Cumnor Parish Council

Jacqueline Bock 143 Cumnor Hill
Clerk of the Council Oxford
Tel & Fax: 01865 860950 0X2 9JA

E-mail: cumnorparish@btconnect.com

Review Officer (Oxfordshire)

Local Government Boundary Commission for England
Layden House

78-86 Turnmill Street

London

ECIM 5LG

6 October 2011

Our Ref: CPC/Electoral/06-10-11LGBC England
Your Ref:

Dear Sir/Madam,
Electoral Review of Oxfordshire: Draft Recommendations

Further to my letter of the 5 October in which I sent you, infer alia, the results of a
petition, I have received further signature sheets. I enclose these additional 22 signatures,
which you will appreciate bring the revised total of declared supporters for the Cumnor
Parish Council proposal to in excess of 600.

Yours faithfully,

Jacqueline B Bock (Mrs)
Clerk to Cumnor Parish Council

cc
County Councillor Anthony Gearing
County Councillor Janet Godden



We OBJECT to the Local Government Boundary Commission’s proposal,
which by changing the Cumnor parish ward boundaries is electorally inequitable.

We call upon the Commission to adopt Cumnor Parish Council’s proposal for a two
member Division for North Hinksey, Cumnor, Appleton and Kingston Bagpuize.
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We OBJECT to the Local Government Boundary Commission’s proposal,
which by changing the Cumnor parish ward boundaries is electorally inequitable.

We call upon the Commission to adopt Cumnor Parish Council’s proposal for a two
member Division for North Hinksey, Cumnor, Appleton and Kingston Bagpuize.
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We @BJECT to the Local Government Boundary Commission’s proposal,
which by changing the Cumnor parish ward boundaries is electorally inequitable.

We call upon the Commission to adopt Cumnor Parish Council’s proposal for a two
member Division for North Hinksey, Cumnor, Appleton and Kingston Bagpuize.
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We OBJECT to the Local Government Boundary Commission’s proposal,
which by changing the Cumnor parish ward boundaries is electorally inequitable.

We call upon the Commission to adopt Cumnor Parish Council’s proposal for a two
member Division for North Hinksey, Cumnor, Appleton and Kingston Bagpuize.
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We OBJECT to the Local Government Boundary Commission’s
proposal,
which by changing the Cumnor parish ward boundaries is electorally
inequitable.

We call upon the Commission to adopt Cumnor Parish Council’s
proposal for a two member Division for North Hinksey, Cumnor,
Appleton and Kingston Bagpuize.
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