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Secretary of State for the Home Department
PROPOSALS FOR REVISED ELECTORAL ARRANGSHESTS FOR THE
CITY OF MANCHESTER

1. We, the Local Government Boundary Commission for England* having carried
out our initial review of the electoral arrangements for the City of •
Manchester in accordance with the requirements of section 63 of, and Schedule
9 to, the Local Government Act 1972, present our proposals for the future
electoral arrangements for that city*
2* In accordance with the procedure laid down in section 60(1)
and (2) of the 1972 Act, notice was given on 28 August 1975 that we were
to undertake this review, this was incorporated in a consultation letter
addressed to the Winchester City Council, copies of which were circulated
to Greater Manchester County Council, the Members of Parliament for the
-(_•
constituencies concerned .yv.the Parish Council in the City and the- headquarters oC tb^-maia poiSticaXjiEtrties,

Copies .were: also sent, to- the- *di tdjra

off local newspapers^ oircnlntingJLn the area and of the local government-press,
Botioes inserted in the local press announced the atari of the rovd^Aod
invited comments from members * of"the -public and from any interested bodies*
3» Manchester City Council were invited to prepare a draft scheme of
representation for our consideration*

In doing so, they were asked to

observe the rules laid down in Schedule 11 to the Local Government Act 1972
and the guidelines which we set out in our Report No 6 about the proposed
size of the council and the proposed number of councillors for each ward*
They were asked also to take into account any views expressed to them following
their consultation with local interests*

We therefore asked that they should

publish details of their provisional proposals about a month before they
submitted their draft scheme to us, ttms allowing an opportunity for local
comment*

4* Section 7(3) of the Local Government Act 1972 requires that in metropolitan
districts there shall be elections by thirds. Section 6(2)(b) of the. Act
requires that every metropolitan district shall be divided into wards each
returning a number of councillors divisible by three*
5* Manchester City Council presented their draft scheme, of .representation
on 2 June 1976.

They proposed to divide the area into 34 wards each returning . -

3 members to form a council of 102 - three more than at present*
6. The City Council also forwarded two other schemes from a local political
party which provided for the division of the city into 32 or 33 wards each
returning 3 members. We found that the standard of equality of representation
offered by these other schemes vaa generally inferior to that of the draft
scheme submitted by the City Council.
7. Another local political party submitted a scheme similar to that
presented by the City Council, and a local political association
supported it. Another local political party submitted an alternative
/
scheme, dividing the city into 27 wards each returning 3 members.
8. Ve decided that the City Council's draft scheme provided a reasonable
basis for the future electoral arrangements for the City in compliance with
the rules in Schedule 11 to the 1972 Act and having regard to our guidelines,and u
formulated our draft proposals accordingly*
9. On 9 September 1976 we issued our draft proposals and these were sent to
all who had received our consultation letter or had commented on the City
Council's draft scheme. The City Council were asked to make these draft
proposals and the accompanying map, which defined the proposed ward boundaries,
available for inspection in their main offices. Representations on our draft
proposals were invited from those to whom they were circulated and. by public

notices, from other members of the public and interested bodies* We asked
that any comments should reach us by 12 November 1976*
10* Manchester City Council informed us that they supported our draft
proposals.

\
11* We received a large number of responses to our draft proposals from
individuals, organisations and local political parties and associations.
We decided that we needed further information to enable us to reach a
conclusion. Therefore, in accordance with section 65(2) of the 1972 Act and
at our request Mr B Harder was appointed as an Assistant Commissioner to hold
a local meeting and to report to us*
12. The Assistant Commissioner held a meeting at the Town Hall, Manchester, on
23 & 2k February 197?* A copy (without enclosures) of his report to us of the
meeting is attached at Schedule 1 to this report*
s

13* The Assistant Commissioner concluded that a council of 102 members would be

necessary for effective and adequate representation and administration of the area,
and recommended that our draft proposals should be confirmed, subject to
modifications based on proposals made by the local political party mentioned in
paragraph 6 of this report. These are as follows:- in the North Manchester
area,changes to the boundaries of Harpurhey, Lightbowne, Moston and Charlestovn
wards; in the South Manchester area,changes to the boundaries of the Barlow Moor,

Old Moat, Wi thing ton, Chorlton, Whalley Range , Fallovfield, Moss Side and Didsburj
wards} together with the introduction of a new Rusholme ward and the deletion
of the proposed Lloyd Street ward.

-

14. We considered again our draft proposals both In the light of the comments
which we had received and the Assistant Commissioner's report. We concluded
that the alterations recommended by the Assistant Commissioner should be adopted
and, subject to these amendments, we decided to confirm our draft proposals as
our final proposals*

15* Details of these final proposals are set out in Schedule 2 and 3 to this
report and on the attached map. Schedule 2 gives the names of the wards and the
number of councillors returned by each. A detailed description of the boundaries
of the proposed wards, as defined on the map, is set out in Schedule 3»
PUBLICATION

16* In accordance with Section 60(5)(b) of the Local Government Act 1972 a
copy of this report and a copy of the map are being sent to Manchester
City Council/, and will be available for public inspection at the Council's
main offices* Copies of this report (without the map) are also being sent to
those who received the consultation letter and to those who made comments.
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SCHEDULE 1

Gray's Inn Chambers,
Gray's Inn,
LONDON WC1R 5JA

March 19 77

Sir Edmund Compton, G.C.B./ K.B.E.,
Chairman,
Local Government Boundary Commission
for England.

Dear Sir Edmund,
Review of Electoral Arrangements: City of Manchester
1.
I have to report that following my appointment by the Home Secretary
as Assistant Commissioner for the purpose of assisting the Commission's review
of electoral arrangements for the City of Manchester, 1 presided at a local-meeting
held in the Town Hall, Manchester on 23 and 24 February 1977 to hear
representations.
2.
The meeting opened at 10.30 a.m. on 23 February and adjourned at
approximately 5.15 p.m. It was resumed at 9.30 a.m. on 24 February and
concluded at approximately 5.30 p.m. I enclose copy attendance lists for
each day (Doc. 1). It will be seen that nearly 60 people attended on the first
day and 24 people on the second day. After the meeting, I inspected the area
of Chorltonville at the specific request of members of the Chorltonville Residents
Association. I was not asked and did not consider it necessary to make a detailed
inspection of other parts of the City, bearing in mind that I have been generally
familiar with the Manchester area for many years.
3.
There follows a summary of the issues emerging in the course of the
present review, a report of the representations made at the meeting, my conclusions
and my recommendations to the Commission.
4.

The City

The City of Manchester is the largest of the metropolitan districts
of Greater Manchester, with a mid-1975 population of about 506,000 and
electorate of about 360,000. Its boundaries comprise the pre-1974 City of
Manchester, with the addition of the parish of Ringway to the South. The latter
has only about 100 electors.

The metropolitan district is of course almost wholly urban in
character, and as in the past, Manchester continues to serve as the commercial
administrative and social core of the Greater Manchester conurbation. As the
figures mentioned later indicate, there has over the post-war years been a decline
in the City's population which may now be arrested, and there may now be a small
increase in population to be expected over the neyf few years. Whatever the
precise size of the population, however, there can be no doubt of the continued
importance of the City as one of the country's major regional centres.
5.

Background to the meeting

The City's electoral arrangements were last reviewed in 1970-71,
when the City Council was reduced in size from 150 to 132 members including
aldermen. Upon local government reorganisation in 1974, the abolition of
aldermen further reduced the size of the Council to the present number of 99
representing 33 wards.
The existing Council of 99 members comprises 54 Labour and 45
Conservative councillors.
6.
By letter of 28 August 1975 the Commission commenced the present
review by requesting the Council to consider and submit proposals for future
electoral arrangements. The letter explained the procedure and the statutory
requirements, and outlined the guidelines and criteria normally adopted by the
Commission, including (inter alia) those regarding the range of size of metropolitan
district councils (see para. 16 of the letter.)
7.
The City Council expressed concern at the prospect of a further drastic
reduction in the number of councillors, and requested a meeting with the Commission
to discuss that issue in particular. Accordingly, representatives of the Council
were received by yourself and your deputy Chairman on 12 January 1976, when a
lengthy submission of the Council's case for exceptional treatment was discussed,
It is my understanding that the outcome of that meeting was that you indicated on
behalf of the Commission that, without any specific commitment, the Commission
were prepared to be flexible in their consideration of the size of Council. It is
particularly noteworthy that this meeting was attended by representatives of both
parties in the Gity Council, who were at one in urging the Commission to recommend
a Council considerably larger than the range of 50-80 members adopted as normal
by the Commission.
S.
In June 1976 the City Council submitted to the Commission a draft
scheme for a Council of 34 x 3 member wards, totalling 102 members. Following
the submission of that scheme, the Commission received and considered representations

and objections, which included
(a)

an alternative scheme submitted by the Conservative Association
for a Council of 27 x 3 member wards totalling 81 councillors;

(b)

an alternative scheme submitted to the Council in May 1976 by
the Liberal Party which envisaged 32 or 33 wards each of 3
members, i.e. 96 or 99 members; and

(c)

a scheme submitted by the Labour Party which was similar to the
City Council proposals.

9.
On 9 September 1976 the Commission promulgated its draft proposals
for a Council of 34 x 3 member wards totalling 102 members, arranged in the same
way as the City Council's proposals. In consequence of further representations and
objections received by the Commission, it was decided to convene this meeting.
Thus, at the time the meeting took place, I was in possession of three basic
alternative schemes, and further variations had been mooted. It appeared to me
that the most important issue to be discussed was the appropriate size of Council,
but there were a number of other matters of varying degrees of significance upon
which the views of those attending would be of assistance to the Commission.
Representations at the Meeting
10.
After opening the meeting and outlining its purpose and the issues which
appeared to arise, I heard the following representations, which I have endeavoured to
set out in summary form he re under.

11.
Mr. Steed representing the Liberal Party, explained further revisions
to the Liberal proposals, so that the Liberal Party accepted the basis of a 34 x 3
member ward Council, but had endeavoured to draw boundaries which disturbed
those existing as little as possible and avdded many of the anomalies which the
City Council's scheme appeared to create. The proposals now put forward by the
Liberals are those appearing on the map annexed, headed in orange 'Elections
Office Copy - Liberal Party 34 Ward (Amendment) Scheme - November 1976."
These proposals are further explained and clarified in the submission of 9 November 1971
(Annexe W with my instructions) and in two further documents which I have marked
Doc. 2 (dated 25.1.77) and Doc 3 (dated 19.2.77.)
12.
Mr. R. Calderwood the Town Clerk, represented the City Council, and
drew attention particularly to the question of the size of Council. Local government
reorganisation had reduced the City Council from 132 to 99 members. Whilst the
reduction had resulted from abolition of the office of Alderman, the fact was that
aldermen had been full members playing a full part in the manning of committees, etc.

T he responsibilities of the City had to some extent been reduced, but despite the
transfer of some functions there remained a very heavy burden on members. He
quoted figures for attendance claims showing during 1975-6 an average attendance
per member of 55.9 days in a period of 190 days. These figures were not exceptional.
Mr. Calderwood referred also to the volume of work done in the form of "pastoral care".
Thus, for example/ 12,000 queries per year were raised by councillors with the
.Housing Dept. alone.
In the view of Mr. Calderwood and of the Council, the present number of
99 councillors was barely adequate to maintain existing functions. The addition of
1x3 member ward would make adquate provision and at the same time facilitate
division of the City into 17 County constituencies.
With regard to the 34 ward scheme proposed by the City and by the
Commission, Mr. Calderwood said that the projected 1981 electorate was 360,979
and the scheme provided an average electorate of 10,600 per ward. The detailed
scheme was such that all but 2 of the wards fell within the Commission's range of
acceptability, i.e. 9,900 to ll,300;equivalent to entitlement within the range
2.80-3.20. Blackley would be 7 electors above in 1981; Central would be 130
electors below. But Central Ward contained the commercial centre, with a residential
population reflecting inner-city stress conditions, where Council policy was to
generate more residential accommodation than in the past, by means of public and
private development.
The City had 258 polling districts currently, and the proposals maintain
221 of these without change. The other 37 are altered or divided to enable boundaries
to be drawn as naturally as possible.
The population projections were based on accepted statistical techniques;
clearance schemes and redevelopment were taken into account if the proposals were
sufficiently clear and firm to be significant.
The existing boundaries are not satisfactory and if projected to 1981,
would intensify present distortions.
In answer to questions, the Town Clerk accepted that the 34 ward scheme
originated from the Labour group, and that the decision to put it forward to the Council was made by the Policy Committee with a Labour majority. Whilst no doubt the decision •
was taken on party lines, the scheme is now that of the City Council, endorsed by
majority vote. In reaching that decision, the Commission's letter of 28 August 1975
was taken into account.
13.
Mr. Hargreaves (Conservative) emphasised that the Conservative Assocation's
attitude stemmed from the Commission's own guidelines as set out in the letter of
28 August 1975 (Annex A); he expressed forcibly the view that no exceptional
case could be made for Manchester to have a Council larger than the normally acceptable
range. The City had no greater statutory obligations than other cities, and he referred

to proposals for Birmingham, Leeds and Bradford. Manchester's population had •
been steadily falling over a long period/ and the population projections relied on
by the Council were of doubtful validity, see Doc. 4. The figures produced for
attendance claims merely indicated that there are too many councillors claiming
attendance allowances.
In answer to me, Mr. Hargreaves stated that if the Commission favoured
the 102 member Council in principle, the Conservatives nevertheless had many
detailed objections to the boundaries proposed in the draft scheme.
14.
Mr. Westbrook (Conservative) referred to the statistics of projected
population as showing the rosiest optimism; they had been proved very wrong last
time. The City's population was constantly declining, as was shown by the letter
from Greater Manchester Council (see Annex I). Whilst he accepted that the
clearance programme was virtually complete, the drift out of the City nevertheless
continues.
15.
Mr. Calderwood, the Town Clerk, pointed out that the rate of.population
decline was itself decreasing - the reduction in 1976-77 was only 723, which
was significantly smaller than in past years. This, coupled with the completion
of a very large-scale clearance programme, and a house-building programme well
under way, justified the assumption of a reversal in the past trendof decline, and
the small increase in population which had been projected.
16.
Mr. Jenkinson referred to the great decrease in Manchester's population
since he was a schoolboy and wondered why so many councillors were needed. He
also complained that the meeting was held on a weekday when so many members of
the public could not attend.
17.
Cllr. O'Connor (Conservative) referred also to the enormous drift of
population out of Manchester over the years and to the rapid fell in birthrate. I
inquired more closely as to the Conservative attitude to the publicised population
projections, and Mr. Hargreaves dealt with this.
18.
Mr. Hargreaves explained that he was not seeking to challenge the City
Council's figures of projected population ward by ward. He reiterated that the basic
case for the Conservatives was that Manchester did not constitute an exceptional
case. The Conservatives were merely sceptical about the population estimates they had been proved wrong before, and present figures point to a declining population
But he was unable to deal with or disprove the estimates for individual wards, beyond
saying that the evidence for a declining population was overwhelming.

19.
Cllr. Collins (Labour) Depe Chairman, Housing Ctte. detailed the
reasons for the projected reversal of past population decline. In addition to the
completion of the clearance programme, referred to earlier, he said that the "overspill"
policy of developing out-City estates was no longer pursued, and that the emigration
of second generation young families caused by housing difficulties, was also now
virtually stropped - these people now had more hope of being rehoused in the City.
This in turn would enable the birth-rate to rise. He thought the Tory view on this
was negative and pessimistic.
20.
Mr. Woodcraft (Ladybarn Residents Association) gave me information about
his association and explained that the proposals had been discussed at a recent wellattended meeting. The residents of the Ladybarn area see themselves as a community,
with a more natural affinity to Withington, but they are at present split between two
wards and do not like it. They support the Liberal scheme which would put Ladybarn.
within Withington. They oppose the Conservative proposals, which would perpetuate
the present split. They would prefer the Commission's proposals to that, as these
would put Ladybarn into Fallowfield; that would not be ideal, but no practical
difficulties are foreseen. Mr. Fender (Labour) suggested that a considerable electorate
was involved and to accept the Ladybarn case might involve major changes elsewhere.
This was confirmed by Mr. Calderwood.
21*
Mrs. Brewer (ChorltonvileResidents Committee) spoke of the strong feeling
in Chorltonville, which was a wholly homogeneous small-scale "garden suburb"
development of 240 houses, and which had the closest affinity to Chorlton; access
to shops, churches, schools and other facilities all lay in that direction, and there
was strong opposition to being "swallowed up" in Barlow Moor Ward, expressed ina
hastily organised petition already submitted (see Annex 9) and in a well-attended
public meeting held recently. These views were endorsed and amplified by Dr. de la
Perelk In answer to me, Mr. Calderwood indicated that a physical boundary was
possible to accommodate Chorltonvilie's admittedly strong case, but the ripple effect
would be considerable. The 1981 electorate in Chorltonville would be 707. That
number could just be acceptable within Chorlton ward, but it would reduce Barlow
Moor ward well below the acceptable range.
22.
Mr. Mackie objected to the naming of Lloyd Streetward, which he thought
ambiguous. He wanted it called Maine Road ward, as this was a feature everybody
recognised. Cllr. Collins, who represents the area at present, thought this was a very
good suggestion.
23.
Mr. Forster (Conservative) drew attention to his letter (see Annex 5) which
expressed his views on the matter.
fa»*
24.
I sought further information $*T the City Council as to the manning of
committees and the other work of councillors, and this was supplied by Mr. Calderwood.
Following a degree of consolidation and merger, there remained 15 standing
committees, the size of each being related to function, political balance and
georgraphical spread. There were a total of 290 committee places to be filled.

He found it difficult to envisage any further mergers; and saw little room for
adjustment of the numbers in each committee. In addition to these obligations/
the City Council were represented on many outside bodies such as the Airport,
the Water Authority, the Ship Canal Company and others. Mr. Calderwood
stressed the importance attached by the Council to member involvement in the
detailed work of committees, and gave it as his professional view that there was
no real case for any material reduction in the number of committees or in their
membership.
25.
A debate followed on the workings of the committe system, in which
Mr. Calderwood's view received support from Labour representatives, including
Qlrs. Roberts, Collis, Morris and Grant, and was hotly contested by Conservative
representatives, including Cllrs. Westbrook and O'Connor and Mr. Hargreaves.
Cllr. Westbook / in particular, gave details showing that a reduction from 99 to 81
councillors would mean reductions in committee size which he described as "marginal",,
Those details are shown in a document I have marked "Doc. 5". He considered
many committees were far too big for efficiency anyway; that representation on
outside bodies could be more often left to officials; and was confident that the
working of the system would be improved by a reduction in numbers. Examples.
were given by him and by Cllr. O'Connor of the wasteful use of members' time;
By contrast, the Labour councillors stressed the efforts made to streamline committee
work; the increase in workload of many committees; and the practical problems
consequent on any reduction in membership. A striking instance given by Cllr. Grant
concerned the Environmental Services Committee/ itself the result of mergers . The
diverse duties of this committee included taxi cab licensing/ and members had
recently been engaged for 6 days in interviewing applicants for licences. Other
similar instances were referred to.
At the start of the secnd day, I invited Mr. Hargreaves to explain in
more detail the Conservative objections to the Commission's 34 ward proposals,
arid to introduce the alternative 27 ward scheme proposed by the Conservatives.
This he did with the assistance of Cllr. O'Connor, Mr. Bowen-Gotham (the
Association's agent) and Cllr. Miss Pierce. The following summary is derived
from this joint presentation"! The Commission had adopted a Labour-inspired
scheme, which was unfair in many respect^of which details were given as under:
(a)

:

Fallowfield/Old Moat/Whalley Range The best natural boundary
here was the railway line running East to West across much of South
Manchester. This boundary had been accepted at the last review
but was now almost wholly disregarded. In consequence of ignoring
the railway line/ part of a polling district traditionally Conservative
was taken out of Old Moat and put into Whalley Range and an area
at N.E. corner of Old Moat (Whitebrook Road) was added in compensation.
If the railway line were restored as a boundary, only about 90
electors would be affected. The political effect of these changes was
to take Conservative votes from a marginal ward (Old Moat) and
transfer them to a safe Conservative ward (Whalley Range) replacing
them with an area of mixed development.

8

(b)

FaHowfield/Withington/Levenshulme The railway line was again
ignored and Fallowfield was extended Southward across the railway
line to take in the Ladybarn area, contrary to the wishes of the local
residents. To balance this, Fallowfield loses to Levenshulme the
West Point area around Kingsway/Lytham Rd. The effect here is
to make Fallowfield highly marginal and to transfer Conservative
votes to the safe Conservative ward of Levenshulme.

(c)

Sharston/Crossacres
These two wards were divided roughly by a
line from East to West, whereas Brownley Road could form a more
logical North-South boundary through much of the area. If Brownley
Road were used, the Eastern ward would be Conservative and the
Western ward Labour. The effect of the Commission's scheme was
to sever the Peel Hall estate/ which is largely owner-occupied,
and thus make both wards safe for Labour.

(d)

Barlow Moor/Didsbury Palatine Road provides an excellent boundary
here, but disregarded to include a large segment to the West of
Palatine Road (around Clyde Road) in Didsbury ward. This was done
apparently to make up for the inclusion in Barlow Moor ward of
Chorltonville at the N.W.end, much against the wishes.of the-local
residents. But no political consequences are suggested in this
instance.

Ce)

LevenshuIme/Burnage Here too the E.-W. railway offers the best
boundary, disregarded so as to split Burnage into two, again with
the object of reducing Conservative representation.

CO

Harptfrfiey This ward as proposed is a complete geographical and
political nonsense. It splits a ward between two Parliamentary
const!tuences, it links the disparate communities of BtacKley and
Harpufhey, and would require considerable changes of political
organisation.

Cg)

Brooklands/Baguley/Northenden Altrincham Road is the existing
good boundary in this area, but the proposals ignore it and instead
use the E ,-W. railway line further South. The effect is to transfer
private houses into the safe Conservative Brooklands ward and to
make the marginal Baguley into a safe Labour ward.

(h)

Fallowfield (see also (b) above) This is proposed to be formed partiy
from the existing Rusholme ward, which has been Conservativecontrolled for many years. Old Hall Lane and Platt Fields ibfm the
natural boundary between the Rusholme and Fallowfield communities
but this has been ignored. The change of name to Fallowfield is

opposed, it is the first step to a change of image. The boundaries • '
proposed in this and adjoining wards are intended largely to wrest
control of Rusholme from the Conservatives.
In summarising Conservative objections/ Mr, Bowen-Gotham stressed
that the Commission had adopted proposals designed by the Labour Party to perpetuate
Labour control of the City/ and that the larger Council was inherently advantageous
to Labour, as well as being contrary to the Commission's published guide lines.
The alternative Conservative scheme for 27 wards complied with those guidelines,
disturbed only 16 of the existing polling districts/ and preserved natural boundaries
and equality of electorate to a greater degree than the 34 ward scheme. The
Conservatives had polled more votes than Labour at the last election (1976) and
there was anger and dismay when it was disclosed that the Commission had adopted
the Labour scheme in its entirety. The voting record is in doc. 6.
27.
At this stage, I invited Mr. Steed to explain the Liberal Party proposals
in more detail. As revised, the Liberal scheme is set out on the map marked in
orange 'Elections Office Copy - Liberal Party 34 ward (Amendment) Scheme November 1976". It is further detailed in the letter of 9 November 1976
(Annex W to my instructions) and in the later memoranda marked Docs. 2 and 3.
A numerical analysis appears in a table attached to the Town Clerk's letter of 18
February 1977.
I have marked this table as Doc. 7. The ink amendments to the
table stem from minor changes reflected in Docs. 2 and 3.
Mr. Steed said that the case for 34 wards was accepted. The inbuilt
advantage to Labour which the Tories criticised was a consequence of the voting
system, and not related to the size of Council. The Liberals have no objection to
15 of the wards proposed. Their adjustments related to three separate areas of the
City and each of the three groups of wards could be dealt with independently.
A.

North Manchester

The Conservative case regarding Harpitfhey was supported. The
Liberal changes correspond more closely to Parliamentary boundaries.
B.

East Central Manchester

The proposed Belle Vue ward is a very odd shape - the point where
all the left-overs of the ripples end up. The Commission's scheme straddles
the radial roads and railway lands which form good boundaries. The Liberal
alternative necessarily involves 6 wards but produces a better result
numerically than the Commission's proposals. As the plan shows:
Cheetham - changes very small;
Central - in effect what was Collegiate Church and Beswick;

10

Miles Platting - remains closer to the existing ward;
Hyde Road - a new ward in place of Belle Vue,
following a logical radial line. It is long from
E to W, but following a good solid boundary to
N and retaining existing S boundary
•rr-f—n

C.

^ minor consequential changes.

South Manchester

The views of Chorltonville and Ladybarn residents are accepted, as are
the Conservative criticisms of boundaries in the Rusholme/Fallowfield area.
The Liberal proposals take account of these and other weaknesses of the
Commission scheme, and affect 9 wards in all, indicated on the Map.
Other comments:
Fallowfield/Old Moat - the E-W railway is restored as
the established and convenient boundary;
Chorlton/Barlow Moor - existing boundary restored and
Chorltonville retained in Chorlton;
Withingtor/Didsbury - 2 polling districts (WDC/WDE)
restored to Didsbury - natural boundary of communities
more nearly maintained;
Barlow Moor/Didsbury - Palatine Road restored as boundary;
Chorlton/Whalley Range - existing boundary restored;
Old Moat/withington - use Wilmslow Road throughout as
excellent logical boundary;
Withington/Fal low fie Id - restore Ladybarn to Withington
(P.O. WBA)
Moss Side/Fallowfield - the S. boundary of Moss Side
remains arbitrary, as any alternative must do;
Moss Side/Whalley Range - proposals closer to existing
ward boundaries; and
Rusholme/Fallow field- the Liberal proposal for a Rusholme
ward unites those areas Miss Pierce spoke of as a single
community, and produces a very different but more logical
Fallow fie Id.

11

28.
Mr. Calderwood for the City Council, commented in'some detail on the
Liberal and Conservative proposals. He pointed out that the City's peculiar "banana"
shape bedevilled every scheme and none was perfect. But neither the Liberal nor
the Conservative schemes had received publicity to the same extent as the Commission's
proposals. He felt that they in turn split communities to an extent that equal publicity
would have disclosed. He complained also of double standards. At Fallowfield/
Old Moat the Conservatives objected when the railway line was not used, whilst at
Brooklands/Baguley they objected when the railway line was used. Similarly/ at
Fallowfield/Rusholme, the Liberal proposals straddle radial routes in the way the
Liberals criticise at Belle Vue. Mr. Calderwood accepted however, that the numerical ^
results of the Liberal proposals were not significantly worse than the published
scheme, but he reiterated that these results were achieved without knowledge of
public reactions. He instanced Withington/Old Moat, where the wishes of Lady barn
residents were met in effect at the expense of transferring P.O. WWE to Old Moat,
though the residents of that polling district might be just as upset.
29.
Cllr. Morris (Labour) referred to Liberal proposals for Harpwhey/Charlestown
He opposed the transfer of Blackley Village (BUF) to Charlestown. It had no natural
affinity with the Downhead Estate (BCB) where local shopping is to be provided.
Instead the new district centre planned in Harpwhey (CHG) would be the focal point
for HarpWhey ward, readily accessible from all directions;
30.
Cllr. Roberts (Labour) spoke of the problems of the Beswick area, with
two Housing Action areas, extensive clearance and problems of high-rise development.
The Liberal scheme in effect amalgamated Central and Beswick and would add
substantially to the workload on councillors.
31.
Mr. Edwards (Liberal) supported the Liberal proposals with specific
reference to the Withington/Didsbury boundary,
32.
Mr. Fender for the Labour Party, rejected the proposition that the 34- .
ward scheme would give Labour an in-built advantage. The Conservatives 27-ward
scheme was devised for their political advantage. 7 of the wards were outside the
acceptable range. Ardwick and Hulme/Moss Side would be under-represented though
with major social problems. Chorlton and Withington, by contrast, where the Tories
are traditionally stronger, would be considerably over-represented. As to
Conservative objections to the 34 ward scheme, many of these were ill-founded
in fact, as he demonstrated in some detail. With regard to the Liberal objections
to the published scheme, he accepted the Chorltonville case as valid, and would be
content to accept an adjustment to meet it, but unfortunately the consequent rippleeffect was unacceptable. As to the Liberal proposals, he thought the Withington/
Didsbury boundary inconvenient and confusing, and the proposed Fallowfield Ward
unwieldy, inconvenient and illogical. In general and in particular, the published
scheme was to be preferred.
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33.
Mr. Done (Labour) offered further criticisms in detail of both Conservative
objections and the alternative Conservative proposals in South Manchester, especially
Northenden, and Brooklands/Baguley. He was supported by Mr. Lynch (Baguley
Labour Party)/ who particularly opposed the Conservative proposal to transfer
polling districts XBJ and XBK from Baguley to Woodhouse Park. This in his
view was a cynical political manoeuvre to transfer Labour voters to a safe Labour
ward, using stupid and arbitrary boundaries for the purpose. He was in turn supported
by Cllr. Collis .
34.
Cllr. Collins (Labour) spoke of the existing Lloyd St. Ward as being
central, compact and with excellent boundaries - the nub of the problem and the
best starting point from which to work outwards. The Commission's proposals left
it only slightly altered, but both Conservatives and Liberals would tear it apart.
In the Liberal scheme it would disappear altogether.
35.
Mrs. Smith (Labour) criticised the Liberal proposals for Central and
Belle Vue (renamed Hyde Rd by the Liberals). Both these wards would be 3 miles
a cross, too long for adequate service. As to the Conservative position she reminded
the meeting that the Conservative leader Cllr. Rogers had agreed there was a need
for a larger council. Now suddenly they have changed their minds, purely for
political advantage.
36.
Mr. Cookson was invited to summarise the position from the point of
view of the Liberals. He stated that the Liberal proposals had been available to
the other parties for quite a while and none but trivial citicisms had been made.
Insofar as the meeting had thrown up points of substance regarding the Liberal
proposals, his reply was as follows:
HarpUfhey/Charlestown - Blackley village lite were not with HarpUfhey
but East-West. The Liberal proposals conform closely to the
catchment area for the proposed Harpwhey District Centre and
the EasterV'salient" at P.D. BMC should plainly be in Moston;
Central - There is no logic in the Labour position, since their own
proposals in fact divide the stress areas of Beswick;
Old Moat - the N. boundary is common to Conservative and Liberal
schemes;
Fa I low field - no solution is ideal but again the criticisms as to the use
of radial roads is illogical;
Moss Side/Whalley Range - the Commission's scheme is clearly at
fault in severing the Range Rd/Wellington Rd area from Whalley
Range;
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Whalley Range/Fallow fie Id - The districts MAD-MAE have no discernible
centre and have reasonable E-W links;
Withington/Didsbury - the boundaries here look odd on the map, but they
are convenient, recognisable and stable- (these are described
in Annex W).
The Liberal view is that both Labour and Conservative schemes give
considerable incidental benefits to their promoters, but the Liberal alternative
is not devised for political advantage.
37.
Mr. Hargreaves summed up for the Conservative Party. He emphasised
the Commission's guidelines were not to be departed from save in exceptional circumstances, and that the meeting had not heard any exceptional case made out. He
referred to proposals for comparable cities including Birmingham, Bradford, Leeds
and Sheffield, all for electorates per ward far exceeding the Commission's scheme
for Manchester, so the case based on under-representation could not be sustained.
As to the manning of committees, this was a ploy by the Labour
Majority. A smaller Council would make no real difference; the average reduction
in Committee size would be 4 members, which would be a.good .thing-. -».- - - • Mr. Hargreaves went on to deal with the cost of a Council larger than
necessary. Other cities propose more electors per councillor without imposing
undue burdens on the councillors and no doubt at less cost. In terms of attendance
allowances alone, councillors cost Manchester roughly £100,000 per year, and
this could be reduced by 20% if an SI member Council were selected.
Finally Mr. Hargreaves accused Labour of gerrymandering. When the
last review took place, the proposals were for the most part generally agreed, subject
to certain issues on which the parties differed, which were decided by the Commission
after local inquiry.
This time the Conservatives suggested that an agreed scheme should be
promoted, but Labour would have none of it. The Labour Party produced a scheme;
it was adopted by the Policy Committee and then by the Council by use of the
automatic Labour majorities. It was not an agreed scheme at any stage; it was
devised for party advantage from the start, and rode roughshod over Conservative
objections. Even one Conservative nominee among the 5 authorised to represent the
Council at this meeting was rejected by the Labour majority.
Great depth of feeling was evident from the letters received, and the
Commission were urged to hold fast to their own guidelines.
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38.
Mr. Calderwood summed up for the City Council. He suggested that
many members would not accept Mr. Hargreaves' version of the past review. As
to the present review, a basic difference on Party lines as to the size of Council
made it virtually impossible to devise ward boundaries on an acceptable or agreed
basis. The Council has proposed 102 members as the right size, but if the
Commission were to decide in principle that there must be a smaller Council, there
would be room for further negotiation on boundaries.
Mr. Calderwood pointed out that the Commission's "guidelines" had
been drawn in 1973 after consultation with the pre-reorganisation Councils, and
much had been learnt since. It was important to recognise the enormous range of
size of Metropolitan Districts, from about 200,000 to nearly 2 million* Obvious
distinctions must be drawn between, for example, Manchester and Bolton, or
Birmingham and Solihull. In each conurbation there is a centre of gravity, where
regional functions and responsibilities remain, bringing problems of "extra-City
dimensions". This point had simply not been appreciated in pre-reorganisation
days.
As to Mr. Hargreaves' reference to cost, the significant figure was
the possible £20,000 which a smaller Council might save. In a city of Manchester's
size and importance, that figure could not warrant the extra burden imposed nor the
risk to efficiency involved.
Mr. Calderwood dealt with the issues of Ladybarn and Chorltonville.
In neither case was a community split - the dispute is only as to which ward it
shouU be linked. Though each case was strong in itself, the extensive ripple
effects produced unsatisfactory results elsewhere.
A perfectly logical scheme was unattainable, but the Commission were
asked to accept the published draft proposals as representing the closest one could
get to a perfect solution.
39.

Conclusions

Obviously the first and most important issue to be determined is the
appropriate size of Council. In their attitudes to this matter, both the political groups
represented in the present Council have in my view been guided to some extent by
considerations of their own political advantage. I have to try to assess as
objectively as I can the right size of Council in the general interest of the City,
having regard in particular to effective and adequate representation and administration.
In this task I have been greatly assisted by the factual material presented by the
Town Clerk, and impressed by the professional views he put forward. I have concluded that a Council of the order of 102 members is clearly justified to ensure
that the City's administration remains effectively controlled by the Council. If

"
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exceptional circumstances are required to warrant departure from the Commission's
normal "guidelines", then I consider that the size, functions and responsibilities of
the City, its relationship with the rest of the Greater Manchester area, and its
traditional position as one of our great cities, all constitute exceptional circumstances.
I am fortified in this conclusion by the knowledge that at some time this view has
been shared by all three of the parties represented at the meeting, although now
only held by two of them.
40.
Conversely I conclude that a Council of SI members would be too small;
it would in all probability create practical manning difficulties and thus pose a
threat to effective administration. In the light of these conclusions I have not
considered further the details of the Conservative scheme, although it is to be
noted that there would in several instances be substantial over-or under- representation
if it were implemented.
41.
Accordingly I have considered whether the detailed criticisms made of
the Commissions draft proposals are substantial and justified, and if so whether
they can be met by adjustments to the scheme, or by an alternative scheme for a
Council of similar size.
42.
I have of course borne in mind that no scheme, is-likely to be ideal, —
but nevertheless I have concluded that many of the ciriticisms made of the draft
proposals are justified and that the scheme therefore suffers substantial defects.
In particular 1 would instance the following:
(a)

Harpafhey/Charlestown I see no good reason for adding the Blackley
Village area to HarpMiey, and consider its inclusion in Charlestown
would be sensible and convenient;

(b)

Old Moat/Fallowfield/Withington The railway line does present a
good boundary in this area, which should not be lightly discarded.
One effect of doing so is to split the Ladybarn area between two
wards.

(c)

Fa I low fie Id I am impressed by the arguments here as to the disturbance
of existing arrangements, and in particular the fragmentation of
Rusholme is undesirable;

(d)

Ch or I ton/Bar low Moor The case for Chorltonville to be inChorlton
was accepted by all to be a strong one, and the failure to achieve
this is a substantial weakness of the draft proposals.

Ce)

Barlow Moor/Didsbury The excellent Palatine Road boundary has
been discarded here for numerical reasons, but it should preferably
be preserved.
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43.
I have considered carefully the criticisms made of the draft scheme in
the Central area, including Central Beswick and Belle Vue wards, but I think that
the Commission's proposals are probably the best that can be devised in a difficult
area. I see no real substance in the points made by the Conservatives concerning
the Sharston/Crossacres boundary.
44.
I do not think that the defects in the Commission's proposals which 1
have identified can be remedied by simple adjustments in all cases/ since it was
urged on me/ and I accept, that the ripple effects are considerable. However, it
appears to me that the proposals put forward by the Liberal Party would be effective
for this purpose.
45.
I was at first uncertain just what the Liberal proposals consisted of.
They have been considerably amended since they were first advanced/ but as they
were presented at the meeting/ I found them clear and intelligible, the details
being as I have stated in paragraph 27 above. Itwill be recalled that these proposals
deal with amendments to the published scheme in three distinct areas of the City, and
that each area is capable of independent consideration. Insofar as North Manchester
is concerned, the Liberal proposals affecting HarpWiey, Charlestown, Lightbourne
and Moston wards are in my view preferable to the published scheme/ and meet the
objection regarding Blackley village.
46.
With regard to the central area, I do not think the Liberal proposals for
a new Hyde Road ward and for major adjustments in Central, Beswick/ Miles Platting,
Clayton and Abbey Hey wards offer any obvious advantage over the published proposals
and they are in some respects inferior in their disregard of established boundaries.
I therefore rejected the Liberal proposals here.
47.
Finally, in South Manchester the Liberal proposals seem to me to work
remarkably well in ironing-out the problems while retaining good boundaries and reasonablt
parity between wards. The advantages are summarised in para. 27(c) above, and I
find them much superior to the published proposals. Insofar as there is doubt about
the destination of the polling district MMH, I think that should be included in Moss
Side ward, as indicated by the broken orange line on the Liberal map.
48.

Recommendations

I recommend that the Commission's draft proposals, as set out in the
letter of 9 September 1976 and the accompanying memorandum and map, should be
adopted, subject to the following modifications discussed in the order in which they
appear in the memorandum:
Didsbury Ward : the nodhern boundary to be as shown by an orange line
on the Liberal map, and described in detail in page 6 of the
Liberal Party document of 9 November 1976 (Annex W with my
instructions);
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Barlow Moor/ Old Moat, Withington wards: boundaries to be as.-shown
on the same map;
Chorlton and Whalley Range wards: ditto
Lloyd Streetward : deleted
Fallow fie Id ward: as shown by orange line on the Liberal map;
Moss Side ward : as shown by the solid orange line on the same map,
save in the eastern part where a broken orange line is to be
followed, as described in the Liberal Party documents marked
Docs. 2 and 3.
wr

Harpttfrey, Lightbourne, Moston and Charlestown wards - as shown by
orange lines on the same map
Rusholme : add a newwad to be called Rusholme Ward to the north of
Fa I low fie Id ward, boundaries as shown by solid orange line on
the map and described at page 5 of the Liberal Party document
of 9 November 1976 (Annex W) save for the boundary with
Moss Side ward (see above).
My recommendations will involve considerable amendment to the precise
descriptions of boundaries, but I have not attempted to do this myself.

have the honour to be, Sir,
Your obedient servant.

BERNARD MARDER
Assistant Commissioner

SCHEDULE 2
CITT OF MANCHESTER : NAMES OF PROPOSED WARDS AND
NTMBERS OF COUNCILLORS
OF WARD

HO OF COUNCILLORS

ABBEI HEI

3

ARDWICK

3

BAGULBI
BARLOW MOOR

3
3

RTJTT.T.F. VUE

3

BESWICK

3

BUCKLEY

3

BBOOKUNDS

3

BUBNAGE

3

CENTRAL

3

CHARLESTOWH

3

CHEETHAM

3

CHORLTOH

3

CLATTQK

3

CEOSSACRES

3

CRUMPSALL

3

DIDSBUBI
?ALLOW5TELD

3
3

GORTOH

3

HABPDRHEI

3

HOLME

•

3

LEVEHSHULHE

3

LIGHTBCtfBE
LONGSIGHT

3
3

MOSS SIDE
MDSTON

3
3

NEWTON HEATH

3

NORTHEHDEH

3

OLD MOAT

3

RUSHOLME

3

SHARSTON

3

UHALLE7 RANGE
WITKENGTOH . . .
WOQDHOUSE PAKK

3
3
3

SCHEDULE 3

r
CITY OF MANCHESTER - DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED WARD BOUNDARIES

NOTE: Where the boundary is described as following a road, railway, river,
canal or similar feature, it should be deemed to follow the centre
line of the feature unless otherwise stated.

WOODHOUSE PARK WARD
The whole of Ringway CP and that area bounded by a line commencing at a point
where the western boundary of the City meets the northeastern boundary of
Ringway CP, thence generally northwards along said City boundary to the
M56 Motorway, thence northeastwards along said motorway to Simonsway, thence
southeastwards along Simonsway to the eastern boundary of the City, thence
southwards and westwards along the eastern and southern boundaries of the
City to the northeastern boundary of Ringway CP, thence northwestwards along
said parish boundary to the point of commencement,

BAGULEY WARD

Commencing at a point where the M56 Motorway, being the northwestern boundary
of Woodhouse Park Ward, meets the western boundary of the City, thence,
northwestwards along said western boundary to the Warrington to Bredbury
railway line, thence eastwards along said railway line to the M56 Motorway
at junction 3» thence southwestwards along said motorway to the point of
commencement.

CROSSACRES WARD

Commencing at a point where the northeastern boundary of Woodhouse Park Ward
meets the eastern boundary of Baguley Ward, thence northeastwards along
said eastern boundary to Hollyhedge Road, thence eastwards along said road
to the Hollyhedge Road - Brownley Road roundabout, thence southwards from
said roundabout to and along Brownley Road to Mayfair Road, thence eastwards
along said road, crossing Shannon Road and continuing northeastwards along
Mayfair.Road to Croftlands Road, thence southeastwards along said road to
Cross Acres Road, thence southeastwards along said road to Peel Hall Road,

thence southeastwards along said road to Lomond Road, thence eastwards along
said road, to the*eastern boundary of the City, thence generally southwards
* "

along said eastern boundary to the northeastern boundary of Woodhouse Park
Ward, thence northwestwards along said northeastern boundary to the point
of commencement.

SHARSTON WARD

Commencing at a point where the northern boundary of Crossacres Ward meets
the eastern boundary of Baguley Ward, thence northeastwards along said
eastern boundary to the Warrington to Bredbury railway, thence eastwards
along said railway to the eastern boundary of the City, thence generally
southwards along said eastern boundary to the northeastern boundary of
Crossacres Ward, thence westwards, northwestwards, westwards and northwards along said northeastern boundary and westwards along the northern
boundary of said ward to the point of commencement.

BROOKLANDS WARD
Commencing at a point where the northern boundary of Baguley Ward meets the
western boundary of the City, thence northwestwards and eastwards along
said western boundary.to the lane leading southwards-from Baguley. Brook
through Woodwiss Farm to Woodwise Lane, thence southwards along said lane
and Woodwise Lane to Wythenshawe Road, thence northeastwards along said
road to Moorcroft Road, thence northeastwards and southeastwards along said
road to Orton Road, thence southwards along said road, crossing Lawton Moor
Road and continuing southwards to Wythenshawe Road, thence eastwards along
said road to the road known as Princess Parkway, thence southwards along
said road and the M56 Motorway to the northern boundary of Baguley Ward,
thence westwards along said northern boundary to the point of commencement.

NORTHENDEN WARD .
Commencing at a point where the northern boundary of Brooklands Ward meets
the western boundary of the City, thence northeastwards and northwards
along said western boundary to the River Mersey, thence generally southeastwards along said river to the eastern boundary of the City, thence southwards along said eastern boundary to the northern boundary of Sharston
Ward, thence westwards along said northern boundary to the eastern boundary
of Brooklands Ward, thence northwards along said eastern boundary and
generally westwards along the northern boundary of said ward to the pointof commencement.

DIDSBURY WARD
Commencing at a point where the eastern boundary of the City meets the
northeastern boundary of Northenden Ward, thence generally northwestwards
along said northeastern boundary to Palatine Road, thence northeastwards
along said road to Lapwing Lane, thence southeastwards along said lane and
Fog Lane to Clayton Avenue, thence southwestwards along said avenue to a
point opposite the northeastern boundary of No 8 Clayton Avenue, thence
southeastwards to and along said northeastern boundary to the rear boundaries
of Nos 8 and 6 Clayton Avenue, thence southwards along said rear boundaries
and continuing southeastwards along the rear boundaries of Nos 31-57
Clothorn Road to Beaver Road, thence northeastwards along said road to a
point opposite the northeastern boundary of No 3 Beaver Road, thence southeastwards to and along said northeastern boundary and southwestwards and
southeastwards along the rear boundaries of Nos 2-36 Willoughby Avenue to
the rear boundary of No 38 Willoughby Avenue, thence northeastwards along
said rear boundary and the rear boundary of No 29 Willoughby Avenue to the
rear boundary of No 51 Austin Drive, thence eastwards along said rear
boundary and eastwards and northeastwards along the rear boundaries of
Nos V?-1 Austin Drive and westwards along the northern boundary of the last
mentioned property to Austin Drive, thence northwards along said drive to
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Fog Lane, thence eastwards along said lane to Parrs Wood Road, thence
southwestwards along said road to School Lane, thence southeastwards
along said road and the road known as Queensway to the eastern boundary
of the City, thence generally southwards and westwards along said eastern
boundary to the point of commencement.

BARLOW MOOR WARD

Commencing at a point where the northeastern boundary of Northenden Ward
meets the western boundary of the City, thence northwestwards along said
western boundary to Hardy Lane (proposed extension), thence northeastwards
along said lane and Mauldeth Road West to the dismantled railway, thence
southeastwards along said dismantled railway to the northwestern boundary
of Didsbury Ward, thence southwestwards along said northwestern boundary
to the northeastern boundary of Northenden Ward, thence northwards and
generally westwards along said northeastern boundary to the point of
commencement.

OLD MOAT WARD

Commencing at the point where Wilmslow Road meets the northern boundary of
Didsbury Ward, thence northwestwards along said boundary, the northeastern
boundary of Barlow Moor Ward and continuing northwestwards along the
dismantled railway to the Stretford to Dukinfield railway, thence eastwards
along said railway to Wilmslow Road, thence southwestwards and southwards
along said road to the point of commencement.

WITHINGTON WARD
Commencing at a point where the northeastern boundary of Didsbury Ward meets
the southeastern boundary of Old Moat Ward, thence northeastwards along said
southeastern boundary to the Stretford to Dukinfield railway, thence eastwards
along said railway to the Manchester (Piccadilly) to Styal railway, thence
southwestwards along said railway to Briarfield Road, thence northwestwards

along said road to Parrs Wood Road North, thence southwards along said road
to the northeastern boundary of Didsbury Ward, thence generally northwestwards along said northeastern boundary to the point of commencement.

i
BtJRNAGE WARD

Commencing at a point where Talbot Road meets the eastern boundary of
Withington Ward, thence northeastwards along said road, crossing Kingsway
to Grangethorpe Drive, thence eastwards along said drive to Burnage Lane,
thence northwards along said lane to Crossley Road, thence eastwards and
southeastwards along said road, crossing Errwood Road and continuing southeastwards along Crossley Road to the eastern boundary ^of the City, thence
generally southwestwards along said eastern boundary to the northeastern
boundary of Didsbury Ward, thence northwestwards and northwards along said
northeastern boundary and continuing northeastwards along the eastern
boundary of Withington Ward to the point of commencement.

CHORLTON WARD
Commencing at a point where the northwestern boundary of Barlow Moor Ward

meets the western boundary of the City, thence generally northwestwards
and northeastwards along said western boundary to the Stretford to Dukinfield
railway, thence southeastwards along said railway and the southwestern
boundary of Old Moat Ward to the northwestern boundary of Barlow Moor Ward,
thence southwestwards along said northwestern boundary to the point of
commencement.

WHALLEY RANGE WARD
Commencing at a point where the northern boundary of Old Moat Ward meets
the northeastern boundary of Chorlton Ward, thence northwestwards along
said northeastern boundary to the western boundary of the City, thence
northeastwards along said western boundary to Withington Road, thence southwards along said road to Yarburgh Street, thence northeastwards along said

street to Alexandra Road South, thence'southwards along said road to
Demesne Road, thence westwards along said road to Withington Road, thence
southwards and southwestwards along said road to the northern boundary of
Old Moat Ward, thence westwards along_said northern boundary to the point
of commencement.

FALLOWFIELD WARD
Commencing at a point where the northern boundary of Old Moat Ward meets
the eastern boundary of Whalley Range Ward, thence northwards and eastwards
along said 'eastern boundary and continuing eastwards along Demesne Road
and the footpath that leads from said road to Princess Road to Princess
Road, thence northwards along said road to Parkside Road, thence eastwards
along said road to Lloyd Street South, thence northeastwards along said
street to the access road that runs southeastwards between Nos 25 and 27
Lloyd Street South, thence southeastwards and following said access road
and the access road that runs between Nos 160 and 162 Thornton Road to
Thornton Road, thence southwestwards along said road to Rosedale Road,
thence southeastwards along said road to Platt Lane, thence northeastwards
along said lane to Wilmslow Road, thence southeastwards along said road
to NG reference SJ 856159^285» thence eastwards in a straight line to NG
reference SJ 858169^305 being a point in Whitworth Lane, thence southwards
along said lane to the access road and footpath north of Manchester University
Athletic Ground and Experimental Ground, thence eastwards along said access
road and path to a point opposite the eastern boundary of said athletic
ground, thence southwards to and along said boundary to Moseley Road, thence
eastwards along said road to the Manchester (Piccadilly) to Styal railway,
thence southwestwards along said railway to the northern boundary of
Withington Ward, thence westwards along said northern boundary and the northern
boundary of Old Moat Ward to the point of commencement.

RUSHOUffi WARD

Commencing at a point where the northern boundary 'of Fallowfield Ward meets
Maine Road, thence northeastwards and northwards along said road to Great
Western Street, thence eastwards along said street to Parkfield Street,
thence northwards along said street to Moss Lane East, thence eastwards
along said lane to Wilmslow Road, thence northwestwards along said road to
Hathersage Road, thence eastwards along said road to Anson Road, thence
southeast wards along said road and Birchfields Road to Birch Hall Lane, thence
southwestwards along said lane to Telfer Road, thence southeastwards along
said road to the eastern boundary of Manchester Grammar School, thence
southwestwards and" southeastwards along said eastern boundary to the road
known as Old Hall Lane, thence northeastwards along said road to a point
Nos
opposite the western boundaries of/62 to 66 Birchfields Road, thence southwards to and along said boundaries to the northern boundary of No 68
Birchfields Road, thence westwards along said northern boundary and southwards along the western boundary of said property to the northern boundary
of No 70 Birchfields Road, thence westwards along said northern boundary
and southwards along the western boundary of said property and continuing
southwards along the western boundaries of Nos ?2 to 108 Birchfields Road,
thence in a straight line crossing the pavilion access road to and southwards along the western boundaries of Nos 110 to 124 Birchfields Road and
in prolongation thereof to the northern boundary of Fallowfield Ward, thence
westwards along said boundary to the point of commencement.

LEVENSHUlflE WAKD
Commencing at a point where the northern boundary of Burnage Ward meets the
eastern boundary of Withington Ward, thence northeastwards along said
eastern boundary and continuing northeastwards and northwestwards along the
eastern boundaries of Fallowfield Ward and Rusholme Ward to Old Hall Lane,
thence eastwards along said road,

crossing Slade Lane, to the road

known as Park Grove, thence generally eastwards along said road to Stockport
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Road, thence southwards along said road to Barlow Road, thence northeastwards
along said road to Manor Road, thence northeastwards along said road to
Mount Road, thence southwards along said road to Barlow Road, thence southwestwards along said road to the road known as Broom Lane, thence southwestwards along said road to the Stretford to Dukinfield railway, thence
northeastwards along said railway to the eastern boundary of the City, thence
southwards, westwards and southwards along said eastern boundary to the
northern boundary of Burnage Ward, thence westwards along said northern
boundary to the point of commencement.

LONGSIGHT WARD
Commencing at a point where the northern boundary of Levenshulme Ward meets
the eastern boundary of Rusholme Ward, thence northwestwards along said
eastern boundary to Dickenson Road, thence northeastwards along said road
to Stockport Road, thence northwestwards along said road to the road known
as Stanley Grove, thence northeastwards along said road, crossing Chell
Street, Albert Grove and Northmoor Road and continuing northeastwards along
Stanley Grove to the road known as Pink Bank Lane, thence southwards along
said road to East Road, thence northeastwards along said road to the path
known as Pink Bank Lane, thence southeastward along said path to a point
opposite the "western boundary of the clay pit, thence southwards along said
western boundary and the eastern boundaries of Nos 30 to 26 Ringwood Avenue
to the northern boundary of the laundry, thence eastwards along said northern
boundary and southwards along the eastern boundary of said laundry, the eastern
end of Longden Road and the eastern boundaries of Nos 1 to 11 Newdale Road
to the road known as Matthews Lane, thence northeastwards along said road to
Lonsdale Road*., thence southwards along said road to the northern boundary
of Lavenshulme Ward , thence southwestwards, northwards and westwards along
said northern boundary to the point of commencement.

GORTON WARD

:
i
Commencing at a point where the northern boundary of Levenshulme Ward meets
the eastern boundary of Longsight Ward, thence generally northwards along
said eastern boundary to the access road known as Nutsford Vale, 'thence
northeastwards along said access road and continuing northeastwards along
the unnamed path to its end, thence due east to the footpath joining
Buckley Road to the road known as Stanley Grove, thence northwards, northeastwards and generally northwards along said footpath to the road known
as Stanley Grove, thence northeastwards along said road to Mount Road, thence
northwestwards along said road to the road known as Kirkmanshulme Lane, thence
northeastwards along said road to Hyde Road, thence southeastwards along
said road to the Stretford to Dukinfied railway east of Tanyard Brow, thence
northeastwards along said railway to the Manchester and Ashton Under Lyne
Canal (Stockport Branch), thence southeastwards along said canal to a
point opposite the northern boundary of Gordon Lower Reservoir, thence
generally northeastwards along said northern boundary to the unnamed road
separating, the said reservoir from Gorton Tipper Reservoir, thence southeastwards along said unnamed road to a point opposite the sluice, thence northeastwards to and along said sluice and in prolongation thereof to the
eastern boundary of the City, thence southeastwards, southwestwards and
southwards along said eastern boundary to the northern boundary of Levenshulme Ward, thence generally southwestwards, northwards and westwards
following said boundary to the point of commencement.

MOSS SIDE WARD

Commencing at a point where the eastern boundary of Whalley Range Ward
meets the western boundary of the City, thence northeastwards and northwestwards along said western boundary to Stretford Road, thence northeastwards along said road to the line of the proposed Inner Ring Road, thence
generally eastwards along the line of said proposed road to Oxford Road,
thence south-eastwards along said road to the northern boundary of Rusholme
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Ward, thence generally southwestwards along said northern boundary to the
northern boundary of Fallowfield Ward, thence westwards along said northern
boundary to the eastern boundary of Whalley Range Ward, thence northwards,
southwestwards and northwards along said eastern .boundary to the point of
commencement.

HOLME WARD

Commencing at a point where the northern boundary'of Moss Side Ward meets
the western boundary of the City, thence generally northwestwards and northeastwards along said western boundary to Regent Road, thence southeastwards
along said road, crossing Water Street, to Dawson Street, thence southeastwards along said street to the road known as Mancunian Way, thence generally
eastwards along said road to the Mancunian Way - Downing Street gyratory,
thence southeastwards to and along Downing Street and continuing southeastwards
along the road known as Ardwick Green South to the roundabout at the junction
of said road and Brunswick Street, thence southwest wards to and along said
street, crossing Upper Brook Street and continuing southwestwards along
Brunswick Street to Oxford Road, thence southeastwards along said road to
the northern boundary of Moss Side Ward, thence generally westwards along
said northern boundary to the point of commencement.

ARDWTCK WARD

Commencing at a point where the northern boundary of Rusholme Ward meets
the eastern boundary of Moss Side Ward, thence northwestwards along said
eastern boundary to the eastern boundary of Hulme Ward, thence northwestwards and northeastwards along said eastern boundary to Hyde Road, thence
southeastwards along said road to the Manchester (Piccadilly) to Wilmslow
railway, thence southeastwards along said railway to the northern boundary
of Longsight Ward, thence southwestwards along said northern boundary to
the eastern boundary of Rusholme Ward, thence northwestwards along said
eastern boundary and westwards along the northern boundary of said ward
to the point of commencement.
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BELLE VUE WARD
Commencing at a point where the northern boundary of Longsight Ward meets the
northeastern boundary of Ardwick Ward, thence northwestwards along said
northeastern boundary to Hyde Road, thence southeastwards along said road to
Clowes Street, thence northeastwards along said street .to Wenlock Viay, tfcence
northeastwards along said way to Kniveton Road, thence northwards along said
road to Bennett Street, thence eastwards along said street to Vaughan Street,
thence northeastwards along said street to Gorton Road, thence northwest'
wards along said road and crossing Ashton Old Road to Rylance Street, thence
northwards along said street, crossing Morley Street, and continuing northwards along Lylance Street to Albert Street, thence eastwards along said
street, crossing Prince Street, Carmen Street, Charlesworth Street and.
Barmouth Street to Grey Mare Lane, thence northwards along said lane to
Ashton New Road, thence eastwards along said road to the Manchester and •
Ashton Under Lyne Canal, thence southeastward along said canal to Clayton
Lane, thence southwestwards along said lane to and eastwards along Parkhouse
Street to Wood Street, thence southwards along said street to Ashton Old
Road, thence eastwards along said road to Bessemer Street, thence southwards
along said street and Preston Street to Gorton Lane, thence southeastwards
and southwards along said lane and Wellington Street to the northern boundary
of Gorton Ward, thence generally northwestwards and southwestwards following
said northern boundary to the eastern boundary of Longsight Ward, thence
northwards following said eastern boundary and westwards following the
northern boundary of said ward to the point of commencement.

ABBEY HEY WARD
Commencing at a point where the northern boundary of Gorton Ward meets the
eastern boundary of Belle Vue Ward, thence northwestwards and northwards
along said eastern boundary of Ashton Old Road, thence eastwards along said
road to Fairfield Road, thence northeastwards along said road to the eastern
boundary of the City, thence eastwards, southeastwards and southwards along
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said eastern boundary to the northern boundary of Gorton Ward, thence
generally southwestwards and northwestwards along the northern boundary
of- said ward to the point of commencement.

CENTRAL WARD

Commencing at a point where the northern boundary of Hulme Ward meets
the western boundary of the City, thence northeastwards along said western
boundary to the Salford to Rochdale railway, thence northeastwards along
said railway to Dantzic Street, thence northeastwards along said street
to Roger Street, thence northwestwards along said street to the River Irk,
thence northeastwards along said river to the Salford to Bury railway,
thence northwards along said, railway to Queens Road, thence eastwards
along said road, crossing Rochdale Road and continuing along Queens Road
southeastwards to Oldham Road, thence crossing Oldham Road to and southeastwards along Hulrae Hall Lane to the Rochdale Canal, thence southwestwards along said canal to Great Ancoats Street, thence southeastwards
along said street to Ducie Street, thence southwestwards along said street
to London Road, thence southeastwards along said road to the northern
boundary of Hulme Ward, thence westwards along said northern boundary to
the point of commencement.

\
BESwTCK WARD

Commencing at the point where the northern boundary of Ardwick Ward meets
the eastern boundary of Hulrae Ward, thence northwestwards along said
eastern boundary to the southeastern boundary of Central Ward, thence
northwestwards and generally northeastwards along said southeastern boundary
to the road known as Hulme Hall Lane, thence southeastwards along said road
and Mill Street to the northern boundary of Belle Vue Ward, thence westwards,
southwards and westwards along said northern boundary and southwards,
southeastwards and generally southwestwards along the western boundary of

said ward to the northern boundary of Ardwick Ward, thence northwestwards
along said northern boundary to the point of commencement.

CLAYTON WARD

Commencing at a point where the northern boundary of Belle Vue Ward meets
the eastern boundary of Beswick Ward, thence northwestwards along said
eastern boundary to the River Medlock, thence generally eastwards along
said river to the eastern boundary of the City, thence generally southwards
along said eastern boundary to the northern boundary of Abbey Hey Ward, thence
westwards along said northern boundary to the eastern boundary of Belle Vue
Ward, thence westwards and generally northwards along said eastern boundary,
thence northwestwards and southwestwards along the northern boundary of
said ward to the point of commencement.

NEWTON HEATH WARD

Commencing at a point where the northern boundary of Clayton Ward meets the
northeastern boundary of Beswick Ward, thence northwestwards along said
northeastern boundary and the northeastern boundary of Central Ward to the
Salford to Rochdale railway, thence northeastwards along said railway to
St Mary's Road, thence southwards along said road to the footpath joining
said road to Mill Lane, thence generally eastwards along said footpath
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to the eastern boundary of the City, thence southeastwards along said
eastern boundary to the northern boundary of Clayton Ward, thence generally
westwards along said northern boundary to the ppint of commencement.

CHEETHAM WARD
Commencing at a point where the northwestern boundary of Central Ward meets
the western boundary of the City, thence northwestwards and northeastwards
along said western boundary to Cheetham Hill Road, thence southeastwards
along said road to Crescent Road, thence eastwards along said road to the

northwest corner of the Abraham Moss Centre, thence generally eastwards,
following' the southern boundary of said centre to Chataway Road, thence
southeastwards along said road to a point opposite the northwestern boundary
of No 21 Chataway Road, thence to and southwest wards along said northwestern
boundary, thence southeastwards along the northeastern boundary of the sports
ground to Hazelbottom Road, thence northeastwards along said road to a point
opposite the northern boundary of the biscuit factory, thence to and eastwards, northwards and eastwards along said northern boundary to the River
Irk, thence generally southwards along said river to the northern boundary
of Central Ward, thence westwards along said northern boundary and generally
southwestwards along the northwestern boundary of said ward to the point of
commencement.

CRUMPSALL WARD
Commencing at a point where the northern boundary of Cheetham Ward meets the
western boundary of the City, thence generally northwards and eastwards
following the western and northern boundaries of the City to the River Irk
at Heaton Mills, thence southwards along said river to Victoria Avenue Bridge,
thence in a straight line southeastwards, crossing Blackley Cemetery, to
the entrance to said cemetery inrChapel Lane, thence continuing sputheastwards along said lane, to and southwestwards along Riverdale Road, to and
along the footpath adjacent to the eastern boundary of Blackley Cemetery
and the eastern boundary of the reservoir and leading to Blackley New Road,
thence eastwards along said road to and southwestwards along the footpath
east of Bowker Bank Works to the River Irk, thence generally eastwards and
southwards following said river to the northern boundary of Cheetham Ward,
thence generally westwards following said northern boundary to the point
of commencement.
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HARPDRHEY WARD

Commencing at a point where the northwestern boundary of Newton Heath Ward
meets the northeastern boundary, of Central Ward, thence northwestwards along
said northeastern boundary and westwards along the northern boundary of
said ward to the eastern boundary of Cheethara Ward, thence generally northwards along said eastern boundary to the eastern boundary of Crumpsall Ward,
thence generally northwards along said eastern boundary to Boggart Hole
Brook, thence northeastwards along said brook to the footpath that runs from
Bottomley Side to Slack Road, thence southeastwards along said footpath and
in prolongation thereof to Slack Road, thence northwards along said road to
a point opposite the southern boundary of No 5^ Slack Road, thence westwards
along said southern boundary, northwards along the rear boundaries of Nos
5^-3^ Slack Road and eastwards along the northern boundary of the last
mentioned property to said road, thence northwards along said road to
Boggart Hole Brook, thence northeastwards and generally southeastwards along
said brook to a point being the prolongation northeastwards" of the southeastern
boundary of No 19 Glen.Avenue, thence southwestwards along said prolongation
and said southeastern boundary to Glen Avenue, thence northwestwards along
said avenue to Clough Road, thence southwestwards along said road and
southeastwards-along Ashley Lane to King Street, thence southwestwards along
said street to Church Lane, thence westwards alone said lane to Moss Brook
Road, thence southeastwards and southwestVards along said road to the northeastern boundary of the Home for Lost Dogs, thence southwards along said
northeastern boundary and southwestwards along the southeastern boundary
of said dogs home to the southern corner of the dogs home, thence due south
to Moston Brook, thence generally southeastwards along said brook to the
culvert on the southwestern side of the road known as Church Lane, thence
i
due east from the culvert to the road known as Church Lane, thence southeastwards along said road to Thorp Road, thence southeastwards along said
road to the northwestern boundary of Newton Heath Ward, thence southwestwards along said northwestern boundary to the point of commencement.
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LIGHOBOWNE WARD

Commencing, at a point where the northwestern boundary of Newton Heath Ward
meets the eastern boundary of Harpurhey Ward, thence northwestwards and
generally northwards along said eastern boundary to Boggart Hole Brook,
thence southeastwards and northeastwards along said brook to a point being
the prolongation northwestwards of the southwestern boundary of Shackcliffe
Green Secondary Modern School for Girls, thence southeastwards along said
prolongation and said southwestern boundary and northeastwards along the
southeastern boundary of said school to Brookside Road, thence southeastwards along said road to Moston Lane, thence southwestwards along said lane
to a point opposite the northwestern boundary of St Joseph's RC Cemetery
(opposite the Blue Bell Hotel (PH)), thence southeastward and southwestwards along said northwestern boundary to Millais Street, thence southeastwards along said street to the footpath leading from said street to
Lightbowne Road, thence generally southeastward"along said path to
Lightbowne Road, thence southwards along said road to the southwestern
boundary of Broadhurst Park, thence southeastwards along said southwestern
boundary to the southern boundary of the allotment gardens, thence southeastwards along said southern boundary and northeastwards along the eastern
boundary of said allotment gardens to Old Hall Road, thence southeastwards
along said road to St Mary's Road, thence southwards along said road to the
northwestern boundary of Newton Heath Ward, thence southwestwards along
said southeastern boundary to the point of commencement.

MOSTON WARD
Commencing at a point where the northern boundary of Newton Heath Ward
meets the northeastern boundary of Lightbowne

Ward, thence generally

northwestwards along said northeastern boundary to Boggart Hole Brook,
thence northeastwards along said brook to a point due south of NG reference
SD 8?581028/K> being on the footpath leading to Charlestown Road, thence due
northwards to said point and continuing northwards along said footpath to
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Charlestown Road, thence eastwards along said road to the road known as
Moston Lane, thence northeastwards along said road to the access road
northeast of North Manchester Grammar School, thence northwestwards along
said access road to a point opposite the rear boundary of Wo 80 Nina Drive,
thence northeastwards to and along said .rear boundary and continuing northeastwards and southeastwards along the rear boundaries of Nos 78-2 Nina
Drive, southeastwards along the southwestern boundaries of No kkO Victoria
Avenue East and No 8^3 Moston Lane to Moston Lane, thence northeastwards
along said lane to Victoria Avenue East, thence southeastwards along said
avenue to the road known as Greengate, thence northwards along said road
to the northern boundary of the City, thence southeastwards along said
northern boundary and generally southeastwards and southwestwards along
the eastern boundary of the City to the northern boundary of Newton Heath
Ward, thence westwards along said northern boundary to the point of
commencement.

BUCKLEY WARD

s

Commencing at a point where the eastern boundary of.Crumpsall Ward meets
the northern boundary of the City, thence northeastwards and southeastwards
along said northern boundary to Rochdale Road, thence southwestwards along
said road to Victoria Avenue, thence northwestwards along said avenue to
Hill Lane, thence southwards along said lane to a point opposite the
northern boundary of No 101 Hill Lane, thence northwestwards to and along
said northern boundary to the northernmost corner of said property, thence
westwards in a straight line to a point in French Barn Lane, opposite
Ledbury Walk, thence southwestwards along said Ledbury Walk and the southeastern boundary of No 8 Ledbury Walk to the southwestern boundary of said
property, thence northwestwards along said boundary and the southwestern
boundary of No 7 Seaford Walk and northwards along the western boundary
of Nos 97-107 French Barn Lane to Plant Hill Road, thence southwestwards
along said road to Chapel Lane, thence northwestwards along said lane to
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a point opposite the southeastern boundary of Nos 185-191 Chapel Lane,
thence southwestwards to and along said southeastern boundary and northwestwards along the southwestern boundary of the said property to the
eastern boundaries of Nos 1-67 Sherwell Road, thence southwestwards along
said boundaries and westwards along the rear boundary of Nos 20-30 Sherwell
Road to the southwestern corner of the last mentioned property, thence
southwestwards is a straight line to NG reference SD 848170311? being '
a point on the eastern boundary of the reservoir •, thence southwards along
said eastern boundary to Blackley New Road, thence due south to the eastern
boundary of Crumpsall Ward, thence westwards and generally northwards along
said eastern boundary to the point of commencement.

CHABLESTOWN WARD
Commencing at a point where the eastern boundary of Blackley Ward meets the
northern boundary of the City, thence southeastwards along said northern
boundary to the northwestern boundary of Moston Ward, thence generally southwestwards along said northwestern boundary to the northern boundary of
Lightboioae7.~ Ward, thence generally westwards along said northern boundary
and the northern boundary of Harpurhey Ward to the eastern boundary of
Crumpsall Ward, thence generally northwestwards along said eastern boundary
to the southern boundary of Blackley Ward, thence generally northeastwards
along said southern boundary and northwards and northeastwards along the
eastern boundary of said ward to the point of commencement.

