for our
community. At a time when many households are already facing financial pressures,
imposing additional costs for changes that are neither requested nor required would
be inappropriate.

11

| welcome the proposals in the September Community Governance Review to, in
essence, retain Dawley Hamlets Parish Council (DHPC) largely unchanged. |
completely opposed the earlier proposal to abolish DHPC for the reasons given in
the DHPC submission to an earlier stage of the review. On the question of the
parish name | would suggest that the current name is retained as it is known and
identified with by the local communities. The alternative suggested name of
Horsehay, Lightmoor and Aqueduct Parish Council seems unnecessarily clumsy and
excludes Little Dawley which has a clear identity as one of the “Hamlets” that
constitute the existing and proposed future council. A change of name would also
seem to imply a series of changes to documents, signs, social media sites and
publicity material etc, not to mention legal and financial administration that would
add costs with no benefit. | hope that a final decision is taken to retain Dawley
Hamlets Parish Council with as little change as possible so that it can continue to
serve its communities in delivering value for money services.

12

| am very pleased to hear that Dawley Hamlets Parish and the Council is to remain
pretty much as it with the attachment of several outlying areas. If Dawley Hamlets
would have been amalgamated into The Gorge and Dawley Town, parallels could
have been drawn with Shropshire Council's desire to amalgamate Telford into
Shropshire County and we don't want that, do we? And PLEASE keep the name,
Dawley Hamlets, it is very descriptive and to alter it would lead to all sorts of
Administration difficulties.

13

| hope the name Dawley Hamlets Parish Council stays the same or near enough.
We live in Little Dawley and chose to live here because of its individuality and want
to keep the rural and community environment safe. The history is important here as
well as being a quiet, safe, harmonious area.

14

My parish council has consistently done a good job, | have no desire to be absorbed
by another, with the resulting increase in costs and probable lots of localised
services. Also, leave the name alone please. Dawley Hamlets parish council does
exactly what it says on the tin.
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15

Dawley hamlets parish Council is a historic name , do not understand why it needs
to change and as no other name has been put forward, it is change just for the sake
of it, also it would cost money to rename.

16

I'm pleased that Dawley Hamlets Parish will not be abolished. | like the name as it
is. The word Hamlets describes us well. The name reminds us of our heritage and
identity as a collection of small neighbouring communities with individual character.
If you take that away we become just another sprawling mass of housing. There
doesn't seem to be any valid reason to change it. Please leave it as it is.
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Telford & Wrekin Council, Community Governance Review, 2025.

Submission in response to the third phase of the consultation

This Submission is provided by:

My submission relates to the proposals for the area specified as Horsehay, Lightmoor, Little
Dawley and Aqueduct. This area mostly corresponds to the existing Dawley Hamlets Parish
Council with the addition of part of Lightmoor that has previously been part of The Gorge Parish
Council.

1. My first comment would be to say that I am very pleased that the initial proposal to abolish
Dawley Hamlets Parish Council (DHPC) has been abandoned. The revised proposal maintaining the
integrity of DHPC with the sensible addition of the area of Lightmoor that was formerly with The
Gorge PC is a positive move and is a clear reflection of the views of local residents. It recognises
the sense of identity in these areas and will help to maintain social cohesion.

2. I believe the committee has rightly recognised that this is an appropriate time to review the
name of the Parish Council and I would like to respond to the request for suggestions for an
alternative name for DHPC.

I do not believe ‘Dawley Hamlets Parish Council’ is still a suitable name. I agree with the reported
comment from Cllr. Richard Overton that ‘It’s not in Dawley and they aren’t Hamlets’. The
definition of a hamlet is:

‘a small, rural settlement, typically consisting of just a cluster of houses, that is smaller than a
village. The key defining characteristic is that it usually lacks a church or other central public
services like shops or a post office.’

Clearly, the four main areas identified in the revised Parish are not hamlets.

There is also a problem with the inclusion of the name of Dawley. The Boundary Commission
touched on this in their final report for the Borough wards when they said: ‘...using the name
‘Dawley’ in three neighbouring wards would have the potential to cause confusion’ This is still the
case with DHPC. A Google search for Dawley Hamlets Parish Council results in a page that
includes the main link for Great Dawley Town Council. See here:

Great Dawley Town Counc

EOiTET]
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I would like to suggest the name ‘South Telford Villages Parish Council’ as a new name for the
parish.

* It avoids any complications with using any of the names of the areas and risk upsetting residents
in areas that don't get included in the title.

* Most of the areas see themselves as villages, Lightmoor Village, Horsehay Village, Doseley
Village, Spring Village, etc.

* Residents use the word village to describe where they live.

* Residents do not see themselves as being part of Dawley. I believe that also applies to the people
who live in Little Dawley!

* Geographically it's accurate and although Woodside and parts of Ironbridge Gorge are further
South, they are less likely I think to see themselves as villages and have names that are descriptive,
accurate and easily understood.

* It doesn't have the name Dawley included and 'STVPC' is a tag that flows quite smoothly.

I have written to the Chair of DHPC and provided my suggestion however, in his reply to me he did
not show any enthusiasm for the alternative name and has subsequently posted on the local
Facebook page:

‘There is, however, still a proposal to change the name of Dawley Hamlets Parish Council. Please
respond to this proposal by Sunday 19th October, giving your support for keeping the name Dawley
Hamlets Parish Council. It is a trusted Brand there is no need to change it.’

This response does seem surprising to me.

Many thanks,
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Madeley

Email Responses: 0

Survey Responses:

1 At the Full Council meeting on Monday 6 October, Madeley Town Councillor
unanimously resolved to accept the draft proposed town and parish council
arrangement for Madeley Town Council, for Nightingale Walk Parish Ward to be
included within the Madeley Town Council boundary.
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The Gorge

Email Responses:

The Gorge Parish Council considered the latest consultation and agreed this
submission:

TGPC Response to additional consultation October 2025

The Gorge Parish Council notes with disappointment that the proposals continue to
include the removal of Lightmoor ward from the Gorge Parish Council. The
developing relationship with residents is demonstrating that they value the links to
Ironbridge and are concerned about the proposed change. Likewise, the relationship
with Bournville Estate Management is strong and valued by both parties.

There is also the consequence for the Gorge on its precept which, while it is
acknowledged that this is not a principal consideration, will diminish the Council’s
ability to respond to the needs of residents and to continue to develop services in
the area.

The Council welcomes the retention of two councillors for Coalport and Jackfield
ward as these two communities are distinct and separated by the River Severn, with
only one footbridge connecting them. The Parish Council also considers there would
be merit in separating Ironbridge and Coalbrookdale into two parish wards to reflect
the different communities and provide clearer representation from councillors.

The Parish Council also continues to hold the view that Wrekin View and Hilltop
(Academy Parish Ward) area should be part of the Gorge Parish Council area. It has
strong historic links as many of its residents were displaced from the Gorge, and
given the Review’s desire to recognise community identity, it is

strongly recommended that further consideration be given to this matter. The current
proposals recognise that this ward has far fewer electors per councillor than the
other Madeley Town Council wards, but if this ward was within the Gorge the
councillor / electors ratio would be in line with other wards.

Survey Responses:

1

| agree with consolidation of the boroughs but within the Gorge, upper Madeley
remains in Madeley. If you have a resident or business within the Gorge it's The
Gorge. Logic needs to play a big part within the thinking, if not just make them as
one.

2 | cannot afford to lose my Ironbridge residence parking permit as it is essential for
going to the pharmacist and other appointments involving my health etc.

3 Many houses have been built in some boroughs so some boundaries changes
need to be made and also keep communities together.

4 It seems wrong to split Lightmoor off from The Gorge: Lightmoor children come to

secondary school and play in bands in Ironbridge, people come to Coalbrookdale for
café and community centre activities and to both areas for the Christmas lights
events. We are linked by multi-generational friendships. Let's stay together!
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St Georges & Donnington

Email Responses: 0

Survey Responses:

1

| think the proposal is good just needs wadding to make it representative of its area
with key areas At George’s, Donnington, the cloisters estate, redhill, Donnington
wood, snedshill, Humber’s etc etc local representation more local,

St Georges is currently experiencing increased antisocial behaviour stemming from
drug use. | feel that merging our parish with Donnington, another parish that has an
even bigger issues will see support and finances directed to the community that has
that higher level of need. As stated ST Georges is changing and not for the better.
Children are now being asked not to walk to school on their own. ST Georges
cannot take on the financial burden of Donnington. Where the parishes merging
will not have a direct effect on property prices, a change in local services has the
potential to effect the ease of selling property. | can foresee a reduction in
community engagement dependent on where the parish council meetings are to be
held.

| think the parish is a positive step with priorslee being spilt away from St Georges.
It does need warding Like suggested St George’s ward The cloisters and St
Georges East Snedshill The lamb Donnington wood Redhill Donnington The
Humbers
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Lawley & Overdale

Email Responses:

1 Good afternoon

| refer to the email received on Tuesday 30 September 2025 regarding the above.
Please see below submitted on behalf of Lawley & Overdale Parish Council:

- the proposed arrangements for the relevant Town and Parish Council area(s);

e Council approves of both:

e the inclusion of Small Gate area and Lawley Gate (TLS polling district).

o that the following, part or all of, are moved to Great Dawley Town Council
(this is not an exhaustive list): Cambridge Close, Croft Fold, Dawley Bank,
Milners Court, Grange Farm Rise, Wakeley Drive, Hill Fold, Cemetery Road,
Concorde, Milners Lane

- the warding arrangements for the relevant Town and Parish Council area(s);

e approves of 5 wards - them being listed below

- the number of councillors proposed in respect of the relevant Town and
Parish Council area(s);

e Council believes that an increase from the current 8 to 11 Councillors is
sufficient to ensure representation and to be comparable to other areas with
the equal number of parishioners. Furthermore, 18 is considered too many

- the number of councillors proposed in respect of each ward in the relevant
Town and Parish Council area(s);

the number of Councillors should be:
Lawley Common = 2

Lawley East = 3

Lawley West = 2

Overdale & The Rock =2

Town Centre = 2

- the proposed name of any of the relevant Town and Parish Council area(s).

o toretain the current name of Lawley & Overdale Parish Council as it
is synonymous with not only the local history of the area and residents links
to that, but also in consideration of the work undertaken over many years to
form and sustain its identity
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Survey Responses:

1

It is proposed that Lawley Gate which has always previously sat in the Dawley
Hamlets Parish will move to Lawley and Overdale. Lawley Gate is a single
residential street with a small population. The road sits upon Horsehay Common
itself and many of the the properties border the common (used as golf course)
without any road separation. Whilst called Lawley Gate, the houses have always
been in Horsehay and many of the historic properties in the road were built by the
Coalbrookdale Company as part of their Horsehay Estate - these can be seen in the
addresses in the censuses going back a few hundred years. The street sits on the
Horsehay side of the major roads (Dawley Road and Wellington Road/A5223) that
separate modern Lawley from Horsehay. It seems non-sensical that that Lawley
Gate which sits on Horsehay Common would itself sit in a different civil parish to the
common itself. For such a negligible population, | hope that the proposal to separate
this part of Horsehay Common from the remainder of Horsehay will be abandoned.
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Wrockwardine and Rodington

Email Responses:

1 Dear Sir/Madam
Please accept this email as an objection to the plan to amalgamate Rodington
Parish Council with Wrockwardine.

These parishes have very distinct identities and | along with many others in my
community feel that this proposal does not take this into account.

Rodington is a successful parish council and able to respond to local concerns.
Under the proposal, the number of councillors for my area would be reduced to three
which | feel is insufficient.

| know there has been a number of objections already put forward and one wonders
why bother with a consultation exercise if the wishes of the community are ignored.

At no point has there been an explanation how the proposed change will benefit the
residents of Rodington Parish.

| feel the proposal will dilute local democracy rather than enhance it and | object in
the strongest terms.

2 Good afternoon

Wrockwardine Parish Council wish to make the following submission in response to
the proposed changes:

Re: Community Governance Review

At the Parish Council meeting held on 8 October 2025, the current revised proposal
of the Community Governance Review was discussed, and the consultation period
from 26 September 2025 to 19 October 2025 was noted. It was resolved to make
the following submission:

The area proposed is too large geographically and would result in a rural
parish that is difficult to administer effectively.

The logistics of administering such a large area would be challenging.

Meetings alternating between Wrockwardine and Rodington would mean
parish residents from the whole proposed parish would be less likely to attend.
Each meeting would also be more likely to be biased toward the locality of the
venue.

Future housing, already proposed around Allscott, would add strength to
Wrockwardine side of the Parish and inevitably this population growth and the
increased income generated would have the most likely consequence of leading
Wrockwardine to dominate the proposed Parish Council. This would therefore be
incompatible with the stated aims of community representation and cohesion.

Both Wrockwardine and Rodington have their own community ties and
facilities.
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Local representation is essential and would be lost with the distance that
would be involved in managing such a large, combined area.

We have nothing against Rodington Parish Council, but Wrockwardine Parish
Council would like to remain as such.

Good afternoon,

Please find attached the Community Governance Review response from Rodington
Parish Council.

Please could you confirm receipt of this email?

Thank you and | look forward to hearing from you.

Wrockwardine and Rodington Annex A

Telford and Wrekin Council
Subject: OBJECTION to the proposed merger Rodington and Wrockwardine
Dear Sir/Madam,

| am writing as a resident of Rodington to formally object to the proposed merger of
Rodington Parish Council and Wrockwardine Parish Council(s), which is currently
being reviewed as part of the Community Governance Review

| believe that this proposal would not serve the best interests of our community for
the following material reasons:

1. Loss of Community Identity and Local Voice

The current Parish Council serves our distinct local community, and a merger would
risk diluting our unique community identity. The sense of belonging and
representation would be significantly weakened in a larger, less familiar entity. Our
Parish Council is an effective and familiar body that addresses the specific needs of
our residents, and the proposed merger would remove this crucial level of local
representation.

2. Ineffective and Inconvenient Administration

Combining our parish with another could lead to a less efficient and more difficult-to-
administer authority, especially one that relies on volunteer councillors. Rodingtion
volunteers would not like to be involved with a community that is distant and remote.
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We have nothing in common. It is not clear how combining larger parishes can result
in any savings as the councillors are all volunteers.

3. Negative Impact on Community Engagement and Local Services

Our Parish Council provides valued local services and engagement, such as
recently installed speed indicator devices, maintenance of the graveyard and future
initiatives required withib the graveyard. The merger could jeopardize the
continuation of the locally organised events at the village hall including families and
children and community-focused initiatives. A combined council may not have the
focus, resources, or specific local knowledge to maintain this level of commitment to
our smaller community.

4. Lack of Clear Justification or Demonstrated Benefits
| am unaware of how such a move would benefit our community. This in my view will

have an adverse effect on our great local community.

| urge you to conduct a thorough and comprehensive review of this proposal, taking
into full account the strong community sentiment against it. | request that my
objection, and those of other residents, are given the proper weight and
consideration they deserve.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

5

Wrockwardine and Rodington Annex B

Survey Responses:

1

Proposal should not be approved, each parish council needs to retain its
independence

2

Rodington and Longd9’-upon-turn have an amazing parish council who are doing
wonderful things for our community. Over the last few years their efforts have
brought the community together with events and initiatives that are important and
relevant to our villages and the surrounding areas. Things like looking at footpaths,
roads, community services and providing events such as the Christmas light switch
in all of which are loved by the community. They were involved with planning and
know our area well. To merge with Wrockwardine would be terrible for our
community as the excellent work our current parish councillors do will be massively
diverted and responsibility for a much larger area will mean less focus for local
issues. | strongly oppose this proposal, and believe like many other residents that
this merger will have nothing but negative impact on our community. Rodington
Parish Council should remain as it is, with its current number of councillors so it can
look after the local area and residents that need them.
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Wrockwardine and Rodington parishes may be geographically close but they are
very different indeed, and | can say that after living all of my 50+ years in Longdon-
on-Tern. Whilst | understand the logic behind the plan | cannot believe that the
representation of my area, which is already diluted within the Rodington parish with
be further so. Issues which are relevant and important to a locale such as public
footpaths, traffic speed and volume, local services, public transport, planning simply
can not get the same attention with reduced representation within a larger area. For
this reason | object strongly to the plan and would be exceptionally disappointed and
dismayed if it went ahead.

| support the merger of the two parish councils, Wrockwardine and Rodington. In
Long Lane we have 4 different parish councils, depending which part of Long Lane
residents live, determines whch one of the four represents a said address. A
reduction would start to make it more simple.

Wrockwardine on the map may look close, but is not directly accessible without
going through other parishes. The geographical area of Roddington Parish is
widespread, being mainly farmlands. Long distances between residents makes site
visits to residents a time consuming process. Reducing the number of Councillors
from 7 to 3 will reduce the effectiveness of an otherwise award winning Council.

As a resident of Rodington Parish Council, | wish to express my opposition to the
proposed merger with Wrockwardine Parish Council. The current Rodington Parish
Council has consistently demonstrated active engagement and responsiveness to
the needs of our community over the years. | am highly satisfied with the support,
representation, and services provided, which have been tailored to the specific
interests and priorities of our local area. Furthermore, | am concerned about the
limited notice and timeframe given to residents to review the proposal and provide
meaningful input. Such a change to local governance warrants thorough
consultation and transparency, allowing all affected residents adequate time to
understand the implications and voice their views. The proposal does not sufficiently
justify the need for the merger process, nor does it reflect the distinct identity and
effective governance that Rodington Parish Council has maintained. A merger risks
diluting the focused attention our parish currently receives and may compromise the
quality of local representation. Noting that a Community Governance Review is
required to take into account: The impact of community governance arrangements
on community cohesion; The size, population, and boundaries of the local
community or parish. The council must also ensure that governance within the area
under review: Reflects the identities and interests of the community; Is effective and
convenient. Based on these criteria, the proposal to merge does not demonstrate a
clear benefit or necessity. Rodington Parish Council already meets these standards
effectively, and its continued independence supports strong community cohesion
and local identity. For these reasons, | respectfully ask the decision-makers to
reconsider this proposal and to preserve the autonomy and integrity of Rodington
Parish Council, which continues to serve its residents effectively.

Why change something that’s not broken, currently as a resident of Rodington
Which | feel is always second best to Longden OT, anyway in Parish decisions, how
will this help our community? By joining with Wrockwardine we are sure to loose
some of the focus and decisions becoming diluted, in favour of Other Parish
councils.
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| object to the proposal to merge Rodington Parish Council with Wrockwardine
Parish Council. This merger would not reflect the identity or interests of the
Rodington community and would not deliver more effective or convenient local
governance, as required by the Local Government and Public Involvement in Health
Act 2007 and national guidance for Community Governance Reviews. [ 1. Loss of
democratic voice and local accountability Rodington currently benefits from a small,
responsive parish council made up of residents who know the village’s issues first-
hand—flooding, narrow-lane traffic hazards, drainage, and the preservation of its
rural setting. If merged, Rodington would hold only three of eight councillor seats
and would inevitably become a minority voice within a larger, more Wrockwardine-
centred body. Experience elsewhere shows that smaller wards in merged parishes
struggle to have their priorities reflected in budgets and agendas. Meetings would
likely be based in Wrockwardine, making participation less convenient for Rodington
residents. This undermines the very principle of local accessibility and
accountability. 2. Community identity and cohesion Rodington and Wrockwardine
are distinct rural communities separated by open farmland, different traffic patterns,
and different day-to-day links to surrounding settlements. Residents identify with
their own village rather than with Wrockwardine, and there is little shared
infrastructure or community overlap. Combining the two would create an artificial
administrative unit without a coherent community identity. The review’s own
guidance requires that governance structures “reflect the identities and interests of
the community”; this proposal does not. 3. Planning and long-term development
risks An independent Rodington Parish Council provides a clear, statutory voice in
planning consultations and in shaping the borough’s Local Plan 2041. A merged
parish would speak collectively for both communities, meaning Rodington’s smaller-
scale, rural priorities could easily be overruled by the majority. The village could also
lose the ability to prepare its own Neighbourhood Development Plan or maintain
separate design and conservation policies. That weakens Rodington’s ability to
manage future growth pressures or resist development unsuited to its landscape
and infrastructure. 4. Practical disadvantages for residents The proposed merger
offers no tangible benefits to residents—only administrative tidiness for the borough.
It would create transitional costs (integrating finances, staff and policies), and risks
Rodington losing eligibility for small-parish funding streams. Residents would find
their representatives less accessible, and local decision-making slower and more
bureaucratic. The current parish arrangements already operate effectively and
efficiently; there is no evidence of dysfunction to justify disruption. 5. Absence of
community demand or proven benefit Previous consultation rounds have already
shown strong opposition to large composite parishes. No local evidence
demonstrates that Rodington residents want or would benefit from this merger. The
proposal appears primarily motivated by administrative convenience rather than by
the needs or identity of the communities affected. In summary: Creating a combined
“Wrockwardine & Rodington Parish Council” would weaken democratic
accountability, reduce Rodington’s planning influence, and erode a clearly distinct
rural identity. It fails both statutory tests for a Community Governance Review—
reflecting community identity and providing effective and convenient local
government. | therefore urge the Boundary Review Committee to reject this merger
and retain Rodington Parish Council as an independent body, preserving local
representation, community voice, and the ability to plan appropriately for its own
future.

If this goes ahead the number of Councillors for Rodington seems to be unfair, 3 for
Rodington 5 for Wrockwardine. Will anything ever get approved for Rodington.If this
must go ahead should the boundaries of responsibility not be drawn so that there
are two equal areas, so that the representation is equal, eg. 4 and 4 so that there is
a fair distribution and fair discussion of any issue or funding.

Page 297




10

| disagree entirely with this proposal and am disappointed that Telford and Wrekin
Council have ignored the views of residents who have expressed their views. - It
runs totally contrary to localism, (2007) - We are two geographically separate areas.
Neither area has indicated any interest in or need for merging. - A merger would
inevitably weaken the work of both parish councils and therefore benefits to
residents.

11

| am against the proposed merger, | do not believe this to be a ‘good move’ we are 2
very different areas and combining these 2 areas will end in Rodington’s parish
budget getting absorbed into Wrockwardine. Telford and Wrekin council should be
focusing on other endevours which are far more important. | feel there is an
undertone to this merger which is related to increasing housing in the area and this
could be the councils way of getting planning of 2 very large housing developments
into the area of Rodington. Therefore | am in onjection to the merger.

12

| am against the proposed merger, | do not believe this to be a ‘good move’ we are 2
very different areas and combining these 2 areas will end in Rodington’s parish
budget getting absorbed into Wrockwardine. Telford and Wrekin council should be
focusing on other endevours which are far more important. | feel there is an
undertone to this merger which is related to increasing housing in the area and this
could be the councils way of getting planning for 2 very large housing developments
into the area of Rodington. Therefore | am very much against to the merger.

13

I am writing to formally object to the proposal to merge Rodington Parish Council
with Wrockwardine as part of Telford & Wrekin Council’s Community Governance
Review. As a resident of Rodington, | have serious concerns about the impact this
merger would have on local governance, representation, and the identity of our
community. 1. Loss of Local Identity and Representation Rodington Parish has a
long-standing and distinct rural identity, with its own priorities, character, and
community issues. Merging with a geographically separate and more populated
parish like Wrockwardine risks marginalising the voices of residents in Rodington
and surrounding villages. A single parish council covering a larger and more diverse
area would dilute local representation and reduce the ability of councillors to focus
on issues specific to our community. 2. Geographical and Practical Concerns
There are clear practical and geographic differences between Rodington and
Wrockwardine. The communities are separated by significant rural distance and lack
strong direct links in terms of shared services, infrastructure, or community
interaction. This merger risks creating an administrative structure that is neither
cohesive nor representative. 3. Lack of Local Support and Consultation
Transparency To my knowledge, many local residents oppose this merger, and
Rodington Parish Council itself has expressed concern. The process so far has not
adequately involved or informed local residents, and there is a sense that the
consultation has been rushed or insufficiently publicised. The proposal appears
inconsistent with the Council’'s own Terms of Reference for the review, particularly
with respect to respecting community identity and ensuring effective and convenient
local governance. In conclusion, | strongly urge the Council to reconsider this
merger proposal and to retain Rodington as an independent parish council, in line
with the views of its residents and in the interests of effective local democracy.

14

As a resident of Rodington Heath, | am writing to object to the proposed merger of
Rodington Parish Council with Wrockwardine Parish Council, currently under
consultation as part of the Community Governance Review. This proposal is neither
practical nor in the best interests of our community. | strongly urge Telford & Wrekin
Council to retain Rodington Parish Council as a separate and independent entity, for
the following reasons: 1. Loss of Local Identity and Voice Longdon-upon-Tern,
Rodington, and the surrounding hamlets form a distinct rural parish with its own
priorities and identity. Merging us with Wrockwardine — a larger, more populous,
and quite different community — would risk drowning out the unique voice of our
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smaller villages. There is no strong community of interest that justifies such a
merger, and this change would erode the local focus that parish councils are meant
to preserve. 2. Geographical Separation and Accessibility Issues There is a
physical and practical separation between our communities. Travel between
Rodington and areas of Wrockwardine parish is neither direct nor convenient, and
the two do not share regular services or infrastructure. If merged, residents here
would find it harder to engage with councillors, attend meetings, or raise concerns —
directly undermining the principles of local accountability and accessible
governance. 3. Lack of Evident Community Support To date, | have seen no
convincing evidence that residents of Rodington parish support this merger. On the
contrary, discussions in the village suggest many are opposed, and the process has
lacked visibility and transparency. If this merger proceeds despite significant local
resistance, it will damage trust in both the consultation and the council’s commitment
to democratic engagement. 4. Better Alternatives Exist If the Council is seeking
administrative efficiency or resource sharing, there are other ways to achieve this —
such as inter-parish cooperation agreements — without dissolving our parish council
and merging with a community that has little in common with ours. In summary, |
object to this proposed merger in the strongest terms. the Rodington parish deserve
to retain our independent representation, our identity, and our voice in local affairs. |
respectfully ask the Council to withdraw this proposal and confirm that Rodington
Parish Council will remain a separate entity.

15

| oppose the changes to the parishes most strongly. | cannot see any advantage to
local residents. The local Parish Council should be as the name suggests, A Local
Parish Council not incorporated into other Parishes for the convenience of T&W. We
have a good PC which works well, if it's not broken (which it isn’t) don't fix it. | can
only assume there are ulterior motives working here which | am unaware of because
this proposal is not in the interests of Rodington residents and most probably neither
Wrockwardine either. The proposed Parish Council will be too big and will lose its
local identity and focus serving the residents of all both existing Parishes. Rodington
has already merged with Longon on Tern and having attended a few meetings as a
member of the public it's obvious this doesn’t flow well with councillors from each
village (understandably) having different priorities. This merger would make this
much worse. This proposed change directly contradicts your own guidance, ToW 3.4
referring to 'identities and interests of communities' Referring to your Terms of
Reference: | note a CGR was done in 2023 which didn't identify any change needed
but mysteriously only just over a year later another one is announced. Two CGR's
in 2 years instead of one in 10 to 157 | smell a rat and what a waste of public
money. '3.2 Furthermore, guidance states that it is good practice to conduct a full
CGR at least every 10 to 15 years. Whilst the Council commenced a review in 2023,
this did not result in any changes being made and, consequently, it is considered
appropriate to undertake a further review to identify whether or not any changes are
now needed.' This is a massive contradiction, it's obviously politically motivated and
not in the best interests of residents who pay for this ’service’. Why is it considered
appropriate to undertake a further review when the previous one didn't identify a
need for change? The document is obviously withholding something. No change
should mean just that as published, no change identified. Rodington has a distinct
rural village character, local heritage, and residents’ community expectations which
differ from those of the neighbouring Wrockwardine area. A single merged parish
threatens to blur these differences. In future local plan and development matters,
our smaller community risks being overshadowed. For example, if development
proposals come through, the combined parish may push “one size fits all” policy that
does not properly reflect Rodington’s smaller-scale, historic village context.
Rodington’s ability to adopt its own Neighbourhood Development Plan or local
design/green-space protections may be compromised under the larger parish.
Losing that stronger local voice means lesser ability to steer development in a way
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consistent with our settlement hierarchy and rural setting. For these reasons |
believe that retaining an independent Rodington parish council is essential to
preserving the community’s identity and ensuring future planning decisions reflect
our village’s needs.

16

| strongly object to the proposed merger of Rodington parish and Wrockwardine
parish . After reviewing your maps and data the parish of Wrockwardine has a
much higher population to that of Rodington parish , which will further increase due
to new sites at Allscott in the local plan , therefore - 1 the councillors respresenting
the residents of Rodington will be outnumbered 2 the potential issues facing
Wrockwardine parish will be very different to Rodington due Wrockwardine parish
largely consisting of the new Allscott village resulting in a different focus not in line
with the issues in Rodington

17

Rodington currently enjoys its own parish council, meaning decisions affecting our
village are made by councillors who live here, understand the local issues and are
accountable locally. Merging into a larger parish risks diluting that direct
accountability.

18

As a resident of Rodington | feel this merger will weaken our position as our
councillors will be in a minority of the new parish and their voice will be overlooked.
The existing Wrockwardine parish is much larger and will continue to grow with the
new developments at Allscott and their focus will understandably quite different to
the rural area of Rodington. | feel this proposed merger is not in the best interests of
the residents or Rodington but fear it is of little consequence to the forces driving this
change.
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Rodington Parish Council Response to the Community Governance Review 2025

Rodington Parish Council strenuously objects to the proposal to combine Wrockwardine and Rodington Parish
Councils.

Having reviewed the results of the previous consultation Rodington Parish Council notes the following:

e 48 responses were received from members of the public. 46 of these were strong objections to the
proposals.

e Both Parish Councils object to the proposals

The Boundary Review Committee has not sufficiently explained any benefits from merging Wrockwardine and
Rodington Parish Councils despite the clearly outlined objections received from residents. 31 responses
received specifically mention Rodington Parish Council and the effective way that it meets the needs of its
residents regarding local issues. The Review Commission does not seem to have taken these responses, as
well as the concerns raised by Rodington Parish Council, into consideration, which prompts Rodington Parish
Council to ask why the consultation has taken place at all. It is clear from the results of the consultation that
there is an overwhelming, if not unanimous, opposition to the proposal and to go ahead with it makes a
mockery of the process of consultation and local democracy.

There is no shared community identity between the two parishes proposed for merger. The current
arrangements allow the Parish Council to focus on local issues and drive forward a number of initiatives in a
cohesive community. Rodington Parish Council has achieved several awards for its work in the local area,
which demonstrates how well the Council serves its local residents. Combining Rodington Parish Council with
a community miles away will obviously dilute the focus on the priorities in the parish, the connection with our
residents and the effective delivery of local services. This proposal goes against the prevailing direction of
thought which advocates decentralizing decision making because local decision making is more nimble and
more able to respond to local needs.

Itis hard to see how, with fewer local councillors, the commitment to various projects could be maintained.
With funds shared with other villages, there will be less commitment to the priorities of Rodington and
Longdon-on-Tern. These are:

1. The management of playing fields and a cemetery contributes to the strenuous objection of Rodington
Parish Council to this proposal. Rodington Parish Council invests heavily in the cemetery at Rodington,
and this is a priority for residents of Rodington and Longdon. The cemetery requires ongoing
maintenance which the Parish Council pays for. The Clerk is the Burials Officer for the Parish and
significant hours are devoted to the cemetery. This would not be possible if one Clerk is working for
both Parish Councils.

2. Rodington Parish Council also hosts an annual Christmas Fair which is attended by residents, the
Mayor of Telford, and local schools. This is an important event for the Parish requiring sizeable financial
outlay and a considerable proportion of the Clerk's hours. This event would no longer be able to take
place if two Parish Councils amalgamated, as it would require a disproportionate distribution of funds.

3. Rodington has a Climate and Nature Strategy Group which is heavily supported by the Parish Council.
This has contributed significantly to the development of Rodington Parish Council's approach to
biodiversity and sustainability. These are gains that could easily be lost by merging with other parishes
at this time due to budgetary pressures.

Practical considerations must also be considered, and the Parish Council has not had clarification on the
following issues:

e The disruption and costs incurred by changeover.

e Therole of the clerk and associated practical issues i.e. travelling to meetings across the county.
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e Theimpact of increased hours for one clerk and possible job losses for other Clerks.
e The environmental cost of increased travel through the county.

e Above all, the lack of knowledge of Councillors making decisions about communities they do not know,
impairing their ability to fairly represent its electorate.

Rodington Parish Council and its residents urge Telford and Wrekin to reconsider this proposal for the reasons
detailed above. If Rodington Parish Council must be amalgamated with another, the Parishes of Ercall Magna
or Waters Upton should be considered as viable alternatives as opposed to Wrockwardine.
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Community Governance Review
Electoral Services

Telford & Wrekin Council
Darby House

Lawn Central

Telford

TF3 4JA.

19.10.2025

Re: Rodington Parish Council Community Governance Review

Dear Sir/Madam,

I am writing to yourselves in response of the TWC’s Community Governance Review regarding
your future possible plans of :-

* creating, merging, altering or abolishing parishes

« the naming of parishes and the style of new parishes and the creation of town councils

* the electoral arrangements for parishes (for instance, the ordinary year of election; a
council’s geographical size; the number of councillors to be elected to the council, and
parish warding)

* grouping parishes under a common parish council or de-grouping parishes

» other types of local arrangements, including parish meetings.

I would like to strongly object to these future possible plans as I feel that the current system of local
governance at parish level is satisfactory, including the number of parish councillors. It’s appears to
me that the possible merging or abolishing of Parish Councils is nothing more that a consolidation
of power.

This restructuring of Parish councils will lead to the people of smaller parishes such as Rodington,
having very little or no say in any important matters regarding our village. It’s very important that
people have a democratic say in important matters regarding their local area, and I feel these
proposed future plans will take away people’s democratic rights, or at the very least, water them
down.

Yours Sincerely
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MISALC

SERVING LOCAL COUNCILS IN SHROPSHIRE AND TELFORD & WREKIN
Affiliated to the National Association of Local Councils

Community Governance Review Team
Electoral Services

Darby House

Telford & Wrekin Council

Lawn Central

Telford

TF3 4JA

BY EMAIL
17" October 2025

Dear Community Governance Review Team,

Consultation Response from the Shropshire Association of Local Councils (SALC) on
Telford & Wrekin Council’s Community Governance Review - Third Stage consultation
2025

The Shropshire Association of Local Councils (SALC) welcomes the opportunity to comment
on the current phase of the Community Governance Review (CGR) being undertaken by Telford
& Wrekin Council. We appreciate the Council’s commitment to engaging with local
communities and stakeholders, including parish and town councils, in shaping governance
arrangements that reflect the needs and identities of the areas concerned.

SALC has consistently supported the principle that community governance should be rooted
in the identities, interests, and aspirations of local communities. We therefore strongly
endorse the CGR’s stated aim to ensure that governance arrangements are:

o Reflective of community identity and interests, and

o Effective and convenient for those they serve.

We would also refer to the comments we submitted in July as part of the second phase
consultation process.

In reviewing the proposals set out in this consultation, SALC wishes to highlight the following
key points:

1. Respect for Community Identity
The Association notes the emphasis placed on community identity in several areas,
including Horsehay, Lightmoor, Little Dawley & Aqueduct, The Gorge, and
Wrockwardine & Rodington. We support the recognition that natural boundaries,
historical ties, and shared community interests should guide decisions about parish
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arrangements. Where strong local sentiment exists, such as opposition to mergers or
boundary changes, these views must be given significant weight.

2. Local Representation and Engagement
SALC welcomes the Council’s efforts to consult widely and transparently, including
with affected parish councils and local residents. We encourage continued meaningful
engagement throughout the final stages of the review, ensuring that all voices—
particularly those of smaller or rural communities—are heard and respected.

3. Support for Local Councils
Parish and town councils play a vital role in representing local interests and delivering
services. Any changes to governance arrangements should be accompanied by
appropriate support and guidance to ensure smooth transitions and continued
effectiveness.

4. Concerns Regarding Forced Mergers or Reorganisations
SALC remains cautious about proposals that may dilute local identity or impose
arrangements that lack community support. The Association urges the Boundary
Review Committee to carefully consider the feedback from phase two consultations,
particularly where there was significant opposition to proposed mergers or boundary
changes.

5. Electoral Equality and Practicality
While electoral equality is an important consideration, it should not override the
fundamental principle of community cohesion. We acknowledge the challenges in
achieving balanced representation but believe that practical compromises must be
made in favour of preserving community identity.

In terms of the specific proposals in the current phase of consultation, whilst we appreciate
the willingness of the BRC is seeking views on alternative proposals, we are concerned as to
whether or not a three week consultation period was sufficient to adequately engage with
those communities affected and to encourage as full a response as possible given the impact
the proposals will have both on local governance and service delivery.

We would urge the Committee to reflect on this in the event it is minded to approve any of the
specific proposals outlined in this current consultation. Due to the relatively short period of
consultation, we would encourage the BRC to where appropriate, take into account the
responses to the second stage consultation which relate to the areas subject to the current
round of consultation.

We would offer the following comments / responses on the following proposals, which we
believe will enhance community identity, cohesion, and the effectiveness of local governance
across the borough:

1. Retention of Hollinswood & Randlay Parish Council

SALC supports the continued existence of Hollinswood & Randlay Parish Council on its
existing boundaries. This parish has a well-established identity and provides a vital platform
for local representation and service delivery. Its retention ensures continuity and stability for
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residents in the area. This has widespread community support (as demonstrated by the strong
response to the latest consultation) and will enable the Parish Council to continue providing
convenient and effective governance for the local community. The current proposal will not
achieve this aim, neither will it serve the best interests of the local community. SALC supports
the view that the proposed new parish council is too large with no clear reasoning as to the
benefits for the residents of both Hollinswood & Randlay, and residents of Stirchley and most
importantly will still result in communities losing their identities. We also share the concern
regarding the reduction in number of Parish Councillors which brings into question both
adequate and appropriate local representation and democracy for these local communities.

2. Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council
SALC supports the following views expressed by the Parish Council:
o Shared Facilities & Services: Stirchley and Brookside have long operated as a unified

community, sharing schools, libraries, shops, sports fields, youth programmes, and
community centres—most of which are located in Stirchley but serve both areas.

e Youth Provision: Programmes like Funzone exemplify the integrated nature of the
community, bringing together families from both areas. A split would fragment funding
and governance, disadvantaging Brookside youth.

o Geographical Boundaries: Randlay Avenue is a well-established boundary separating
Stirchley from Randlay, reflecting distinct community identities. Stirchley residents do
not identify with Hollinswood or Randlay, which have separate facilities and no
meaningful social or practical links to Stirchley.

o Stirchley Village Identity: Residents of Stirchley Village identify with Stirchley, not
Brookside. Reassigning them to Brookside would erase their distinct identity and
misrepresent their community affiliation.

o Clarity & Efficiency: The current parish structure is well understood and efficient,
ensuring accessible services and logical boundaries. A split would create confusion
over service provision and responsibilities.

o Administrative Duplication: Dividing the parish could lead to duplicated governance
structures, increased costs, and disrupted maintenance responsibilities.

o Polling Districts: The proposal contradicts recent decisions by the Local Government
Boundary Commission for England (LGBCE), which moved polling district TTT from
Brookside to The Nedge ward.

SALC supports the view that the proposals for Stirchley & Brookside PC:
e Undermine community identity.

e Reduce the effectiveness and clarity of local governance.
e Increase financial burdens.
e Lacklocal support.

We ask the BRC to support retention of existing Stirchley & Brookside PC based on the current
parish boundaries.
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3. Retention of Wrockwardine and Rodington Parish Councils as Separate Entities

SALC strongly supports the decision to retain Wrockwardine Parish Council and Rodington
Parish Council as separate bodies. The previous proposal to merge these with Little Wenlock
was met with significant opposition due to the lack of shared identity and the geographical
barrier of The Wrekin. There is no connectivity between the two parishes and a lack of
community identity. Maintaining their independence respects the distinct rural character and
governance needs of each parish. The river Tern provides a natural boundary between these
two existing parishes.

4. Creation of a New Parish Council for Admaston, Shawbirch & Bratton

We welcome the suggestion by the local Borough Councillor for Admaston to establish a new
parish council covering Admaston, Shawbirch & Bratton. These communities share a
cohesive identity and are currently underserved in terms of direct local representation. A
dedicated parish council willempower residents and enhance democratic engagement.

5. Retention of Horsehay, Lightmoor, Little Dawley & Aqueduct as Dawley Hamlets Parish
Council

SALC supports the retention of these areas within the Dawley Hamlets Parish Council. The
revised proposal reflects strong community sentiment and identity, particularly the inclusion
of Lightmoor and exclusion of Small Hill, which aligns with natural boundaries and local
affiliations. This arrangement promotes effective governance and electoral equality. During the
second phase of consultation there was strong support from the local community for the
retention of Dawley Hamlets Parish Council.

Conclusion
SALC believes these proposals are well-founded and consistent with the principles of
community governance as outlined in national guidance. They reflect:

e Community identity and cohesion: Each proposal respects the unique character and

needs of the communities involved.

e Local support: The changes respond directly to feedback from residents and
stakeholders.

o Convenient and effective local government: The arrangements will improve
representation, accountability, and service delivery.

We commend Telford & Wrekin Council for its thorough and responsive approach to this
review and look forward to the outcome of these proposals.

SALC appreciates the opportunity to contribute to this important process and reiterates its
commitment to supporting governance arrangements that are locally driven, inclusive, and
respectful of the unique character of Shropshire’s communities.

We look forward to continuing to work constructively with Telford & Wrekin Council and all

stakeholders as the CGR progresses and the final decisions implemented ready to take effect
from April 2027.
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Yours Sincerely

Councillor Ray Wickson
Chairman - SALC

IN COLLABORATION WITH SLCC, NALC, OVW, COUNTY ASSOCIATIONS

SHROPSHIRE ASSOCIATION OF LOCAL COUNCILS
Riggs Hall, The Library, Castle Gates, Shrewsbury, Shropshire SY1 2AS Tel: 01743 252744

e-mail: alc@shropshire.gov.uk Website:www.alc@shropshire.co.uk
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Appendix | Third Phase Consultation and Revised Parish & Town Council
Proposals

The Boundary Review Committee, 4 September, asked that a third phase of
consultation be completed on 7 areas of the borough where revised proposals had
been discussed by the Committee. These areas were:

e Brookside and Hollinswood, Randlay & Stirchley
e Horsehay, Lightmoor, Little Dawley & Aqueduct
e Lawley & Overdale

e Madeley

e St Georges & Donnington

e The Gorge

e Wrockwardine and Rodington

For each of the 7 areas, views were specifically sought by the Committee on:

e the proposed arrangements for some Town and Parish Councils covering the
areas highlighted above;

e the warding arrangements for some Town and Parish Councils covering the
areas highlighted above;

¢ the number of councillors proposed in respect of some Town and Parish
Councils in respect of the areas mentioned above;

e the number of councillors proposed in respect of each ward;

e the proposed name of some Town and Parish Councils in those areas
mentioned above.

The third phase of consultation commenced 29 September and closed at 23:59, 19
October 2025. Responses to the consultation could be made through an online
survey, via email or by letter whether posted or hand delivered. To promote the
consultation, a consultation pack was shared with:

e Community groups;

e Town and Parish Councils;

e Strategic partners including the West Mercia Police, Shropshire Fire & Rescue
and NHS Shropshire, Telford & Wrekin ICS;

e Borough Councillors;

e MPs;

e Telford Interfaith Council; and

e Shropshire Association of Local Councils

Through the third phase consultation, the Council received over 210 responses from
residents, councillors and parish councils. These are set out in Appendices Ato G
aligned to the relevant parish area. A response was also received from the
Shropshire Association of Local Councils covering a number of areas of the borough
which is set out in Appendix H.
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Informed by this consultation, relevant guidance and legislation concerning
community governance reviews, recommendations for the future town and parish
arrangements for each of these 7 areas have been developed and are presented in
this report.

Brookside, Hollinswood, Randlay & Stirchley

At the request of the Boundary Review Committee, the third phase consultation
specifically sought views on a proposal that would create two new parish councils for
the area; one for Brookside and the second for Hollinswood, Randlay and Stirchley.
This was in response to the Community Governance Review phase two community
consultation which found considerable opposition to the creation of a proposed The
Nedge Parish Council which would have been created from the merger of the
existing Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council and the existing Hollinswood &
Randlay Parish Council.

In response to the proposal of a parish council for Brookside and a second for
Hollinswood, Randlay and Stirchley, 5 emails and 32 survey responses were
received directly to Telford & Wrekin Council. In addition, Hollinswood and Randlay
Parish Council undertook their own engagement activity on the proposal and as part
of their submission to the Community Governance Review, submitted 90
questionnaires prior to the consultation deadline. Subsequent to their submission,
the Parish Council submitted an additional 26 completed copies of their
questionnaire. The third phase consultation responses for Brookside, Hollinswood,
Randlay and Stirchley can be found in Appendix A of this report.

Almost all of the responses to the third phase Community Governance Review
consultation were opposed to the proposal to create a Hollinswood, Randlay and
Stirchley Parish Council and a separate Brookside Parish council. The common
theme throughout these responses was that the current arrangements of a parish
council for Hollinswood and Randlay and a parish council for Stirchley and Brookside
should be retained. Only a very small number of responses to the consultation
expressed a contrary view.

Informed by the consultation findings, it is proposed that the current Hollinswood &
Randlay Parish Council and Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council are retained. Once
adopted, these arrangements will be kept under review as there will be additional
housing development in the area and it is necessary to ensure the arrangements
continue to reflect the needs of communities.

Hollinswood & Randlay Parish Council

Hollinswood & Randlay Parish Council will, if agreed, have an electorate of 4,361,
served by 12 parish councillors. The parish council will not be warded. This is in line
with guidance for councillor numbers and provides for reasonable electoral equality.
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Electors Electors
Parish ward name Polling district Seats August
2025 per seat
Hollinswood & Randlay TTR, TTO 12 4361 363

Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council

Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council will, if agreed by the Committee, have an
electorate of 7,136 with 13 parish councillors across 3 parish wards. This is in line
with guidance for councillor numbers and provides for reasonable electoral equality.

Parish ward name Polling district | Seats Aui;zgto;:zs gﬁiﬁz Variance
Brookside TBR 5 3043 609 11%
Holmer Lake TTH 1 343 343 -38%
Stirchley TTT, TTS 7 3750 536 -2%
Total 13 7136 549

Horsehay, Lightmoor, Little Dawley & Aqueduct

The proposed parish for this area that the Boundary Review Committee considered
at its meeting on 4 September, included Horsehay, Lightmoor, Little Dawley &
Aqueduct. Compared with the pre-existing Dawley Hamlets, these proposals saw the

proposed parish:

¢ include the Lightmoor parish ward that is currently in The Gorge Parish;

e exclude the Smallhill Parish Ward which it was proposed would be within the
revised Lawley & Overdale Parish; and,

e exclude the Nightingale Walk Parish Ward which it was proposed would move
to Madeley Town Council.

Through this third phase consultation, the Boundary Committee were keen to explore

what this proposed parish council should be called.

In response to the third phase consultation, 8 emails were received and 16 online
questionnaires about the proposed parish arrangements for this area (see Appendix

B).

Within these responses there were two key themes: the name of the proposed parish
and which parish or town council Ellis Peters Drive Aqueduct should be located in.

A significant majority of responses that commented on the name of the proposed
parish were of the view that the existing name, Dawley Hamlets Parish Council,
should be retained. Those that supported this position, stated that it was a well-
known and historic name and that adopting a new name for the parish would carry
unnecessary costs because of, for example, the need to change boundary signs.
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There were a small number of responses which stated that they wanted to see Ellis
Peters Drive of Aqueduct become part of the proposed parish council. There was no
overarching evidence to support this change.

Informed by the consultation findings, it is proposed that the parish arrangements for
Horsehay, Lightmoor, Little Dawley & Aqueduct are adopted and that the parish
council should be called Dawley Hamlets Parish Council.

Dawley Hamlets Parish Council

The revised Dawley Hamlets Parish Council would have an electorate of, 6,789
represented by 9 parish councillors across 4 wards. This is in line with guidance for
councillor numbers and provides for reasonable electoral equality.

. S Electors Electors .
Parish ward name Polling districts | Seats August 2025 | per seat Variance
Aqueduct DY 3 2168 723 -4%
Little Dawley THA 1 794 794 5%
Lightmoor THC 2 1003 502 -34%
Horsehay THZ 3 2824 941 25%
Total 9 6789 754

Madeley and The Gorge

Madeley

The proposed Madeley Town Council that was the focus of the third phase
consultation wasprimarily based on the existing arrangements with the addition of
the Nightingale Walk parish ward from the pre-existing Dawley Hamlets Parish
Council.

In response to the third phase consultation, one respons was received for Madeley
(see Appendix C). This response was from Madeley Town Council and simply
expressed support for the proposal that Nightingale Walk Parish Ward should be
included within the Madeley Town Council boundary.

The Gorge

The proposal for the Gorge Parish Council considered by the Boundary Review
Committee, 4 September, was primarily formed from the existing parish
arrangements with the key change being that the Lightmoor parish ward would
become part of the proposed Horsehay, Lightmoor, Little Dawley & Aqueduct Parish
Council. This proposed change was predicated on community identity as it is
considered that there is not a shared common identity between The Gorge and
Lightmoor. This proposal would enhance coterminosity between borough and parish
boundaries.
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In response to the third phase consultation, 1 email and 4 questionnaires were
received about The Gorge (see Appendix D). The email was received from The
Gorge Parish Council and objected to the proposal to move the Lightmoor Ward to
the proposed Horsehay, Lightmoor, Little Dawley & Aqueduct Parish Council. The
response also commented on the warding of The Gorge and asked that
consideration be given to creating separate parish wards for Ironbridge and
Coalbrookdale as they are two distinct communities. In addition, the Parish Council’s
submission argued that the Academy Prish Ward should be part of the Gorge Parsh
area due to strong links to the area and that it would have a positive impact on
elector inequality.

From the questionnaires, opposition was expressed to the removal of Lightmoor from
the Gorge arguing that The Gorge provided them with key services.

Informed by the consultation, it is proposed that the following amendments are made
to the proposed parish and town council arrangements for the Gorge and Madeley to
enhance electoral equality (addressing some of the inequality shown in the earlier
proposals) and ensure the sustainability of both councils:

e That the Academy parish ward is moved from Madeley Town Council to The
Gorge — this would improve coterminosity with the lronbridge Gorge borough
ward and it would also have a positive impact on elector inequality in Madeley
Town Council.

e That the Roberts Road area and the Nightingale Walk Parish ward become
part of the The Gorge Parish Council. Again, this will have a positive impact
upon electoral equality.

The Gorge Parish Council

The proposed The Gorge Parish Council would have an electorate of 2,786 with 11
parish councillors across 4 parish wards. This is in line with guidance for councillor
numbers and provides for reasonable electoral equality.

Parish ward name dPI<S)tI:'Ilr(]:tgs Seats Aui;ﬁ:ggzs E::rc;:: Variance
Coalport & Jackfield TIR, TIO 2 512 256 1%
Ironbridge Gorge TIB 4 1002 251 -1%
Coalbrookdale (to
include Nightingale TIG, TWL 3 814 271 %
Walk)

Madeley Road (to

include Academy and TIH, TWP 2 458 229 -10%
Roberts Road)

Total 11 2786 253
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Madeley Town Council

The proposed Madley Town Council would have an electorate of 12,351 with 16
parish councillors across 3 parish wards. This is in line with guidance for councillor
numbers and provides for reasonable electoral equality.

Parish ward name dF::tI::g?s Seats Aui:ﬁg:‘;rgzs Ezcst(;: Variance
Cuckoo Oak TMB, TMC 5 3977 795 3%
Madeley Village TMA, TMD 5 3723 745 -4%
Woodside TWO 6 4651 775 0%
Total 16 12,351 772

St Georges & Donnington

The communities of St Georges and Donnington share a common identity of being
older established communities in the borough with similar needs, demographics and
identity. As such it is proposed that a parish council is established to serve these two
communities which will be reflective of the identity and interests of the community.

In considering these proposals, the Boundary Review Committee asked that further
work was completed to develop the parish ward arrangements and associated
number of councillors and that these should form part of the third phase consultation.

In response to the third phase consultation 3 questionnaires were received (see
Appendix E). Two of the responses were supportive of the proposed parish warding
— that is to ensure there is effective representation for each of the different areas of
the proposed parish. The other questionnaire expressed concern over the proposal
to create a parish council by bringing together the communities of St Georges and
Donnington.
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St Georges & Donnington Parish Council

It is proposed that the St Georges and Donnington Parish Council would have an
electorate of 12,759 represented by 17 parish councillors across 8 wards. This is in
line with guidance for councillor numbers and provides for reasonable electoral

equality.
Parish ward name Polling districts | Seats AuE;g:ozrg% :;?Z?ar; Variance

St Georges West TSP, TGK 4 2414 603.5 -20%
St George’s East TSG, TSE 3 2834 945 26%
Snedshill TPS 1 398 398 -47%
Redhill WMM 1 590 590 -21%
Humbers WMH 1 692 692 -8%
Donnington wood WDE 2 1244 622 -17%
Donnington WDG, WDO 4 4139 1035 38%
The Lamb TSW 1 448 448 -40%
Total 17 12759 751

Lawley & Overdale

The proposed Lawley & Overdale Parish Council considered by the Boundary
Review Committee on 4 September was primarily formed from the existing parish
arrangements with the following proposed changes:

e The inclusion of the Smallhill area and Lawley Gate (TLS polling district).
e That the following, part or all of, are moved to Great Dawley Town Council
(this is not an exhaustive list):

= Cambridge Close

= Croft Fold

= Dawley Bank

= Milners Court

= Grange Farm Rise

= Wakeley Drive

= Hill Fold
= Cemetery Road
= Concorde

= Milners Lane

The revised proposed Lawley & Overdale Parish council would have an electorate of
9,539 presented by 18 councillors across 5 parish wards.

Responding to consultation feedback gathered during the second phase of
consultation, the Boundary Review Committee were keen to consult further to
explore whether a different number of councillors would be more effective and
welcomed views on this specific matter.
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Two responses were received to the third phase consultation, one an online
questionnaire and the second an email (see Appendix F).

The questionnaire response, focused on the area of Lawley Gate and argued that for
the purposes of historic community identity, it should be included within the proposed
parish for Horsehay, Lightmoor, Little Dawley & Aqueduct. This proposal would
require the creation of a polling district for Lawley Gate which would have too few
electors for electoral efficiency.

The email response was supportive of the proposed arrangements in terms of the
broad boundaries for the parish and the warding arrangements. This response,
however, suggested that the number of parish councillors should be 11 rather than
the proposed 18 and distributed across the proposed 5 wards:

: Polling Electors Electors .
Parish ward name districts Seats August 2025 per seat Variance
Lawley Common TLB, TLS 2 3086 1543 78%
Lawley East TLL 3 2513 838 -3%
Lawley West WLL 2 542 271 -69%
Overdale & The TOY, TOX 2 2743 1372 58%
Rock
TMH (part 50

Town Centre 66%6) 2 655 328 62%
Total 11 9539 867

This proposal would mean that there was significant electoral inequality across the 5
parish wards — particularly the Town Centre parish ward. An alternative proposal with
11 parish councillors across the 5 wards with better electoral equality would be:

Parish ward name Polling districts | Seats Auli:ﬁgtozrgzs Elec;(;z PET | Variance
Lawley Common TLB, TLS 3 3086 1029 19%
Lawley East TLL 3 2513 838 -3%
Lawley West WLL 1 542 542 -38%
Overdale & The Rock TOY, TOX 3 2743 914 5%
Town Centre TMH (part 66%) 1 655 655 -24%
Total 11 9539 867
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Lawley & Overdale Parish Council

The proposed Lawley & Overdale Parish Council would have an electorate of 9,539
with 11 parish councillors across 5 wards. This is in line with guidance for councillor
numbers and provides for reasonable electoral equality.

Parish ward name Polling districts | Seats Aui;lzcs:ggzs Elecstg: PET | Variance
Lawley Common TLB, TLS 3 3086 1029 19%
Lawley East TLL 3 2513 838 -3%
Lawley West WLL 1 542 542 -38%
Overdale & The Rock TOY, TOX 3 2743 914 5%
Town Centre TMH (part 66%) 1 655 655 -24%
Total 11 9,539 867

Wrockwardine & Rodington

The proposed parish arrangements which formed part of the phase two consultation
for the Community Governance Review included a proposal to create a Little
Wenlock, Wrockwardine and Rodington Parish Council. This proposal brought the
pre-existing Little Wenlock and Rodington Parish Councils together with the
Wrockwardine Parish Council excluding Bratton and Admaston as it is proposed
these will become part of the revised Wellington Town Council.

The phase two Community Governance Review consultation found significant
opposition to the proposal to create a parish council that included Little Wenlock,
Wrockwardine and Rodington. A core objection was the size of the proposed parish
and a lack of a cohesive identity. It was acknowledged that The Wrekin creates a
significant natural barrier between Little Wenlock and Wrockwardine. In response,
and reflecting the changes that would be brought about as a result of the proposed
changes to Wellington Town Council, the Committee wanted to consider an
alternative proposal which would see the existing arrangements for Little Wenlock
retained and a new proposed Wrockwardine and Rodington Parish.

In response to the third phase consultation, 5 email responses and 18 online
questionnaires were received (see Appendix G). All but one of these responses
disagreed with the proposed creation of a Wrockwardine and Rodington Parish.
Many of the responses were from residents of Rodington and stated that Rodington
had a distinct identity to that of Wrockwardine.

It is proposed that a revised Rodington Parish Council is retained and that
Wrockwardine Parish Council is amended to exclude Bratton and Admaston which
will become part of a revised Wellington Town Council.
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Rodington Parish Council

It is proposed that Rodington Parish Council would have an electorate of 755
represented by 7 parish councillors — the parish council would not be warded. This is
in line with guidance for councillor numbers.

Polling Electors August
Ward Name districts Seats 2025 Electors per seat
Rodington WWR, WWN 7 755 108

Wrockwardine Parish Council

It is proposed that Wrockwardine Parish Council would have an electorate of 1163
represented by 8 parish councillors - the parish council would not be warded. This is
in line with guidance for councillor.

Polling Electors Electors per
B NEmE districts SECIE August 2025 seat
Wrockwardine WWC 8 1163 145
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Appendix J: Proposed Town and Parish Councils

The proposed town and parish councils for the Borough are:

Proposed Town/Parish Council N L &1 Electorate
seats
1 Church and Chetwynd Aston Parish 10 1453
Council
2 | Chetwynd Parish Council 7 481
3 | Dawley Hamlets Parish Council 9 6789
4 | Edgmond Parish Council 13 1100
5 | Ercall Magna Parish Council 12 1456
6 | Great Dawley Town Council 14 9076
7 | Hadley & Leegomery Parish Council 17 11906
8 [ Hollinswood & Randlay Parish Council 12 4361
9 [ Ketley Parish Council 11 3171
10 | Kynnersley Parish Council 6 149
11 | Lawley & Overdale Parish Council 11 9546
12 | Lilleshall Parish Council 7 1108
13 | Little Wenlock Parish Council 5 436
14 | Madeley Town Council 16 12351
15 | Muxton Parish Council 9 3848
16 | Newport Town Council 12 10083
17 | Priorslee Parish Council 9 5185
18 | Rodington Parish Council 7 755
19 St Geo_rges and Donnington Parish 17 12759
Council
20 | Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council 13 7136
21 | The Gorge Parish Council 11 2786
22 Tibbert_on & Cherrington Parish 6 804
Council
23 | Waters Upton Parish Council 6 1063
24 | Wellington Town Council 25 20294
25 | Wrockwardine Parish Council 8 1163
) 5| o
Unparished areas:
27 | Eyton upon the Weald Moors - 72
28 | Preston upon the Weald Moors - 228
Total 274 140551
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Church & Chetwynd Aston Parish Council

Ward Name Polling District | Seats | Cicctors August | Electors per | . .00
2025 seat
Church Aston WCA, WCB 7 1081 154 6%
Chetwynd Aston WCC 3 372 124 -15%
Total 10 1453 145
Chetwynd Parish Council
e Electors Electors per
Ward name Polling districts Seats August 2025 seat
Chetwynd WEG 7 481 69
Dawley Hamlets Parish Council
. Electors Electors per .
Ward name Polling districts Seats August 2025 seat Variance
Aqueduct TDY 3 2168 723 -4%
Little Dawley THA 1 794 794 5%
Lightmoor THC 2 1003 502 -34%
Horsehay THZ 3 2824 941 25%
Total 9 6789 754
Edgmond Parish Council
e Electors Electors per
Ward name Polling district Seats August 2025 seat
Edgmond WED 13 1100 85
Ercall Magna Parish Council
Parish Ward Name | Polling Districts Seats Bl AT L Variance
August 2025 seat
Ellerdine / Rowton WEW 4 396 99 -18%
High Ercall / Walton WER 6 848 141 16%
Roden / Pyton WWW 2 212 106 -13%
Total 12 1456 121
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Great Dawley Town Council

Polling Electors Electors :
birel NENE districts Seats August 2025 | per seat Variance
TDX, TDP, 0
Dawley TDA. TDZ 5 3287 657 1%
Doseley Road THB 1 331 331 -49%
TME, TML,
Malinslee TMG, TMH (part 7 5068 724 12%
33%)
Trinity THD 1 390 390 -40%
Total 14 9076 648
Hadley & Leegomery Parish Council
Ward name Polling districts Seats AEEBAEES | e Variance
2025 per seat
Apley Castle WAC 4 2,765 691 -1%
Hadley Castle WHL, WHC 7 5,628 804 15%
Hadley Manor WHM 3 2,138 713 2%
Horton WEX 1 145 145 -19%
Trench Lock TOL 2 1,230 615 -12%
Total 17 11906 700
Hollinswood & Randlay Parish Council
Polling Electors Electors
biEE MEmE district SEEIE August 2025 | per seat
Hollinswood & TTR, TTO 12 4361 363
Randlay
Ketley Parish Council
Ward name Polling districts Seats L Variance
2025 per seat
Beveley TOK, TOB (part) 2 479 240 -17%
Ketley TKY 9 2692 299 4%
Total 11 3171 288
Kynnersley Parish Council
Ward name Polling districts | Seats AFFERAIEIG, | ESHE
2025 per seat
Kynnersley WEZ 6 149 25
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Lawley & Overdale Parish Council

Electors Electors
Ward name Polling districts Seats August Variance
2025 per seat
Lawley Common TLB, TLS 3 3086 1029 19%
Lawley East TLL 3 2513 838 -3%
Lawley West WLL 1 542 542 -38%
Overdale & The Rock TOY, TOX 3 2743 914 5%
Town Centre TMH (part 66%) 1 662 662 -24%
Total 11 9546 868
Lilleshall Parish Council
Electors Electors
Ward name Polling district Seats August
2025 per seat
Lilleshall WCJ 7 1108 158
Little Wenlock Parish Council
. Electors
Ward Name dITgt”r:g?s Seats | August El:f;g;i
2025 | P
Little Wenlock WWD 5 436 87
Madeley Town Council
Polling ElEEiers Electors .
Ward name distri Seats | August Variance
istricts 2025 per seat
Cuckoo Oak TMB, TMC 5 3977 795 3%
Madeley Village TMA, TMD 5 3723 745 -4%
Woodside TWO 6 4651 775 0%
Total 16 12351 772
Muxton Parish Council
Electors Electors
Ward name Polling districts Seats August ¢
2025 per sea
Muxton WMO 9 3848 428
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Newport Town Council

Electors Electors
Ward name Polling district Seats August t Variance
2025 per sea
Newport East WNE 3 23%4 798 -5%
Newport North WNN 3 2589 863 3%
Newport South WNS, WNX 3 2367 789 -6%
Newport West WNW 3 2733 911 8%
Total 12 10083 840
Priorslee Parish Council
Electors | Electors
Ward name Polling districts Seats August per Variance
2025 seats
Priorslee East TPP 6 3374 562 -2%
Priorslee West TPR 3 1811 604 5%
Total 9 5185 576
Rodington Parish Council
Electors Electors
Ward Name Polling districts Seats August t
2025 per sea
Rodington WWR, WWN 7 755 108
St Georges and Donnington Parish Council
Electors Electors
Ward name Polling districts Seats August Variance
2025 per seats
St Georges West TSP, TGK 4 2414 603.5 -20%
St George’s East TSG, TSE 3 2834 945 26%
Snedshill TPS 1 398 398 47%
Redhill WMM 1 590 590 -21%
Humbers WMH 1 692 692 -8%
Donnington wood WDE 2 1244 622 -17%
Donnington WDG, WDO 4 4139 1035 38%
The Lamb TSW 1 448 448 -40%
Total 17 12759 751
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Stirchley & Brookside Parish Council

Seat Electors | Elector Varianc
Ward name Polling district s August S per e
2025 seat
Brookside TBR 5 3043 609 11%
Holmer Lake TTH 1 343 343 -38%
Stirchley TTT, TTS 7 3750 536 -2%
Total 13 7136 549
The Gorge Parish Council
Ele:tor =lzeie) Varianc
Ward name Polling districts | Seats A S per
ugust seat e
2025
Coalport & Jackfield TIR, TIO 2 512 256 1%
Ironbridge Gorge TIB 4 1002 251 -1%
Coalbrookdale TIG, TWL 3 814 271 7%
Madeley Road TIH, TWP 2 458 229 -10%
Total 11 2786 253
Tibberton & Cherrington Parish Council
Electors Electors
Ward name Polling District Seats | August
2025 per seat
Tibberton & Cherrington WEE 6 804 134
Waters Upton Parish Council
AL Electors
Ward name Polling districts Seats | August
2025 per seat
Waters Upton WEY 6 1063 177
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Wellington Town Council

Electors Electors
Ward Name Polling district Seats | August Variance
2025 per seat
Arleston & College WAR, WAO 6 5181 864 6%
Shawbirch & Dothill WSD, WSB 6 4557 760 -6%
Ercall WGE 3 2452 817 1%
Haygate & Park WHZ, V\\//Vﬁl_lvg WHY, 7 5620 803 -1%
Admaston & Bratton WAA, WAB 3 2484 828 2%
Total 25 20294 812
Wrockwardine Parish Council
Electors Electors
Ward Name Polling districts Seats | August
2025 per seat
Wrockwardine WWC 8 1163 145
Wrockwardine Wood, Trench & Oakengates Town Council
Electors Electors
Ward Name Polling districts Seats August Variance
2025 | Per seat
TOE, TOO, TOB 0
Oakengates & Ketley Bank (part), TOT 7 5518 702 2%
Wrockwardine Wood North TWR, TWT 7 4732 670 -3%
Wrockwardine Wood South TOW, TOH 1 742 730 6%
Total 15 10992 689

Unparished Areas

e Eyton upon the Weald Moors
e Preston upon the Weald Moors
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